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Abstract

As recently shown by Holden and two of the authors, the conformal welding of two Liouville
quantum gravity (LQG) disks produces a canonical variant of SLE curve whose law is called the
SLE loop measure. In this paper, we demonstrate how LQG can be used to study the SLE loop
measure. Firstly, we show that for x € (8/3,8), the loop intensity measure of the conformal loop
ensemble agrees with the SLE loop measure as defined by Zhan (2021). The former was initially
considered by Kemppainen and Werner (2016) for x € (8/3,4], and the latter was constructed
for k € (0,8). Secondly, we establish a duality for the SLE loop measure between x and 16/.
Thirdly, we obtain the exact formula for the moment of the electrical thickness for the shape
(probability) measure of the SLE loop, which in the regime x € (8/3,8) was conjectured by
Kenyon and Wilson (2004). This relies on the exact formulae for the reflection coefficient and
the one-point disk correlation function in Liouville conformal field theory. Finally, we compute
several multiplicative constants associated with the SLE loop measure, which are not only of
intrinsic interest but also used in our companion paper relating the conformal loop ensemble to
the imaginary DOZZ formulae.

1 Introduction

Schramm-Loewner evolution (SLE) is a one-parameter family of planar curves, which are of funda-
mental importance in two-dimensional random geometry and statistical physics. There are several
variants of the SLE curves, such as the chordal and radial versions considered originally by [Sch00].
For x € (0,8), Zhan [Zha21] constructed a variant called the SLE, loop measure, an infinite mea-
sure on the space of non-crossing loops that locally look like SLE,. In particular, the loop is simple
for x € (0,4] and non-simple for x € (4,8), with Hausdorff dimension 1 + §. Zhan [Zha21] shows
that for x € (0,4], the SLE loop measure satisfies the conformal restriction property proposed by
Kontsevich and Sukov [KS07]. Recently, Baverez and Jego [BJ24] proved that this conformal re-
striction property uniquely characterizes the SLE loop measure for x € (0, 4] modulo multiplicative
constants. Before [Zha2ll BJ24], the existence and uniqueness for k = 8/3 was established by
Werner [Wer(O8|]. A construction for the SLE; loop measure was given by Benoist and Dubedat
[BD16] and Kassel and Kenyon [KK17|. For k € (8/3,4] a construction was given by Kemppainen
and Werner [KW16] based on the conformal loop ensemble (CLE); their construction in fact pro-
duces a SLE type loop measure for all x € (8/3, 8).

With Holden, the first and third authors showed the conformal welding of two Liouville quantum
gravity (LQG) disks produces Zhan’s SLE loop measure with x € (0,4) [AHS23b|. In this paper, we
first extend this result to x € (4,8) using the natural LQG disk with non-simple boundaries from
[DMS21), [AHSY23l, [HL22, [MSW21]. We then clarify the equivalence between Zhan’s construction
of the SLE loop measure and the construction of Kemppainen and Werner [KW16] based on CLE
for € (8/3,8). See Section [1.1]

After completing these two foundational tasks, the bulk of our paper is to use LQG techniques
to study the properties of the SLE loop measure. First, we establish a duality for the SLE loop



measure between k and 16/k. The case when x = 8/3 had previously been treated by Werner
in [Wer(8]. Second, we obtain the exact formula for the moment of the electrical thickness for
the shape (probability) measure of the SLE loop, which in the regime x € (8/3,8) had been
conjectured by Kenyon and Wilson (2004). This relies on the exact formulae for the structure
constants in Liouville conformal field theory obtained in [KRV20, [RZ22, [ARS23]. See Sections
and for the precise statements.

Although the equivalence and duality results for the SLE loop may be derived without LQG, as
discussed below Theorems [I.1 and one of the main purposes of our paper is to demonstrate the
methodology. Several LQG objects and techniques from this paper are useful for our further study
of SLE and CLE. For example, we introduce and study a natural LQG surface of annular topology,
which we call the quantum annulus. We also determine several constants related to the SLE loop
measure that are interesting in their own right and useful in our companion paper relating CLE to
the imaginary DOZZ formulae. We give an overview of our techniques in Section and outline
some further applications in Section [1.5

1.1 On the definitions of the SLE loop measure

The conformal loop ensemble (CLE) is a countable collection of non-crossing random loops in a
simply connected domain defined for k € (%, 8) [She09,[SW12]. CLE has been proved or conjectured
to be the scaling limit of many important loop models in two-dimensional statistical physics, such
as percolation, the Ising model, the O(n)-loop model, and the random cluster model, see [BHI9,
CNOS, [KS16]. There is also a sphere version of CLE, called full-plane CLE, which is constructed
and proved to satisfy conformal invariance by Kemppainen-Werner [KWI6] for £ € (§,4] and
Gwynne-Miller-Qian [GMQ18] for s € (4, 8).

Let T be a full-plane CLE,, with x € (%,8). The loop intensity measure SLA_]::‘},:Op for CLE, is

defined to be the distribution of a loop chosen from the counting measure over the set of loops in
I". This is an infinite measure on the space of non-crossing loops on the plane. By the conformal

— ]
invariance of CLE,, the measure SLE,;3 P s conformally invariant. For x € (8,4], the measure
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SIJ/’:)SOP was first considered by Kemppainen and Werner [KW16], who showed it satisfies inversion
Symmetry.

Recently, Zhan [Zha21] constructed what he called the SLE loop measure for all x € (0,8),

which we denote by SLE°P. The construction is based on the Minkowski content of SLE and an

un-rooting procedure. We will recall this in Section 3| In this paper, we show that for k € (8/3,8),

—1
Zhan’s SLE,; loop measure agrees with the loop intensity measure SLE:  modulo a multiplicative
constant.

1
Theorem 1.1. For each r € (§,8), there exists C € (0,00) such that SLEHOOp = C'SLE°P,

For k € (8/3,4], it might be possible to show that the CLE loop intensity measure satisfies the
conformal restriction property in [KSO07, BJ24] based on the Brownian loop soup construction of
CLE from [SW12]. Then Theorem [I.1|for x € (8/3,4] follows from the uniqueness result in [BJ24].
Alternatively, the equivalence in this range is also implicit from [KW16], as explained to us by
Werner. See Theorem 2.18 of the second arXiv version of [AS21] for more explanation. That
argument might extend to k € (4,8) as well. Despite these alternative approaches, we believe that
our LQG proof is interesting on its own and contains several useful technical intermediate results.



1.2 Duality for the SLE loop measure

Our next theorem is an instance of SLE duality, which says that for k < 4, the outer boundary

of an SLE¢,, curve is an SLE, curve. The duality of chordal SLE was established by Zhan

[Zha08| [Zhal0] and Dubédat [Dub09] from martingale method. The chordal/radial/whole-plane

SLE duality was systematically studied by Miller and Sheffield in the imaginary geometry framework

in [MS16al, MS16bl MS16¢, [MS17]. The duality for the SLE bubble measure was proved in [NQSZ23]

via a limiting argument from chordal duality. Our Theorem concerns duality for the SLE loop
8

measure. The case x = 5 was proved by Werner in [Wer0§], i.e. the shape of the scaling limit of

percolation cluster outer perimeters is Brownian loops.

Theorem 1.2. For x € (2,4), sample a loop n from SLEll%O/I:C on © = CU{co}. Let Cl be the

unbounded connected component of C\ n and let n°% be the boundary of C,J]r. Then the law of n
equals C' SLEP°P for some constant C.

out

Duality for loops in CLE has been extensively studied in the context of CLE percolation [MSW17],
where the boundary of non-simple loops is described by the so-called boundary CLE for x € (2,4).
We were informed by Werner that Theorem can be derived from this result and the imaginary
geometry method [MSI16b]. We were also informed by Baverez and Jego that Theorem can
be derived from conformal restriction arguments based on [BJ24]. Again, we stress that we prove
Theorem using the LQG method, which we believe is interesting in its own right.

1.3 Electrical thickness for the SLE loop measure

Suppose 7 is sampled from SLE!°°P restricted to the event that 1 separates 0 and co; we denote
the law of 1 under this restriction by SLEP. Here we say 7 separates z and oo if z € n and, for an
arbitrarily chosen orientation of 7, its winding number around z is nonzero. Note that this definition
does not depend on the choice of orientation of 7. When 7 is simple, this is equivalent to z lying in
the bounded connected component of C\n, but in general, the statements “n separates z and co”
and “z lies in a bounded connected component of C\7” are not equivalent. Let R, = inf{|z| : z € n}
and ) = {z : Ryz € n}. By the conformal invariance of SLE}SOP , the law of log R;, is translation
invariant on R, hence a constant multiple of the Lebesgue measure. Also by conformal invariance,
the conditional law of 7} given R,, does not depend on the value of R,. We denote this conditional
law by Ly, and call it the shape measure of SLE}SOP. It is a probability measure on the space of
loops that surround D (separates D and oo) and touch 9D.

Let D, be the connected component of C \ 7 containing 0. Let D be the unit disk and % :
D — D, be a conformal map such that ¢(0) = 0. Let CR(n,0) := [¢/(0)| be the conformal
radius of D, viewed from 0. Let 7 be the image of 7 under the inversion map z 271 Let
9(n) := —log CR(n,0) — log CR(7,0) be the electrical thickness of n. It is clear that ¥(n) only
depends on 7 through its shape 7. Our next result is an exact formula for the law of ¥(n) under
Ly.

Theorem 1.3. For r € (0,8), we have E[e’™] < oo if and only if A <1 — §. Moreover,

sin(r(1 = £/4) 71— £/4)% + A /2 forx<1-"2 (1.1)
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This concept of electrical thickness was introduced by Kenyon and Wilson [KW04] and was
also recorded in [SSW09, Eq (14)] as a way to describe how much the shape of a loop differs from
a circle. It is nonnegative and equals 0 if and only if the loop is a circle centered at the origin.



When viewing the plane as a homogeneous electrical material, the electrical thickness measures the
net change in effective resistance between 0 and oo when the loop 1 becomes a perfect conductor.
Recently, Baverez and Jego [BJ24] initiated the study of the conformal field theory for the SLE
loop measure, where they used the SLE loop measure to construct representations of the Virasoro
algebra with a bilinear form called the Shapovalov form. As they point out, our Theorem [1.3] gives
the explicit formula for the partition function of the Shapovalov form.

Theorem settles a conjecture of Kenyon and Wilson on the electrical thickness of CLE loops

~ —1
for k € (8,8). Consider the shape measure L, of SLE,,;j " defined in the same way as L. Then

Theorem is equivalent to L, = EK. Let (19n)n>1 be the sequence of loops of a CLE,; on the unit
disk which separate 0 and oo, ordered such that 7, surrounds 7,+1. For x € (%, 4], it is proved in

[KW16] that the law of the rescaled loop 7, converges weakly to L, and for k € (4,8), we prove
the analogous result in Lemma Since ¥(n,) = V(n), we see that lim, . B[e*? ()] equals
E[eM™)] in Theorem Kenyon and Wilson [KW04] conjectured a formula for lim,, s E[e*?(1)],
as recorded in [SSW09, Eq (14)]. Their formula agrees with the right-hand of after k is replaced
by 16/k. Thus our Theorem shows that the conjectural formula is false but only off by this
ﬂipﬂ In the next subsection we give an overview of the proof of Theorem

1.4 SLE loop measure coupled with Liouville quantum gravity

We now explain our strategy for proving Theorem [1.3]to illustrate how LQG can be used to study the
SLE loop. LQG is the two-dimensional random geometry corresponding to the formal Riemannian
metric tensor e¥(dx? + dy), where v € (0,2) is a parameter and h is a variant of the Gaussian
free field (GFF). See |[DS11l, DDDF20, IGM21] for its construction. LQG describes the scaling
limits of discrete random surfaces, namely random planar maps under conformal embeddings; see
e.g. [HS23, [GMS21]. We refer to the survey articles [Gwy20}, (GHS23, [She23] for more background
on LQG and its relation to random planar maps. For natural LQG surfaces related to random
planar maps, the GFF variant is produced by a quantum field theory called Liouville conformal
field theory (CFT). This field theory was recently constructed and solved in [DKRV16, [KRV20),
GKRV20l [ARS23| [ARSZ23].

A cornerstone in LQG is that when a pair of independent LQG surfaces are glued together
along their boundaries in a conformal manner (i.e. conformal welding), the resulting interface is an
SLE-type curve. The starting point of our arguments is the following way of producing the SLE
loop measure via conformal welding of LQG surfaces. The most canonical random surface in LQG
with the sphere (resp., disk) topology is the so-called v-LQG sphere (resp., disk). In [AHS23b],
Holden and the first and third authors proved that when two independent v-LQG disks are glued
together, the resulting surface is the 7-LQG sphere and the interface is an independent SLE. 2 loop.
In order to treat the x € (4, 8) regime where SLE, loops are non-simple, we first extend this basic
conformal welding result, replacing the ordinary v-LQG disks with v-LQG disks having non-simple
boundary considered in [MSW21l, [HL22, [AHSY23]. (These are also called generalized quantum
disks.) This is our Theorem Here we focus on explaining the x € (0,4) case for simplicity,
although dealing with non-simple boundary causes various technical difficulties here and there. The
case of kK =4 can be treated by a limiting argument.

If we conformally weld a pair of v-LQG disks, each having an interior marked point sampled
from the quantum area measure, then the resulting surface is a v-LQG sphere with two marked
points, and the law of the interface becomes the SLE loop measure restricted to the event that

! As a sanity check, the formula should blow up as £ — 8, but [SSW09, Eq (14)] gives a finite limit and therefore
cannot be correct.



these two points are separated. This is exactly SLESP with x = 72. We will work with a variant
of this result where the loop is a weighted variant of SLE}P. Liouville CFT allows us to define
natural LQG surfaces with interior marked points that are not chosen from the quantum area
measure. In particular, one can define a one-parameter family of v-LQG surfaces of disk topology
with one interior marked point, where the parameter a indexes the log-singularity of the field at
the marked point. Similarly, Liouville CFT can define a one-parameter family of v-LQG surfaces
of sphere topology, with two interior marked points of equal log singularity. Based on the previous
conformal welding result and a method from [AHS24], we show in Proposition that once a
pair of such LQG disks are conformal welded together, the resulting two-pointed sphere are those
defined by Liouville CFT, and the law of interface is SLESP weighted by e(?2a=20(1) where 0(n) is
the electrical thickness and A, = %(Q — %)

This new conformal welding result will ultimately allow us to express the moment-generating
function of the electrical thickness in terms of the two-point sphere and one-point disk correlation
functions of the Liouville CFT. The exact results needed are the formula for the reflection coefficient
proved in [KRV20|, and the FZZ formula proved in [ARS23]. However, there is an important
difficulty, namely, the measure SLE}® is infinite while we need to identify suitable observables to
extract exact information. Overcoming this is the technical bulk of our proof of Theorem in
Section [T

1.5 Outlook and perspectives

1. So far we have not paid much attention to various multiplicative constants concerning the
SLE loop measure. For example, when we decompose the loop measure into its shape measure
and the dilation, the law of the dilation is encoded by a multiple of the Lebesgue measure
on R. There is also a multiplicative constant in the conformal welding result for the SLE

loop measure. For the loop intensity measure SLA/EI,:OP, the value of these constants turns
out to play an important role in our study of the integrability of CLE in [ACSW24]. We
compute them explicitly in Propositions and We do not know how to compute
the corresponding constants for Zhan’s loop measure SLELOOP. It would be interesting to
compute the corresponding constants for the law of outer boundary of SLEII%O/‘; in Theorem
we expect that they would also be useful for the quantitative study of CLE.

2. In order to prove the equivalence loop measures in Theorem [I.T} we introduce in Section [5] an
LQG surface with annular topology, which we call the quantum annulus. This surface also
plays an important role in our study of the integrability of CLE in [ACSW24]. Moreover,
Remy and two of the authors [ARS22| developed a method to derive the law of random moduli
for LQG surfaces of annular topology, which can be applied to the quantum annulus defined
here. Combined with ideas from bosonic string theory, the laws of such random moduli
encode important information about CLE on the annulus; see the introduction of [ARS22]
for more discussion. In Section [5| we derive the joint length distribution of the two boundary
components for the quantum annulus, which is interesting in its own right and useful for these
further applications.

3. The conformal restriction property satisfied by the SLE loop measure when € (0,4] consid-
ered in [KSO7, Wer(8| BJ24] is similar in spirit to the Weyl anomaly in Liouville conformal
field theory; see [DKRV16, Theorem 3.5]. It would be interesting to see if the conformal
restriction property can be directly seen from the conformal welding picture. By the recent
uniqueness result of Baverez and Jego [BJ24], this would give an alternative proof for the
conformal welding result for the SLE loop measure on the sphere when € (0,4]. In [Zha21],



Zhan constructed the SLE loop measure on Riemann surfaces via the conformal restriction.
It would be interesting to establish the corresponding conformal welding results using LQG
surfaces of non-trivial topology.

Organization of the paper. In Section [2, we provide background on LQG, Liouville CFT, and
conformal welding. In Section [3, we recall the conformal welding result for the SLE loop measure
in the simple case and extend it to the non-simple case. In Section 4] we provide background on
the coupling between CLE and LQG. In Section [5, we introduce and study the quantum annulus.
In Section [6] we prove Theorems and Theorem In Section [7] we prove Theorem In
Section |8 we evaluate the welding constant in the conformal welding result for the loop intensity
measure.
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2 Backgrounds and preliminary results on LQG

In this section, we review the precise definition of some v-LQG surfaces and Liouville fields. For
more background, we refer to [GHS23|, [Varl7] and references therein, as well as the preliminary
sections in [AHS24| [ARS23]. We first provide some measure theoretic background that will be used
throughout the paper.

We will frequently consider infinite measures and extend the probability terminology to this
setting. In particular, suppose M is a o-finite measure on a measurable space (2, F). Suppose
X :(,F) = (E,E) is an F-measurable function taking values in (E,£). Then we say that X is
a random variable on (€2, F) and call the pushforward measure Mx = X.M on (E,o(X)) the law
of X. We say that X is sampled from Mx. We also write the integral [ f(z)Mx(dz) as Mx|f]
or Mx|[f(x)] for simplicity. For a finite measure M, we write |M| as its total mass and write
M# = |M|™'M as the probability measure proportional to M.

Given (2, F, M) as above, let X : (Q,F) — (E,€) and Y : (Q, F) — (E',&) be two random
variables. A family of probability measures {P(-le) : e € E} on (E',&’) is called the (regular)
conditional law of Y given X if for each A € o(Y'), P(A|-) is measurable on (F, ) and

MY € A, X € B| :/ P(Ale)dMx for each A € o(Y) and B € o(X)
B

We also need the concept of disintegration in the case (E,E) = R™ for a positive integer n.

Definition 2.1 (Disintegration). Let M be a measure on a measurable space (Q, F). Let X : Q —
R™ be a measurable function with respect to F, where R™ is endowed with the Borel o-algebra and
Lebesgue measure. A family of measures {M, : x € R"} on (Q,F) is called a disintegration of M
over X if for each set A € F, the function x — M, (A) is Borel measurable, and

/ f(X)dM = f( )Mz (A)d"x for each non-negative measurable function fon R".  (2.1)



When (2.1) holds, we simply write M = [, M, d"x.

Lemma 2.2. In the setting of Deﬁm’tion suppose M is o-finite and X satisfies M[X € B] =0
for each Borel set B C R™ with zero Lebesque measure. Then the disintegration of M over X
exists. Moreover if {M, : x € R"} and {M., : © € R™} are two disintegrations of M over X, then
M, = M., for almost every x.

Proof. When M is a probability measure, since the law Mx of X is absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure, we can and must set |M,| to be the Radon-Nykodim derivative
between the two measures. Since R"™ is Polish, we can and must set {M;ﬁé } to be the regular
conditional probability of M given X. This gives the desired existence and uniqueness of M, =
|Mx|Mf By scaling this gives Lemma when M is finite. If M is infinite, consider €2, 1 2 with
M(€,) < oo Applying Lemma to M|q, and then sending n — oo give the general result. ]

2.1 Liouville field and Liouville quantum gravity

Let X be the complex plane C or the upper half plane H. Suppose & is endowed with a smooth
metric g such that the metric completion of (X, ¢g) is a compact Riemannian manifold. (We will
not distinguish X with its compactification for notional simplicity.) Let H'(X) be the Sobolev
space whose norm is the sum of the L?-norm with respect to (X, g) and the Dirichlet energy. Let
H~1(X) be the dual space of H'(X). Then H'(X) and H~(X) do not depends on the choice of g.

We now recall two basic variants of the Gaussian free field (GFF). Consider the two functions

Gu(z,w) = —log |z — w| — log |z — w| + 2log | 2|+ + 2log |w|+. z,we
Ge(z,w) = —log|z — w| + log | 2|+ + log |w|4, z,w e C.

Here |z|4+ := max{|z|,1} so that log|z|1+ = max{log|z|,0}. Let hy be a random function taking

values in H~1(X) such that (hy, f) is a centered Gaussian with variance [ f(2)Gx(z, w) f(w)d*zd*w

for each f € H'(X). Then hg is a whole plane GFF and hy is a free-boundary GFF on H, both of

which are normalized to have mean zero along {z € X' : |z| = 1}. We denote the law of hy by Pyx.
We now review the Liouville fields on € and H following [AHS24] Section 2.2].

Definition 2.3. Suppose (h,c) is sampled from Pg x [e”2%¢dc] and set ¢ = h(z) —2Qlog ||, + c.
Then we write LE¢ as the law of ¢ and call a sample from LF¢ a Liouville field on C.

Suppose (h,c) is sampled from Py x [e~9¢dc] and set ¢ = h(z) —2Qlog|z|+ +c. Then we write
LFy as the law of ¢ and call a sample from LFy a Liouville field on H.

We also need Liouville fields on € with several insertions as the following.

Definition 2.4. Let (o, z;)) € R x C fori=1,...,m, where m > 1 and the z;’s are distinct. Let
(h,c) be sampled from Céjai’zi)iP@ x e @i =2Q)ede] where

m
C(](jOéi7Zi)i _ H |Zi|1ai(2Q—o¢i)eZi<J~ aio;Go(zis2)
=1

Let ¢(z) = h(z) —2Qlog |z]+ + Y it 0;Ge(z, z) + ¢. We write LFggi’Zi)i for the law of ¢ and call

a sample from LFSS“Z")" a Liouville field on € with insertions (o, z;)1<i<n-

The measure LF((S 07i)i formally equals [[;", e®9E)LFp. In fact, after a regularization and

limiting procedure, we will arrive at Definition see [AHS24, Lemma 2.6].
Similarly, we define Liouville field with one bulk and several boundary insertions as the following;:



Definition 2.5. Let (o, u) € R xH and (8;,s;) € R x (0HU{oo}) for 1 <i < m where m >0 and
all s;’s are distinct. We also assume that s; # oo for ¢ > 2. Let the constant

Clgﬂa7u)7(ﬂi’8i)i =

o2 _a(n_Bi BiBj m B
(2Imu)—7‘u|;20¢(Q—0¢) -, |Si|+ﬁl(Q 2) % eli<icjem —1 GH(si:85)+2, Bi Gy (u,s4) if $1# 00

o2 = — —B;(Q-bi_ 51 BiB; m B
(QImu)_7|u|+2a(Q @) S |si|+ﬁl(Q 3 3) % en<iciem —1 GH(si:85) 20 S5t G (u,s:) if s1 = oo.

Here, we use the convention that Gu(z,00) := limy 00 Gu(z,w) = 2log|z|+.

Sample (h,c) from CIEHO"“)’(B"’S")"PH X [e(%zyilﬁﬁa_Q)ch], and let ¢(z) = h(z) — 2Qlog|z|+ +
%2111 BiGu(z, s;) + aGu(z,u) + c¢. Then we define LFE?’H)’(Bi’Si)i as the law of ¢. When o = 0,
we simply write it as LF]%IB“S”Z'.

The Liouville field LFE?’“)’(Bi7Si)i can also be identified with e*®() [T, e%‘z’(si)LFH, see [SY23|,
Lemma 2.8] for the precise statement and proof.

A quantum surface is an equivalence class of pairs (D, h) where D s a planar domain and h is
a generalized function on D. For v € (0,2), we say that (D,h) ~ (D,h) if there is a conformal
map ¥ : D — D such that B

h=hot+ Qlog|y'|. (2.2)

We write (D, h)/~., as the quantum surface corresponding to (D, h). An embedding of a quantum
surface is a choice of its representative. Both quantum area and quantum length measures are
intrinsic to the quantum surface thanks to (2.2]) as shown in [DS11l, [SW16].

We can also consider quantum surfaces decorated with other structures. For example, let n € N
and Z be an at most countable index set, consider tuples (D, h, (7;)icz, 21, - , 2n) such that D is
a domain, h is a distribution on D, n; are loops on D and z; € D U JD. We say that

(D, by (Mi)iez, 21, Zn) ~vy (D, hy (71)ies 215+ Zn)

if there is a conformal map v : D — D such that holds, ¥(Z;) = z for all 1 < i < n, and
pomn; =mn; for all © € Z. We call an equivalence class defined through ~. a decorated quantum
surface, and likewise an embedding of a decorated quantum surface is a choice of its representative.

Fix v € (0,2), we now recall the quantum area and quantum length measure in v-LQG. Suppose
h is a GFF sampled from Py for X = C or H. For ¢ > 0 and z € X U X, we write h.(z) for
the average of h on 0B:(2) N X, and define the random measure pj := 7 /2e7h=(2) @2 on X, where
d?z is Lebesgue measure on X. Almost surely, as ¢ — 0, the measures p; converge weakly to a
limiting measure uj, called the quantum area measure [DS11, [SW16]. For X = H, we define the
quantum boundary length measure vy := lim._ 672/4e%h€(x)d3:, where h.(x) is the average of h on
0B:(z) NH. The definition of quantum area and boundary length can clearly be extended to other
variants of GFF such as the Liouville fields, possibly with insertions.

2.2 Quantum sphere and Liouville reflection coefficient

We now recall the two-pointed quantum sphere defined in [DMS21] following the presentation
of [AHS23al, [AHS24]. Consider the horizontal cylinder C obtained from R x [0, 27] by identifying
(2,0) ~ (x,2m). Let he(z) = he(e?) for z € C where he be sampled from Pp. We call he the GFF
on C normalized to have mean zero on the circle {Rez = 0} N C. The field h¢ can be written as
he = hi + h%, where h}; is constant on vertical circles {Rez = u} NC for each u € R, and h$ has
mean zero on all such circles. We call h% the lateral component of the GFF on C.



Definition 2.6. Fory € (0,2), W >0 anda=Q— %, let (Bs)s>0 be a standard Brownian motion

conditioned on By — (Q — a)s < 0 for all s > 0, and (Bs)s>0 an independent copy of (Bs)s>0. Let

t_{ B+ (Q-a)t ift<0"

Let h'(2) = YRe. for each z € C. Let h% be independent of h' and have the law of the lateral
component of the GFF on C. Let h=h!+ h(%. Let c € R be sampled from %eQ(O‘_Q)Cdc independent
Ofil and set h = h+c. Let M;ph(W) be the infinite measure describing the law of the decorated
quantum surface (C,h, —00, +00)/~..

The un-pointed quantum sphere and n-pointed quantum sphere are defined from /\/l;ph(él —2)
as follows:

Definition 2.7. Let (C, h, —00,+00)/~ be a sample from ./\/l;ph(él —2). We let QS be the law
of the quantum surface (C,h)/~~ under the reweighted measure ,uh(C)_Q/\/l;ph(él —~%). Forn >0,
let (C,h) be a sample from puy(C)"QS, and then independently sample 21, .., 2z, according to ju,(C)*.
Let QS,, be the law of (C,h,z1,..,2n)/ ~~.

It is proved in [DMS21] that QS, = ./\/l;ph(él —~2). Namely QS, is invariant under re-sampling
of its two marked points according to the quantum area.
Recall the unit-volume reflection coefficient for LCFT on the sphere [KRV20, RV19]

fi(a) i= - (;H))) Y M(-3(Q—a)

1-2 2Q-a)T(F(Q - a)I(2(Q —a))

(2.3)

Lemma 2.8. The law of the quantum area of a sample from M;ph(W) is
1= ), 2a-Q)- W

1a>0§R(Oé)a“21(a D=1 4o where o = Q— 7

Y

Proof. For 0 < a < a’ with & as in Definition we have

e} a g(a_Q) 1
sPh i~ (C) € ’:]E/ 1 e W e2(a=Q)e 4 :E/V y v J
MR (0) € (0. o ROy ‘ o 2\17(C) vy
where we have used the change of variables y = ¢7u; (C). By [KRV20, Theorem 3.5] and [RV19,

(1.10)(1.12)], for o € (3, Q) we have E[uﬁ(C)%(Q_a)} = R(a). Interchanging the expectation and
integral gives the result. O

It is shown in [AHSI17, [AHS24] that the embedding of QS; in C gives a Liouville field on C
with three v-insertions modulo an explicit multiplicative constant.
Theorem 2.9 ([AHS24, Proposition 2.26]). Let ¢ be sampled from LFg’ul)’(%uz)’(%W) where (u1, ug, uz) =
. ) 2
(0,1,€™/3). Then the law of the decorated quantum surface (C,$, w1, ug, us)/ ~y S @QS&

Although QS, has two marked points, it also has a nice Liouville field description on the cylinder.

Definition 2.10. Let P¢ be the law of the GFF on the cylinder C defined above Definition[2.6. Let
o € R. Sample (h,c) from Pe x [e22Q) de] and let ¢(z) = h(z) — (Q — a)|Rez| + c. We write
LF(Ca’iOO) as the law of ¢.



Theorem 2.11 ([AHS24, Theorem B.5]). Let h be as in Def. so that the law of (C, h, 400, —00) /~,
is QSy. Let T € R be sampled from the Lebesgue measure on R independently of h. Let ¢(z) =

h(z+T). Then the law of ¢ is given by 4( P LF(%ioo)

One can also use the uniform embedding of quantum surfaces; which is defined as follows.
Denote Conf (@) for the conformal automorphism group on €. Then according to the definition of
quantum surface, one can view QS as an (infinite) measure on H~(C)/Conf(C). Let m¢ be the
left and right invariant Haar measure on Conf (@) We first recall a basic property for mg, which
we will use frequently in the following sections.

Lemma 2.12 ([AHS24, Lemma 2.28]). Suppose f is a conformal automorphism sampled from the
Haar measure mg. Then for any three fived points z1, 22,23 € ©, the law of (f(21),f(22),f(23))
equals C|(p — q)(q — ) (r — p)| "2 d*p d?q d*r for some constant C € (0, 00).

In the following, we will always choose mg, is such that the constant C' in Lemma equals
1. The following theorem says the uniform embedding of QS gives the Liouville field LF¢.

Theorem 2.13 ([AHS24, Theorem 1.2, Proposition 2.32]). We have mg x QS = Q sLF¢.

'7)

2.3 Quantum disk and the FZZ formula

First, we follow [AHS23al and introduce the thick quantum disk with two boundary insertions.
Consider the horizontal strip S = R x (0, 7). Let hs(z) = hu(e*) for z € S where hyy be sampled
from Py. We call hs the GFF on S normalized to have mean zero on the vertical segment {Re z =
0} N'S. The field hs can be written as hs = h}g + h?g, where h}s is constant on vertical lines
{Rez = u} NS for each u € R, and h% has mean zero on all such circles. We call h% the lateral
component of the GFF on S.

Definition 2.14. For vy € (0,2), W > % 2 and f=Q+3 -2, let (Bs)s>o0 be a standard Brownian
motion conditioned on By — (Q — f)s < 0 for all s > 0, and let (B 5)520 be an independent copy of
(Bs)520~ Let
Yt:{ By —(Q—=pB)t ift=0 ‘
Bog+(Q—pB)t ift<0

Let h'(2) = YRe. for each z € C. Let h?g be independent of h' and have the law of the lateral
component of the GFF on S. Let h = h1+h%. Let c € R be sampled from %eQ(B_Q)CdC independently
of h and set h = h +c. Let MdlSk( ) be the infinite measure describing the law of the decorated

quantum surface (S, h,—00,+00)/~~. We call a sample from MdlSk( ) a two-pointed quantum
disk of weight W.

Definition 2.15. Let (S, h, —00, +00) be the embedding of a sample from M&i;k@) as in the above
definition. We write QD for the law of (S, h)/~. under the reweighted measure v, (0S)~ Md‘Sk( )
For m,n >0, let (S,h) be a sample from pp(S)"vp(0S)"QD, and independently sample 2, ..,

and s, .., $p according to ,u# and 1/# respectively. Let QD,, ,, be the law of (S, h, 21, ..., Zm, 51, ..., sn)/wv.

We call a sample from QD a quantum disk with m bulk points and n boundary points.

m,n

By [DMS21], QDg 5 = MdlSk( ), which means the marked points on Mggk is quantum typical.

10



4
Proposition 2.16 ([ARS23| Lemma 3.2]). The quantum boundary length law of QD is R7€77272d€,

where
4 1
2

(2m)~ i
(=)

When 0 < W < 2, we define the thin quantum disk as the concatenation of weight v2 — W
thick disks with two marked points as in [AHS23al Section 2].

R, :=

Definition 2.17. For W € <0, %), we can define the infinite measure MdlSk(W) on the space of

-2
two-pointed beaded surfaces as follows. First, sample a random variable T ~ <1 — %W) Lebg, ;

then sample a Poisson point process {(u, D)} from the intensity measure Lebjo 1) XMSEI‘ (72 - W) ;
and finally consider the ordered (according to the order induced by u) collection of doubly-marked
thick quantum disks {D,}, called a thin quantum disk of weight W.

Before discussing quantum disk with bulk insertions. We first recall the law of the quantum

boundary length under LF](I? )

tion 2.8].

obtained in [Rem20] following the presentation of [ARS23], Proposi-

Proposition 2.18 ([Rem20]). For o > I, the law of the quantum length vy(R) under LF](I?’i) is

2 a2 _0)—
1ys0=2" 2 ()@~ g
where (0
— 2= %21\ - ya 2
Ul)=| — 'i— ——). 2.4

Let {LF () ( ) : £} be the disintegration of LF(a’i) over v4(R). Namely for each non-negative
measurable function f on (0,00) and g on H~ (IH)

LEG L aRg()] = [ FOLEG 0lg(o)] dr. (2:5)

Although the general theory of disintegration only defines LF ](I‘{l ) (¢) for almost every £ € (0,00),
the following lemma describes a canonical version of LF](I? ) (¢) for every ¢ > 0.

Lemma 2.19 ([ARS23, Lemma 4.3]). Let h be a sample from Py and h(-) = h(-) — 2Q log|-[, +

2

’ );(Q—Q)

aGy(-,z). The law of h + %log uﬁéR) under the reweighted measure 2‘“2/2%6_1< H
is a version of the disintegration {LF](I?’i) (0) : £>0}.

We now recall the quantum disk with one generic bulk insertion.
Definition 2.20 ([ARS23]). Fiz a > § and ¢ > 0. We let M{(a;0) be the law of (H, ¢,1)/~
where ¢ is sampled from LF](I?’i)(K). We let M‘fﬁk(a,ﬁ) be the law of (H,¢,i,s)/~, where ¢ is

sampled from ELF(a’i) (£) and s is sampled from probability measure proportional to quantum length
measure. Finally, wrzte MdISk =I5 Mclhsk(a 0)dt and MdISk (o) = [~ Mcliﬁk(a;ﬁ) de.

11



One can fix the embedding of M?jﬁk(a;ﬂ) as the following:

Proposition 2.21. For o > % and £ > 0, let (D,h,z) be an embedding of a sample from

Md‘Sk(a; 0). Given (D,h,z), let p be a point sampled from the harmonic measure on 0D viewed
fmm z, then the law of (D, h,z,p)/~ equals that of (H,X,i,0)/~y where X is sampled from

LF (o).

Proof. We assume that (D, h, z) = (I, h,7) where h is a sample from LFl(g’i) (£). Let wp H—-H
be the conformal map with 1, (i) = 7 and ¥, (p) = 0 and set X = ho w;l + Qlog [(, 1Y|. Then by
the coordinate change for Liouville fields on H (see e.g. [ARS23| Lemma 2.4]), the law of X is also

LF](I:IYJ) (E) Since (D, h, Z,p)/ny = (]I—Iv X7 i) O)/N'Y we are done. -

Theorem 2.22 ([ARS23, Theorem 3.4]). Fiz £ > 0. Let QD ((¢) be the law of the quantum disk
with boundary length ¢ and with one interior marked point defined in[2.15. Then

QD o(¢) = S MU (1 0).

QW(Q 7)?

The FZZ formula is the analog of the DOZZ formula for LF](I? 2) proposed in [FZZ00] and proved
in [ARS23]. We record the most convenient form for our purpose, which uses the modified Bessel
function of the second kind K, (x) [DLME, Section 10.25]. One concrete representation of K, (z)
in the range of our interest is the following [DLMF] (10.32.9)]:

K,(x):= / e Tt cosh(vt)dt  for x> 0 and v € R. (2.6)
0
Theorem 2.23 ([ARS23| Theorem 1.2, Proposition 4.19]). For a € (3,Q) and £ > 0, let A be the

quantum area of a sample from ./\/ld‘Sk(a;E) The law of A under MdlSk(a; 1) (i.e. the probability
measure proportional to M?ISk(ox, 1)) is the inverse gamma distribution with density

(Q—a)
La>o “ sm2 4 ) - g @)1 exp 71
(@ —a)) 4x sin Z

Moreover, recall U(a) from in Proposition . Then for p > 0 we have

MdiSk(a‘f) [e—uA] _ 22—0‘72U(a)£—1 2 (1 1% >5(Q_0‘)K2 <€ 'u>
1,0 (@ =3 F(%(Q “a) \ 2V sin(my?/4) 2(Q-a) sin(my2/4) )

2.4 Forested quantum surfaces and generalized quantum disks

In this section, we review the notion of forested quantum surfaces, and introduce a particularly im-
portant example called the generalized quantum disk. Our presentation mainly follows [AHSY?23],
and we refer to [DMS21, MSW21l, [HL22, [AHSY?23] for more backgrounds.

We first give a generalization of the notion of quantum surface defined in (2.2)). Consider pairs
(D, h) where D C C is now a closed set (not necessarily homeomorphic to a closed disk) such that
each component of its interior together with its prime-end boundary is homeomorphic to the closed
disk, and h is only defined as a distribution on each of these components. We define the equivalence
relation ~. such that (D, h) ~ (D', h') iff there is a homeomorphism g : D — D’ that is conformal
on each component of the mterlor of D, and b/ = hog='+Qlog|(g~1)|. A beaded quantum surface
S is then defined to be an equivalence class of pairs (D, h) under the above ~., and we say (D, h)

12



is an embedding of S if S = (D, h)/~,. Generalized quantum surfaces with marked points and
curve-decorated generalized quantum surfaces can be defined analogously. Later, in Section
we give a precise definition of the generalized surface with annulus topology (in some component),
called the generalized quantum annulus.

Definition 2.24 (Forested line). For v € (v/2,2), let (Xs)s>0 be a stable Lévy process of index %
with only positive jumps satisfying Xog = 0. For t > 0, let Y; = inf{s > 0 : Xy < —t}. Fizx the
root o = (0,0), and define the forested line as follows: First, construct the looptree corresponding
to X;z. Then, for each loop of length L, we independently sample a quantum disk from QDOJ(L)#
and topologically identify its boundary with the loop, identifying its marked point with the root of
the loop.

The closure of the collection of the points on the boundaries of quantum disks is referred as the
forested boundary arc, while the set of the points corresponding to the running infimum of X; is
called the line boundary arc. For a point p; on the line boundary arc corresponding to the point
at which X first takes the value —t, the quantum length between o and p; is defined to be t. The
generalized boundary length between two points on the forested boundary arc is defined to be the
length of the corresponding time interval for (Xs)s>0. We denote the forested line by L°.

Define the truncation of £° at quantum length ¢ to be the union of the line boundary arc and
the quantum disks on the forested boundary arc between o and p;.

Definition 2.25. Fiz v € (v/2,2). Define M5 as the law of the surface obtained by first sam-
pling t ~ Lebr+ and truncating an independent forested line at quantum length t. We define the
disintegration of the measure /\/lg'l' :

Myt = | MG (¢, 0)dtde
RY

where ./\/lg'l' (t,0) is the measure on the forested line segments with quantum length t for the line
boundary arc and generalized boundary length ¢ for the forested boundary arc. We also define

MEL(t, ) = [5° MEN(E,€) de.

Note that since the Mg'l'-law of t is Lebesgue measure, and the disintegration above was with
respect to Lebesgue measure, we have ]./\/lg1 (t,-)| = 1, i.e., the law of the forested line segment
with quantum length ¢ is a probability measure.

Definition 2.26. Let W > 0. Consider a sample

(L', D, L?) ~ . MEE (1, ) x MPS(W 81, 19) x ME"(t, )ty .
Jr

Glue the line boundary arcs of L' and L? to the left and right boundary arcs of D according to
quantum length. We call the resulting forested quantum surface a forested two-pointed quantum
disk of weight W, and denote its law by ./\/lng(W)

The special weight W = 42 — 2 exhibits the following remarkable symmetry. A sample from
Mgg‘ (72 — 2) is a generalized quantum surface with two marked boundary points. Given the
surface, forget the two marked points and sample two new marked points independently from the
generalized boundary length measure. Then the law of the resulting marked generalized quantum
surface is still /Vlg"dj (v? — 2) [AHSY23|, Proposition 3.16]. This motivates the following analog of
the quantum disk (Definition [2.15)).
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Definition 2.27. Let v € (v2,2). Let GQDy, := Mg‘g‘ (72 — 2). Denoting the quantum area and
generalized boundary length of a generalized quantum surface by A and L, a generalized quantum
disk is a sample from the weighted measure L_QGQDOQ with boundary points forgotten; denote
its law by GQD. For m,n > 0, sample a generalized quantum surface from A™L"GQD, and
given this surface sample m bulk points and n boundary points independently from the probability
measures proportional to the quantum area and generalized boundary length measures. The result is
a generalized quantum disk with m bulk points and n boundary points. Denote its law by GQD,, ,, .

We define GQD,,, ,,(£) to be the disintegration of GQD,,, ,, over the generalized boundary length.
That is, GQD(¢) = [;° GQD,,, ,,(¢) d¢ where each measure GQD,, ,,(¢) is supported on the space of
generalized quantum surfaces with generalized boundary length /.

Lemma 2.28. There exists a constant R’7 > 0 such that the law of the generalized boundary length
2
of a sample from GQD is R’715>0€72777 dr.

Proof. By Definition and [AHSY23, Lemma 3.8] the generalized boundary length law of a
2

sample from GQDy , is a multiple of 1g>0€777 dl. Applying Definition [2.27| again gives the result
for GQD. O

As explained in [AHSY23, Remark 3.12], the definition of generalized quantum disk here agrees
with that of [HL22, Definition 5.8], in the sense that GQD(£)* is what they call the law of the
length ¢ generalized quantum disk. We now state some area statistics of GQD(£)#, which are

’

¥
derived from [HL22, Theorem 1.8]. We write £’ = }TS and define the constant M’ := 2(4 = >
sin 4

for simplicity.

Proposition 2.29. [HL22, Theorem 1.8] The quantum area A of a sample from GQD(£)¥ satisfies

_ K M\
GQD(O)#[e 4] = Ky)u ((M'),  GQD#(0)[Ae 4] = 25 () <2> K, 4 (M'0)
pl (7 w
where here K, () := %x”K,,(x) is the normalization of the modified second Bessel function such
_ , _a
that lim,_,o K,,(z) = 1. In particular, we have GQD(£)#[A] = " e F;I(iﬂ)’)fg
sin *1~ py
, 4
Lemma 2.30. The generalized boundary length law of GQD,  is R; K ra “’)€§_2d€, where

2 I
16 sin 7~ (=)

!/ . Q
RV 1s the constant in Lemma .

Proof. Denoting quantum area by A and generalized boundary length by L,
1)
GQDl,O[lLG(&,b)] = GQD[AlLE(El,b)} = /Z ’GQD(K)‘GQD<€)#[A]CM
1

hence [GQD, ((€)| = |GQD(¢)|GQD(£)#[A], and the result follows from Proposition O

In the remainder of this section, we will describe decompositions of forested quantum surfaces in
terms of GQD; informally, these are statements about self-similarity of fractals at different scales.
The forested line can be described as a Poisson point process of generalized quantum disks.

14



Proposition 2.31 ([AHSY23| Proposition 3.11]). Sample a forested line, and consider the collec-
tion of pairs (u,D{j) such that D{: is a generalized quantum surface attached to the line boundary
arc (with the root of D, defined to be the attachment point) and w is the quantum length from o to
the root of sz. Then the law of this collection is a Poisson point process with intensity measure
clysodu x GQDy  for some constant c.

Thus, a sample from MB%(W) can be obtained from a sample from Mgfik(W) by adding a
Poisson point process of generalized quantum disks to its boundary according to quantum length
measure. More generally, given a quantum surface with boundary, one can forest its boundary by
adding a Poisson point process of generalized quantum disks to its boundary according to quantum
length measure as in Proposition [2.31

We now define some forested quantum surfaces obtained by foresting the boundary of a quantum
disk with generic bulk point (Definition .

Definition 2.32. Let a > 3. Sample D ~ MdiSk( ) and let DI be the generalized quantum

surface obtained by foresting the boundary of D. We denote the law of DI by M Oo(a). Letting
L be the generalized boundary length of a random surface, consider a sample from LMfl"%'(oz),
and conditioned on this generalized quantum surface sample a boundary point from the probability
measure proportionate to generalized quantum length. Denote the law of the resulting two-pointed
surface by /\/lg',%;l(a). Finally, let ./\/11 $ola) be the law of a sample from MdlSk( ) with forested
boundary.

The three subscripts of MZ 3, k( «) indicate the quantities of various kinds of marked points: a
sample has 7 marked bulk points, j marked points on the boundaries of connected components of
the generalized quantum surface, and k& marked points on the forested boundary.

Proposition 2.33. Let a > 3. Sample a pair of beaded quantum surfaces (D1, D) ~ Mﬁ'ﬂ"g(a) X
GQDy o, tdentify the marked boundary point of D1 with the first marked boundary point of D2, then
unmark this point. This gives a beaded quantum surface with one marked bulk point and one marked
boundary point, whose law is C M-S 01(c) for some constant C.

Proof. Recall in Proposition that the forested line is a Poisson point process with intensity
measure cly>odu X GQDy 1. Let £ be a loop with length L, and Leb. be the Lebesgue measure on
L. Then, by Palm’s formula [HL22, Lemma 3.5], the following two procedures yield the same law:

1. Sample a Poisson point process with intensity cLebs x GQDy ;, then sample one point ac-
cording to the generalized quantum length (this induces a weighting by the total generalized
quantum length);

2. Sample z ~ cLebg, and independently sample GQDy ;, identifying its marked point with z,
and sample one point according to the generalized quantum length (i.e. we sample GQDg 5
and identifying one marked point with x). Then independently sample a forested line on
[0, L], with its two ends identified with z.

Since MdlSk = MdlSk( ; £)dl, the result follows by Definition m O
Proposition 2.34. We have M} 01(y) = CtGQD, ; for some constant C*4 = CT4(v).

Proof. By Definition w and the fact that ./\/lgfgk(Q) = QDg5 (Definition , a sample from
/\/ldlbk( — 2) can be obtained by first sampling T ~ (% —1)2Lebg +» then sampling a Poisson
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point process {(u,Dy)} from the intensity measure Leby 71 X QDg 5 and finally concatenating the
collection {D, } according to the ordering induced by wu.

Now, writing A to denote the quantum area of a quantum surface, let MdlSk(’y — 2) be the
law of a sample from the (area-weighted) measure AMS};k(VZ — 2) with a marked bulk point
sampled according to the probability measure proportional to the quantum area measure. Using
the Poissonian description of Mgfak(VQ — 2) stated above, a sample from /\/ldmk(’y — 2) can be
obtained as follows: sample (Dy, D®, Da) ~ (? —1)2MG5 (7> —2) x QD 5 x MdlSk( —2), identify
the first marked points of D; and D, with the boundary marked points of D' and forget these
marked points. See [AHS23al Proposition 4.4] for details; there, they add a boundary rather than
a bulk point, but the argument is identical.

Next, for a sample from GQD; 5, let E be the event that the bulk point lies on the chain of disks
connecting the two boundary points. By Definition @, the law of a sample from Mffgk(WQ —2)
with boundary forested is 1GQD; 5. Thus, a sample from 15GQD, 2 can be obtained as follows:
sample (Dy,D*, Dy) ~ QGQDO PR Md‘Sk(’y, 0)? dl x GQDy o, forest the boundary of D*, and
identify the first marked points of D1 and D, with points on 0D® sampled independently from the
probability rneasure proportional to boundary length measure. Here, we identified the foresting of
QD o with o 0= 7)2./\/11 0.0(7) via Theorem The forested boundary of D*® is a Poisson point
process of generalized quantum disks (Proposition , so using Palm’s theorem for Poisson point
processes, we can pass from our description of 15GQD; 5 to the desired description of GQD p,

with Cfd- = # where c is the constant in Proposition O

2.5 Conformal welding of quantum surfaces

We first recall the notion of conformal welding. For concreteness, suppose S; and Se are two
oriented Riemann surfaces, both of which are conformally equivalent to a planar domain whose
boundary consists of finite many disjoint circles. For ¢ = 1,2, suppose B; is a boundary component
of S; and v; is a finite length measure on B; with the same total length. Given an oriented Riemann
surface S and a simple loop 1 on S with a length measure v, we call (S,n,v) a conformal welding
of (S1,v1) and (S2,2) if the two connected components of S\  with their orientations inherited
from S are conformally equivalent to S; and S2, and moreover, both 11 and vy agree with v.

We now introduce uniform conformal welding. Suppose (S1,v1) and (S2,v2) from the previous
paragraph are such that for each p; € By and ps € Bs, modulo conformal automorphism there
exists a unique conformal welding identifying p; and ps. Now, let p;1 € B; and p2 € By be
independently sampled from the probability measures proportional to v and v, respectively. We
call the conformal welding of (S1, 1) and (Ss, v2) with p; identified with ps their uniform conformal
welding.

Suppose that D; and Dy are a pair of independent 7-LQG quantum surfaces, each having a
distinguished boundary arc having the same boundary length; for example, they might be sampled
from M?ﬁk(al;ﬁ) X Md‘Sk(ag;E) for some fixed ¢. Viewed as oriented Riemann surfaces with
the quantum length measure, there is almost surely a unique conformal welding of D; and D-
identifying their marked boundary points. The existence is due to Sheffield’s work [Shel6] which
gives a conformal welding whose welding interface is locally absolutely continuous with respect to
SLE, 2, and the uniqueness follows from the conformal removability of SLE for £ < 4 (see [JS00] for
k < 4 and [KMS22] for k = 4). In the same manner, the uniform conformal welding of independent
quantum surfaces with the same quantum boundary length almost surely exists and is unique. In
many cases, the law of the resulting curve-decorated quantum surface is exactly identified, see e.g.
Theorem [3.2]
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Now consider v € (v/2,2) and ' = 16/4? (so SLE,s is non-simple but not space-filling). The
situation is similar for independent forested quantum surfaces Di, Do which have distinguished
boundary arcs of the same generalized boundary length. By [DMS21], there exists a conformal
welding measurable with respect to (D1, D2) where the welding interface is locally absolutely con-
tinuous with respect to SLE,,. In this paper, we will always consider this conformal welding for
forested quantum surfaces.

At the present moment, the uniqueness of conformal welding of forested quantum surfaces is
known for v > 1.688 (via conformal removability for SLE, for " € (4,5.6158...] [KMS23]), but
for the restricted subset of conformal weldings such that the welding interface is locally absolutely
continuous with respect to SLE,/, uniqueness is known for all values of v € (v/2,2) [MMQ21].

3 The SLE loop via conformal welding of quantum disks

In this section, we recall from [AHS23b] that the conformal welding of quantum disks gives a
quantum sphere decorated by an SLE, loop (Theorem , and prove an analogous result for
k € (4,8) (Theorem [3.3) where we weld the generalized quantum disks. This is the starting point
of our study of the SLE loop measure via LQG.

We first recall the definition of Zhan’s loop measure SLE°P for x € (0,8) as in [Zha21l, Theo-
rem 4.2]. Given two distinct points p,q € C, two-sided whole plane SLE, from p to ¢ is a pair of
curves (11, 72) sampled as follows. Let 11 be a whole-plane SLE,(2) from p to ¢. When & € (0, 4]
the region @\771 is simply connected; conditioned on 7; let 72 be chordal SLE, in @\771 from ¢ to
p. When k € (4,8) there are countably many connected components of @\771, which come in three
types: those surrounded by 77 on its left, those surrounded by 7; on its right, and the remaining
regions. For each region D of the third type, independently sample chordal SLE, from the last
point of 9D hit by 5 to the first point of 0D hit by n, and let 72 be the concatenation of these
curves. We denote the law of (n1,72) by SLEZ—Y.

By concatenating the curves and forgetting the marked points, SLEP~9 can be viewed as a
measure on the space of loops in C. Given a loop n sampled from SLEP™?, let

Cont(n) := llg(l) esArea({z : dist(z,71) < })

be the (1 + §)-dimensional Minkowski content of . By [LR15], Cont(n) exists almost surely.
Definition 3.1. For r € (0,8), the SLE loop measure SLE'°P is given by

SLE!°°P = Cont(n) 2 / / lp — q| 721 %) SLEP=9(dn) d*p d*q. (3.1)
CxC

We now review the conformal welding result established in [AHS23b, Theorem 1.1] for SLE°P
with k € (0,4). Let v = /& € (0,2). Recall the measures QS and QD(¢) for £ > 0 from
Section [2] that correspond to variants of the quantum sphere and disk in v-LQG. Let D; and Do
be quantum surfaces sampled from QD(¢) x QD(¢). We write Weld(QD(¢),QD(¥)) as the law of
the loop-decorated quantum surface obtained from the uniform conformal welding of Dy and Ds

(as described in Section [2.5)).

Theorem 3.2 ([AHS23b, Theorem 1.1]). Let F be a measure on H™1(C) such that the law of
(C,h)/~ry is QS if his sampled from F. Let QS®SLE“P be the law of the decorated quantum surface
(C,h,n)/~~ when (h,n) is sampled from F x SLE°P. Then there exists a constant C' € (0,00)
such that

QS ® SLEl°P = C / T Weld(QD(¢), QD(¢)) d¢.
0
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Our next theorem extends Theorem [3.2] to the non-simple case. An analogous conformal
welding can be defined for generalized quantum disks. Recall GQD(¢) in Definition Let
Weld(GQD(¢), GQD(¢)) denote the law of the (non-simple) loop-decorated quantum surface ob-
tained from the uniform conformal welding of a sample from GQD(¢) x GQD(?).

Theorem 3.3. For x’' € (4,8) and v = ﬁ, there is a constant C' € (0,00) such that
QS ® SLES® = ¢ / (Weld(GQD(¢), GQD(£))dX.
0

Here, the measure QS ® SLEL?,OP on the space of loop-decorated quantum surfaces is defined in the
same way as in Theorem 3.3

3.1 Conformal welding results for two-pointed (forested) quantum disks

The proof of Theorem follows the strategy of |[AHS23b]. First, we recall some basic confor-
mal welding results for quantum disks and forested quantum disks. In the following, we write
MKW £,0') @ SLE,(p1, p2) to denote the law of the curve-decorated quantum surface obtained
by taking an arbitrary embedding (D, h,x,y) of a sample from M$SK(W;¢,¢'), sampling 7 inde-
pendently of h to be SLE,(p1, p2) on (D, z,y), and outputting (D, h,z,y,n)/~.

Proposition 3.4 ([AHS23a, Theorem 2.2]). For k € (0,4), v = \/k and W1, Wy > 0, there exists
a constant ¢ € (0,00) such that for all £,0' >0

MKW+ W 0,0) @ SLE. (W1 —2, Wy —2) = ¢ / Weld (MK (W 0, 01), MISK(Wo; 01, 0'))de;.
0

Here, Weld(M§SK(W1; €, 61), MK (Wa; €1,0')) denotes the law of the conformal welding of a pair
sampled from MISK(Wy; £, 01) x MISK(Wo; £1,¢) according to quantum length.

One can also weld quantum disks to get a quantum sphere. Define P%P(WWy, Ws) to be the
law of the pair (19, n1) obtained as follows: sample 7y as a whole-plane SLE,(W; + Wy — 2), and
let m1 be the concatenation of independent samples from chordal SLE,(W; — 2, Wy — 2) in each
connected component of C\ny from the first to the last boundary point hit by 79. In the same way
that we defined M$SK(W; ¢, ¢') @ SLE,(p1, p2), we define measures szh(W) ® whole-plane SLE,
and ./\/l;ph(W) ® PSP (W, Ws) on the space of curve-decorated quantum surfaces.

Proposition 3.5 ([AHS23al, Theorem 2.4]). Let k € (0,4) and v = \/k. For W > 2 — 772, there is
a constant ¢ € (0,00) such that

./\/l;ph(W) ® whole-plane SLE, (W — 2) = c/ Weld(MG(W; £, €))de.
0

Here, Weld(M$SK(W; £, 0)) denotes the law of the curve-decorated quantum surface with the sphere
topology obtained by conformal welding of the left and right boundary arcs of a sample from
MKW 0,0) according to quantum length.

For Wy, Wy > 0, there is a constant ¢ € (0,00) such that

MR, 4+ Wa) @ PP (WL, W) = ¢ / / Weld (M (T, fo, £1), M= (s 01, 00))dbodls
0
Here, Weld( M3k (W7y; £g, £1), M$SK(Wy; 1, £0)) denotes the law of the curve-decorated quantum
surface with the sphere topology obtained by conformal welding of a pair sampled from

MKW Lo, 1) x MESK(Wo; 04, £o) according to quantum length.
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We now state Propositions [3.6] and 3.7] which are the forested counterparts of Propositions [3.4]
and respectively. The Weld(—, —) notations are the same except that generalized boundary
length is used rather than quantum length.

Proposition 3.6 ([AHSY23, Theorem 1.4]). For «' € (4,8) and v = \/4;, let Wy > 0 and
P+ = 74—2(2 2+ W), Let W =W, + W_ +2— g Then for some constant ¢ € (0, 00),

ME (W) @ SLEw (p_; py ) = c / Weld (M (W_; £), MES (W, 0))de. (3.2)
0
Similarly,
. fy2 K K o0
Mgisk (2 - 2) ® SLE,. (2 — 4 - 4> —c / Weld(ME" (¢), ME-(0))de.
0

Note that the second claim above for forested line segments can be interpreted as a special case
of the first claim with W_ = W, = 0.
To state Proposition we first need to define the x’ € (4,8) variant of PM (W, W_).

First sample 7y as a whole-plane SLEK,(4(W++M§;+4_“/2) —-2)

. There are countably many connected

components of @\770, which come in three types: those surrounded by 7 on its left, those surrounded
by ng on its right, and the remaining regions. For each region D of the third type, independently
sample chordal SLE,/ from the last point of 9D hit by n to the first point of 8D hit by 7, and let
m be the concatenation of these curves. Let PPM(W,, W_) be the law of (19,71). Note that for
Wy =W_ =~ -2, we have ﬁSph(W+, W_) = SLEP~1 for (p,q) = (0, 00).

Proposition 3.7. Let v’ € (4,8) and v = 4/V&'. For W > 2 — l;, there is some constant
¢ € (0,00) such that

o) 2
MPY (W) @ whole-plane SLE, e 2)=c Weld( MES (W — (2 — l);ﬁ, 0)de.  (3.3)
? 72 0 2

For W = W1 + Wy +4 —~2 and Wi, Wy > 0, there is some constant ¢ € (0,00) such that
szh(W) & ﬁSph(Wl, WQ) = C/ / Weld(./\/lg'd'(Wl; 51, EQ), Mg'd'(WQ, 61, fg))dﬁldgg. (3.4)
o Jo

Proof. We first prove (3.3). According to Proposition the conformal welding of two independent
forested lines gives a thin quantum disk with weight 2— g decorated with an SLE,; (%/ —4; %/ — 4).
Therefore, the RHS of (3.3) is equal to (up to a multiplicative constant)

) ) ,72 . 72 K K
/ Weld<(MSlSk(W —(2- 5);61,62),/\43@‘ <2 — 2;51,42) ® SLE,/ (2 —45 - 4)>d€1d£2.
0

Therefore (3.3|) follows from Proposition and [DMS21, Theorem 1.17], which we recall:

Theorem ([DMS21, Theorem 1.17]). Let k = 16/’ € (2,4). Sample no according to whole-plane
SLE,(W — 2) on C, and conditioned on ng let n be chordal SLE, (W -4+ 3, —g) on € \ 7.
Then (no,n1) is a pair of GFF flow lines with an angle gap of w. Conditioned on (ng,m), in each
connected component of @\(770 Nn1) lying to the right of ny and left of n1 sample an independent

chordal SLE,y (%, —4; %/ — 4) between the two boundary points hit by both ny and n1, and let n be

the concatenation of these curves. Then the marginal law of 1 is whole-plane SLEHI(% —2).
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Now we prove (3.4). By Proposition for a sample from [ MES(Wy; 01, L) x MES(Wa, b4, €2))dy,
conformally welding the boundary arcs having length ¢; gives a curve-decorated quantum sur-
2
face whose law is (up-to-constant) [ MEL(Wy + Wy + 2 — L5409, 02) ® SLE, (p—; p+) dla with
P+ = %(2 — 72 4+ Wx). We then conformally weld the left and right boundary arcs and integrate
over f5. By (3.3)) and the definition of ﬁSph(Wl, W5), the resulting curve-decorated quantum surface
has law (up-to-constant) ./\/l;ph ® PSP (W, Ws), so (3.4) holds. O

From Proposition [3.7] we can obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.8. Fiz distinct p,q € C. Let (C, h,p,q) be an embedding of a sample from M;ph(’y2)
and independently sample n from SLEﬁ,ﬁq. Then the law of (C, h,n), viewed as a loop-decorated
quantum surface, equals Cfooo 3Weld(GQD(¢), GQD(¥))dl for some constant C € (0, 00).

Proof. By Proposition and the fact that GQDgo(l1,l2) = M5V (42 — 2;41,45) (see Defini-
tion 2.27), the law of (D, h,n,p,q)/~ equals C [ Weld(GQDy 5(f1, £2), GQDg (¢1, £2)) dly dls.
Now the result follows by taking the pushforward (¢1,¢2) — ¢ = ¢1 + {5 (i.e. forgetting the two
marked points), similarly in the proof of [AHS23b, Lemma 3.2]. O

3.2 Proof of Theorem [3.3]

The proof follows the argument of [AHS23b], where the inputs are instead conformal welding results
for forested quantum surfaces (developed in Section . We first need the following area-weighted
variant of M;ph(W) in Definition

Definition 3.9. Fiz W > 0 and let (C, ¢, —00, +00) be an embedding of a sample from the quantum-

area-weighted measure u¢(C)Mth(W). Given ¢, sample z from the probability measure proportional

to py. We write M;p.h(W) for the law of the marked quantum surface (C, ¢, —00, +00, 2)/~..

Proof of Theorem[3.3. Let M = QS®SLELO,OP. For a sample from M weighted by the quantum area
times the square of the generalized quantum length, pick an arbitrary embedding (C, h,n). Given
(h,n), we independently sample p, ¢ from the probability measure proportional to the generalized
quantum length and r from the probability measure proportional to the quantum area. Let M3 be
the law of (C, h,1,p,q,7)/~~.

Next, for fixed distinct points p,q,r in C, let (C, h,p,q,r) be an embedding of a sample from
M;p.h (v?) and let n be independently sampled from SLEP; ?. Let Mj be the law of the decorated
quantum surface (C, h,n,p,q,7)/~~. Let Mg’q’r be the law of the field-curve pair (h,n), i.e., Mg’q’r
is the law of an embedding of a sample from Mg with marked points sent to p, g, 7.

To show Theorem it suffices to show M3 = CM;s for some constant C > 0. Indeed,
by Corollary if we deweight the total quantum area from M3 and then forget its marked
points, the resulting law is C' [ (*Weld(GQD(¢), GQD(¢))d{. Further reweighting by ¢~ we get
C [5° tWeld(GQD(¢), GQD(¢))d¢. On the other hand, applying the same weightings to Ms and for-
getting the marked points yields M by definition. This gives M = C fooo (Weld(GQD(¢), GQD(¢))d¢,
concluding the proof of Theorem

We will now show Mg = CMs. Theorem states that mg X QS = CLF¢, and hence
mg X M = CLF¢ X SLE}S,OP by the conformal invariance of SLELO,OP. Building on this, we have the
following counterpart of [AHS23b, Lemma 3.5] (which considers x € (0,4)) via exactly the same

argument:

4 _ 2 2 T —
mg x Mz = Clp — q|>? QLng PHEDOD gy SLEP;(dn)d?pd®qd>r. (3.5)
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Instead of repeating the argument, we just point out the two minor modifications needed. The

2 ol ol r R
right hand side of [AHS23bl, Lemma 3.5] is C’\p—q[WT_QLF((D2 RERA )(d(ﬁ) SLEP™(dn)d*pd*qd?r.
Since the generalized quantum length of SLE,s is a %—GMC (the quantum length of SLE, is a
3-GMC), the insertions of the Liouville field in (3.5) are % rather than 3. Further, the polynomial

K/

2
term in is [p— q];%f2 rather than |p— q\wT*Z; this corresponds to having |[p — q|72(17?) rather
than |p — q|_2(1_§) in . Other than these, the proof of is identical to that of [AHS23b,
Lemma 3.5].
On the other hand, following the proof of [AHS23b, Lemma 3.8|, we have

— r i_Q (2: )7(27 )7( 7T) —
MPY" = Clp— gl (p—q)(q —r)(p— r)PLEG " (dg) SLEE U(dn).  (3.6)

— —~ 3,0 s 3,1 S(y,r N
Indeed, from the definition of M¥%" one can first find that My'" ! = CLF&; Wah G )(dqb) SLEY!(dn).

~

Then let f € conf(C) be that (0,1,—1) — (p,q,r) and use the transformation law Lnga“f(zi))i =
[Ty £ (2i)] 724 f*Lng“zi)i with A, == $(Q — §) (see e.g. [AHS23bl Proposition 2.9] for more
details), one obtains (3.6). N

Finally recall that mg x Mz = CM{""|(p — q)(q — r)(r — p)|"*d*pd*qd®r. Hence combining
and we conclude mg X Mz = C’m([Aj X Mjs for some constant C; and then we deduce
M; = CMj; by disintegration (see [AHS23b| Section 3.1] for more details). O

4 Backgrounds and preliminary results on CLE coupled with LQG

In this section, we review existing results on CLE coupled with independent quantum disks or
generalized quantum disks, where the CLE and LQG parameters are related by x € {72, 16/v%}.
Some of these results were implicitly obtained and others were sketched in prior literature; we will
give details or alternative derivations.

4.1 The independent coupling of LQG and simple CLE

Let v € (\/8%, 2) and x = 2. Suppose that (D, h) is an embedding of a sample from QD, where D
is a bounded domain. Let I be a (non-nested) CLE, on D that is independent of h. Then we call
the decorated quantum surface (D,h,I")/~, a CLE, decorated quantum disk and denote its law
by QD ® CLE,. By the conformal invariance of CLE,, the measure QD ® CLE, does not depend
on the choice of embedding of (D, h)/~.

Fix a > 0. Recall the probability measure QD(a)” = |QD(a)|~'QD(a) that corresponds to the
quantum disk with boundary length a. We define the probability measure QD(a)* ® CLE, in the
same way as QD ® CLE, with QD(a)? in place of QD. We can similarly define measures such as
QD, y ® CLE, and QD ¢(a)# @ CLE,.

Let (D,h,T) be an embedding of a sample from QD(a)* ® CLE,. Given a loop 7 in T, let
D,, be the bounded component of C \ 7, namely the region encircled by 7. A loop n € I is called
outermost if it is not contained in any D,y for € T'. Let (¢;);>1 be the collection of the quantum
lengths of the outermost loops of I' listed in non-increasing order. Two crucial inputs to our paper
are the law of (¢;);>; and the conditional law of the quantum surfaces encircled by the outermost
loops conditioned on (¢;);>1. We summarize them as the two propositions below.

Proposition 4.1 ([MSW20, BBCKIS, [CCM20)]). Set 8:= 2+ 1 € (2,2). Let ({¢)i>0 be a B-stable
Léuvy process whose Lévy measure is 1gsox P~ 1dz, so that it has no downward jumps. We denote

21



its law by PP. Let 7_, = inf{t : { = —a}. Let (z;);>1 be the sequence of the sizes of the upward
gumps of ¢ on [0,7_q] sorted in decreasing order. Then the law of (¢;)i>1 defined right above equals

T

[r=a)"

that of (x;)i>1 under the reweighted probability

It was pointed out at the end of [CCM20,, Section 1] that Proposition can be extracted from
[IMSW20, BBCK18, [CCM20]. The reason is that (¢;);>1 and (z;);>1 are two ways of describing
the scaling limit of the outermost loop lengths of an O(n)-loop-decorated planar map model. The
former follows from [BBCKIS8, MSW20] and the latter follows from [CCM20]. We explain this in
more detail in Section K3

We also need the following quantum zipper result for a CLE outermost loop on the quantum
disk. Recall the measure QD (a) corresponds to the quantum disk with one interior marked point
and boundary length a. Recall the probability measure QDLO(a)# ® CLE defined at the beginning
of this subsection. For a CLE, sample I on D and a domain U C D, we write I'|yy for the subset
of loops that lie in U.

Proposition 4.2. Fora > 0, let (D, h,T', z) be an embedding of a sample from QDLO(a)# ® CLE.
Let ) be the outermost loop of I' surrounding z. Let D, and A, be the two connected components
of D\ n where z € D,. Let £, be the quantum boundary length measure on 1. Conditioning on
(h,T,n,z), let w be a point on n sampled from the probability measure proportional to . Now
consider the joint distribution of (D, h,n, z,w). Then conditioning on ¢,(n), the decorated quantum
surfaces (Dy, h, z,w)/~~ and (A, h,T|4,,w)/~ are conditionally independent, and the conditional
law of (D??’ h,z, w)/N’y is QDl,l(Eh(n))#'

Proposition is implicitly proved in [MSW20], see Section for more details.

4.2 The independent coupling of LQG and non-simple CLE

Let v € (v/2,2) and k = 16/+2. Suppose that (D, h) is an embedding of a sample from GQD, where
D is a bounded domain. Let I' be the union of independent CLE,/’s in each connected component
of int(D). Then we call the decorated quantum surface (D, h,I")/~., a CLE,/-decorated quantum
disk and denote its law by GQD ® CLE,.

As the loops in I' are non-simple, we need to give the following definitions. We say a loop 7
surrounds a point z if z € n and 7 has a nonzero winding number with respect to z. We call a loop
n € I' outermost if no point of 7 is surrounded by any loop in I'. Let (¢;);>1 be the collection of
the quantum natural time of the outermost loops of I' listed in non-increasing order.

We first state the x € (4, 8) analog of Proposition

Proposition 4.3 ([MSW21, BBCKIS,[CCM20]). Set 3 := &+ € (1,2). Let ((t)i>0 be a B-stable
Lévy process whose Lévy measure is 1zsox P~V dz, so that it has no downward jumps. We denote
its law by PP. Let 7_, = inf{t : { = —a}. Let (z;);>1 be the sequence of the sizes of the upward

gumps of ¢ on [0,7_q] sorted in decreasing order. Then the law of (¢;)i>1 defined right above equals
-1
T—a

E[r_,]’

that of (x;)i>1 under the reweighted probability

In Section we will explain how Proposition follows from [MSW21, BBCKI18, [CCM20].
The argument is the same as that of Proposition

Now, we state the k € (4,8) analog of Proposition The statement is more complicated due
to the nontrivial topologies of the random surfaces involved. Let Ann denote the set of quan-
tum surfaces with the annulus topology having distinguished inner and outer boundaries and
decorated by a countable collection of loops. Concretely, Ann is the set of equivalence classes
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(A, h, T, 0oyt A, OinA)/~~ where A C C has the annulus topology, dout A and 0iy, A are the boundary
components of A, h is a distribution on A, I' is a collection of loops on A, and ~., identifies pairs
of tuples if there exists a conformal map identifying the domains, boundaries and loops, which
also relates the fields via the LQG coordinate change . Similarly, let Ann’ denote the set
of beaded quantum surfaces arising from a countable collection of loop-ensemble-decorated two-
pointed disk-topology quantum surfaces endowed with a cyclic ordering, and say its inner (resp.
outer) boundary is the union of the left (resp. right) boundary arcs of the two-pointed quantum
surfaces. The definition of Ann’ is analogous to that of a thin quantum disk, except the ordering
is cyclic. See Figure

Ann Ann/ Sample from GA(a, b)#

Figure 1: Left: An element of Ann. Middle: An element of Ann’. Right: A sample from
GAY(a,b)#. Note that both configurations are possible.

As explained below Proposition forested quantum surfaces arise from adding a Poisson
point process of generalized quantum disks to the boundary of a quantum surface. If we further
sample in each connected component of the added generalized quantum disks an independent CLE,/,
we call it CLE,/-decorated foresting.

Proposition 4.4. There exists a measure GA"" on Ann U Ann’ such that, if GAY(a,b)# denotes
the law of a sample from GA™ with CLE,, -decorated foresting conditioned on having outer (resp.
inner) generalized boundary length a (resp. b), then the following holds:

For a,b > 0, the law of a sample from GQDLO(a)# ® CLE.s conditioned on the length of the
outermost loop surrounding the marked bulk point being b is Weld(GA%(a,b)#, GQD(b)# @ CLE,).

Remark 4.5. In Proposition because GAd(a, b)* is defined in terms of GA™, by definition
GAY(a,b)# is the law of a forested quantum surface (i.e., the generalized quantum disks added to
the boundary arise from a Poisson point process according to quantum length). Thus, the following
is an informal way of rephrasing Proposition [4.4):

For a sample from GQDLO(a)# ®CLE/, condition on the length of the outermost loop 1 around
the bulk point being b. Then, cutting by n gives a pair of conditionally independent forested quantum
surfaces (A, D) corresponding to the regions outside and inside n respectively; the conditional law
of D is GQD(b)# ® CLE,/, and we denote the conditional law of A by GAY(a,b)#. Furthermore,
if we condition on (A, D), the initial surface agrees in law with the uniform conformal welding of
A and D.

We also note that the proof of Proposition@ yields an explicit description of GA™ via con-
formal weldings of forested quantum triangles.

Proposition is implicitly proved in [MSW21] (in the same way that Proposition is implic-
itly proved in [MSW20]). The explanation would be more complicated than that of Proposition
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so we will instead give an alternative proof in Section based on [AHSY23].

4.3 Scaling limit of O(n)-loop-decorated planar maps: Proofs of Propositions
and [4.3]

In this section we explain why Propositions and hold; since both have the same proof
we focus on the former, and briefly discuss the latter at the end. The claim that (z;);>1 and
(4;)i>1 agree in law holds because they give two descriptions of the scaling limit of the same
discrete model: loop lengths in the O(n)-loop-decorated quadrangulation. This was pointed out
at the end of Section 1 of [CCM20]. We give a more detailed justification by assembling results in
[CCM20, BBCK18, MSW20)].

We recall the loop-decorated quadrangulation from [CCM20]. A quadrangulation with boundary
is a planar map where each face has degree four except a distinguished face which we call the external
face. (Others faces are called internal faces.) The degree of the external face is called the perimeter.
A (rigid) loop configuration on a quadrangulation with a boundary is a set of disjoint undirected
simple closed paths in the dual map which do not visit the external face, and with the additional
constraint that when a loop visits a face of q it must cross it through opposite edges. Let O, be the
set of pairs (q,I") such that q is a quadrangulation with boundary whose perimeter is 2p, and I is
a loop configuration on q. Similar as for CLE, for each I' on q, there is a collection of outermost
loops whose are not surrounded by any other loop in I'.

We now recall a scaling limit result in [CCM20]. Recall 8 = 2 + 1 let n € (0,2) be such that
B =3+ Larccos(n/2). For each (q,T') € Op, we let |g| be the number of faces of g, let |T'| be the
total length of all loops of I', and let #I' be the number of loops in I'. For h > 0,¢g > 0, assign
weight w(q,T') = gld=IFIp/TIn#T to (q,T'). For some choices of (g, k), this gives a finite measure on
O, which can be normalized into a probability measure. Let 9, be a sample from this measure.
Let LY > LB > ... be the lengths of the outermost loops of M,, in decreasing order.

Proposition 4.6 ([CCM20, Proposition 3]). There ezists (g, h) such that as p — oo, the sequence
(%Lf)Ql converges in law to (z;)i>1, where (x;);>1 and a > 0 are as in Proposition .

We refer to [CCM20, Definition 1] for a description of (g, h) such that Proposition 4.6/ holds. In
the rest of the section we explain why the following proposition follows from [BBCKI8, MSW20].

Proposition 4.7. For (g,h) satisfying Proposition (%Lf)izl converges in law to (¢;)i>1 as
defined in Proposition [4. 1]

We first describe (¢;);>1 in terms of a growth fragmentation process considered in [MSW20]
and [BBCKI§|. We will not give the full description of the growth fragmentation but only pro-
vide enough information to specify the law of (¢;);>1. Our presentation is based on the treatment
in [BBCK18]. The description of growth fragmentation process in [MSW20] is different in appear-
ance. But as explained in [MSW20, Remark 6.2] they correspond to the same process.

For 6 = % € (1, %), let vy be the measure on (%,oo) defined by
re+1)

™

vg(dz) =

L1/2<ac . 1 1.~
((z(f/j sy om0 - 2”<:c(x—11>>e+1>d” (4.)

Let Ay be the pushforward of vy under the map x — logx. For A > 0, let

B (0 +1)B1(~0,2 — 6)
Po(A) = (2r(2r_(220) sei)n(7r9) * ™ )A " /]R(e)\y LA =) Aoldy)
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where B1 (a,b) f2 t2=1(1 — #)*=1 dt is the incomplete Beta function; see [BBCKIS, (28)]. By

[BBCK18 Theorem 5.1, Prop081t10n 5.2], there is a real-valued Lévy process (£(t))t>0 whose law
is described by E[e}®)] = 6N for all A\,t > 0. For t > 0, let 7, = inf{r >0 : I %) ds > t}.
Then 7 a.s. reaches co in finite time. For a > 0, define

Y," :=aexp(§(ry,-0)) fort>0,

with the convention that £(+00) = —oo. Then (Y;*);>¢ is nonnegative Markov process , with initial
value Y = a and a.s. hits 0 in finite time. Since vy is supported on (%, o0), the downward jumps
y =y — L of (Y;*)>0 satisfy £ < %y

We now relate (Y,*)¢>0 to the CPI on quantum disks reviewed in Section Suppose (D, h,T, x,y)
are as in Proposition such that the law of (D, h,I',x)/~ is QDOJ(G)# ® CLE,. The chordal
CPI from x to y can be viewed as an exploration of the carpet of I' such that at any splitting time
it goes into the domain with the target y on its boundary. Namely, it enters D; instead of B; to
continue. We can also alter the exploration rule at these splitting times, each of which defines a
variant of CPI and corresponds to a branch in the so-called CPI branching exploration tree rooted
at x. One particular variant of CPI is such that at any splitting time it enters the domain with
the largest quantum boundary length. In the terminology of [MSW20], this is called the CPI with
(g = oo)-exploration mechanism.

Let Y* be the boundary length of the to-be-explored region at time ¢t CPI with (¢ = o0)-
exploration mechanism. Then by [MSW20, Theorem 1.2], for some constant ¢ > 0 not depending

on a, we have (}76%)7520 4 (Y®)¢>0. Moreover, the upward jumps in Y; correspond to times when
the CPI discovers a loop, and downward jumps in Y; correspond to times when the CPI splits the
to-be-explored region into two. Iteratively applying this fact we get the following description the

outermost loop lengths is as in Proposition

Proposition 4.8 ([MSW20]). The lengths (¢;)i>1 agree in law with (L;)i>1 sampled as follows.
First sample (Y,*)t>0, and let Uy and Dy be the sets of the sizes of upward and downward jumps
of (Y*)i=0. Given Dq, sample a collection of independent processes So = {(Y{")>0 : = € D1},
and let Uy and Dy be the sets of the sizes of all upward and downward jumps of processes in Ss.
Iteratively define S;, U;, D; for all i, and finally set U = \J;~, U;. Finally, rank the elements of U
as Ly > Lo > -

Proof. The quantum lengths of loops discovered by CPI with (¢ = oo)-exploration mechanism
correspond to the sizes of the upward jumps in fft‘l, which has the same law as the upward jumps in
Y. The analogous Markov properties in Propositions and still hold for this CPI. Now we
continue this exploration mechanism to explore the rest of CLE carpet. Iteratively applying this
relation the quantum length of the discovered loops and the upward jumps, we get Proposition

O

We now explain how Proposition follows from the scaling limit results for 9, proved in
[BBCK18|, Section 6].

Proof of Proposition[4.7 Let Dﬁ; be the planar map obtained from 9, by removing all the regions
surrounded by outermost loops on 9,. For (g, h) satisfying Proposition zm; is the so-called
critical non-generic Boltzmann planar map considered in [BBCKIS8, Section 6]. The map zm;, is
the discrete analog of the CLE carpet on the LQG background. The discrete analog of CPI ex-
ploration for CLE carpet is considered in [BBCKIS, Section 6.3] which is called the branching
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peeling exploration. The exact analog of the CPI with (¢ = oo)-exploration mechanism is con-
sidered in [BBCKIS| Section 6.4], where the exploration is always towards the component with
the largest perimeter when there is splitting. It was shown in [BBCKI8|, Proposition 6.6] that the
rescaled lengths of the loops discovered by this peeling process converge in law to the sizes of the
upward jumps in Y*. Iterating the exploration in both discrete and continuum, we get the desired
convergence. ]

Proof of Proposition[{.1. Combining Propositions [4.6] and [4.7] we conclude the proof. O

Proof of Proposition[4.3 The argument is exactly the same as that of Proposition All results
taken from [CCM20] and [BBCKIS] still hold for 8 = & + 1 € (1,3) and 6 = 2 € (3,1). The
results from [MSW20] each have non-simple CLE counterparts in [MSW2I]; in particular, to see
(Y20 4 (Y{)¢0, [MSW2I, Theorem 5.1] gives (Y.%);0 L (Y,%)s>0 when sin(r(6 — 3)) in is
replaced by a quantity they call Ay (p)/A_(p), and [MSW21, Remark 5.2] identifies this quantity
as — cos(mf) (= sin(r (6 — 1))). O

4.4 Proof of Proposition
We now explain how Proposition follows from [MSW20)]. It reduces to the following:

Proposition 4.9. In the setting of Proposition[{.4, we can find a random point p € n such that,
conditioning on (Ay, h,T|a,,p)/~, the conditional law of (Dy, h,z,p)/~~ is QDy 1 (€n(n))¥.

Proof of Proposition[{.9 given Proposition[{.9. Suppose (h,T’, p, z) satisfies Proposition Con-
ditioning on (h,T',p,z), let U be a uniform random variable on (0,1). Let w be the point of 7
such that the counterclockwise arc on n from p to w is of ¢,-length U¢y(n). By definition, w
is sampled from the probability measure proportional to ¢,(n). By Proposition and the re-
rooting invariance of QD ;(¢x(n)), conditioning on (A, h,I'[4,,p)/~~ and U, the conditional law
of (Dy, h, z,w)/~~ is QDy 1 (¢x(n)). Since (Ay, h,T'|4,,w)/~~ is determined by (A;, h,T'|a,,p)/~
and U, we are done. ]

To find the desired p in Proposition we use the conformal percolation interface (CPI) within
a CLE carpet introduced by Miller, Sheffield and Werner [MSW17]. Suppose I' is a CLE, on a
Jordan domain D (i.e. 9D is a simple curve) for some k € (%, 4). Given two boundary points z, y,
a (chordal) CPI for I" from z to y is a random curve from x to y coupled with I that does not enter
the interior of any region surrounded by a loop of I' (but it can touch the loops). We also need to
specify how a CPI proceeds upon hitting a loop of I' on its way from « to y. We require that it
always leaves the loop to its right. In the terminology of [MSWI17], this corresponds to CPI with
B = 1. The marginal law of a CPI is SLE,s(x’ — 6) on D from z to y where ¥’ = 16/x [MSW17,
Theorem 7.7 (ii)] and the force point is on the right of z. In particular, a CPI is a non-simple curve.
Intuitively, the chordal CPI describes the chordal interface of a percolation on a CLE carpet. It
is characterized by certain conformal invariance and Markov properties which are consistent with
this intuition; see [MSWIT, Definition 2.1]. We will not review the full details but will rely on an
analogous Markov property that CPI satisfies on a quantum disk background. This was established
in [MSW20], which we review now.

Fix k € (8/3,4) and v = y/k. For Lo, Ry > 0, suppose (D, h,T", z) be an embedding of a sample
from QDO#J(LO + Rp) ® CLE,. Let y be the point on 9D such that the quantum length of the
counterclockwise arc from x to y is Ry. Conditioning on (h,T,z,y), sample a CPI 5 within the
carpet of I' from z to y. Since the law of 1’ is a SLE,/(k’ — 6), there is a quantum natural time
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parametrization for 7" with respect to h [DMS21], Section 6], which we use throughout. Under this
parametrization, ' has a finite duration 7. For a fixed time ¢ > 0, on the event that ¢t < T, let
7; be the union of 7[0,¢] and all the loops of I' touched by 7'[0,¢]. If t < T, let D; be the simply
connected component of D \ 7, which contains y on its boundary. For a fixed ¢, both D; and the
interior of D\ Dy are Jordan domains a.s. We write the interior D\ D; as U;. The interface between
D; and U; are SLE, types curves, on which there is a well-defined quantum length measure.

Figure 2:  We color D; blue and U; green. (a): At all but countably many times ¢, we have
Dy = Dy—. To simplify (b)—(d) we omit their loops. (b): A loop discovery time. (c), (d): A
splitting time. At times when the left boundary length L; has a downward jump, there are two
possible topologies; we do not illustrate the similar cases when the split is to the right.

The following Markov property of CPI on quantum disks was proved in [MSW20], although it
was not explicitly stated.

Proposition 4.10 ([MSW20]). For a fized t > 0, on the even that t < T, let Ly and Ry be the
quantum lengths of the clockwise and counterclockwise arcs from 1'(t) to y of dDy. Condition-
ing on the decorated quantum surface (Uy, h,T|u,, 0 |j0.4)/~~ and (Li, Ry), the conditional law of
(D¢, h,T|p,,y)/~~ is QD (L¢ + R)# @ CLE,.

Proof. This proposition is essentially [MSW20l Proposition 5.1], except that we condition on more
information than they explicitly stated. But the argument carries over directly to our setting. [

The point p in Proposition [4.9that we will find is a point where a CPI hits a loop. Therefore we
need a stronger variant of the Markov property in Proposition [£.10] at certain random times which
we now define. For each ¢t € (0,7), let D;~ be the interior of Ng«;D;. According to [MSW20], for
each fixed time ¢, on the event that ¢ < T, almost surely D,- = Dy; see Figure |2| (a). But there
exist countably many times where D,~ # D;. In this case, there are two scenarios:

1. The point 7/(t) is on a loop of I'. In this case the interior of D;- \ Dy is the Jordan domain
enclosed by the this loop. But D; is not a Jordan domain since n/(t) corresponds to two
points on 9D,. See Figure 2| (b). We call ¢ a loop discovery time.

2. The point 7/(¢) is not on a loop of I'. In this case, both D; and D,- \ D; are Jordan domains,
and their boundaries intersect at the single point 7/(¢). See Figure [2| (c)—(d). We call ¢ a
splitting time.

In both cases, we let B; be the interior of D, \ D; and U,- be the interior of D\ D,-. Then 0B,\ 0D
is an SLE, type curve. By definition, 0B; is a loop in I' if and only if ¢ is a loop discovery time.
Recall (L, R;) from Proposition If ¢ if it is a loop discovery time, then R; has an upward
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jump. If ¢ is a splitting time, then either L; or R; has a downward jump. In both cases, the size
of the jump equals the quantum length of 0B, which we denote by X;. We now state the stronger
version of Proposition [4.10

Proposition 4.11. Fixz e > 0 and a positive integer n. Let T be the n-th time such that D,— # Dy
and the quantum length X; of OBy is larger than . If this time never occurs, set T = 0.
Conditioning on T < oo, the decorated quantum surface (U, h,Uly__,1'ljo7)/~~, the indicator
1408, is a loop}, and the quantum lengths X of OB; and L., R; of the two arcs on D, the condi-
tional law of (D+,h,T|p,,y)/~~ and (B;,h,T|p,,1n'(T))/~~ is given by independent samples from
QDg 1 (Lr + R;)# ® CLE, and QDg(X-)# ® CLE,, respectively.

Proof. For a fixed t > 0, on the event that t < T, consider the ordered collection of decorated
quantum surfaces {(Bs, h,T'|g,,n'(s))/~y : s < tand Dy~ # D,}. It was proved in [MSW20)
that conditioning on (D¢, h,T'|p,,n'(t),y)/~~, and the ordered information of the quantum lengths
of their boundaries and whether their times are loop discovery or splitting, the conditional law
of these decorated quantum surfaces are independent CLE, decorated quantum disks with given
boundary lengths. To see why this assertion follows from [MSW20], we note that Propositions 3.1
and 3.5 of [MSW20] yield the corresponding assertion for the analogous case of CLE on the quantum
half-plane. The pinching argument of [MSW20, Proposition 5.1] then gives this assertion.

We claim that conditioning on 7 < oo, (Ur—,h,Tlu__,7'[j0.7)/~y, 1{aB, is a loop}, and Xr,
L+, R-, the conditional law of (B, h,T|g,,7/(7))/~ is QDg 1 (X7)# ® CLE,. Fix a large k > 0. Let
sk be the largest integer multiple of 27% smaller than 7. Let Uy, = (U, h, Ty, n'l0,)/~~ and D; =
(D¢, h|p,,T|p,,y)/~~. For afixed j, by Proposition conditioning on Ujy—r and (L jo—k, Rjg-r),
the conditional law of Djy-r is QD (Ljp-r + Rjp-x)* ® CLE,. Note that {s; = j27*} is deter-
mined by U, and the quantum lengths of the boundaries of elements in {(Bs, h,'|5,,7'(s))/~~ :
j27F < s < (j +1)27% and D,- # D,}. Applying the assertion of the first paragraph to Dy
with T' = 27 we see that conditioning on 7 < o0, Us, , {sr = 727%}, 1498, is a loop}s X7> L, 1ok
and R, ,o-«, the conditional law of (B;,h,T|g,,1/(7))/~ is QDg(X;)# @ CLE,. Varying j, we
can remove the condition {s; = j27¥}. Since almost surely Us, — (U, h,Tlu__,1lj0,7))/~~ and
(Lg, 42k, Ry 19-+) = (Lr, R;) as k — oo, we have proved the desired claim.

It remains to show that conditioning on 7 < oo, (U, h,Tlu__,1'lj0,7)/~~, 1198, is a loop}> X7
L:, R, and (B:,h,T|g,,n/(T))/~, the conditional law of (Dr,h,T|p,,y)/~~ is QDg(Lr + R;)* ®
CLE,. This follows from a similar but easier argument: we consider the smallest multiple of 2%
larger than 7 and use the Markov property in Proposition[£.10]at this time. We omit the details. [

Proof of Proposition[{.9. For a > 0, let (D, h,T',z) be an embedding of a sample from QDO’I(a)# ®
CLE,. Now we reweight QD ;(a)* ® CLE, by (D) and sample a point z according to the
probability measure proportional to up. This way, the law of (D, h,I', z, x) is QDLl(a)# ® CLE,
as in Propositions and Let y be the point on dD such that both the two arcs between z to
y have quantum length a/2, and sample a CPI 7 from x to y, parametrized by quantum natural
time. Let ¢y be the time such z € By, and set py = /(o).

Consider 7 and B; as defined in Proposition [4.11] with this choice of (D, h, T, z,y). Then on the
event that tg = 7, namely 2 € B;, conditioning on (U.—,h,Uly__,7'|j0,7])/~~s 198, is a loop}> the
quantum length X, of 9B, and (D,, h,T'|p,,y)/~, the conditional law of (B-, h,T'|5., 2,7 (7)) /~~
is QDl,l(XT)# @ CLEg, where we have QD ; instead of QDg; because of area weighting. This
means that conditioning on the quantum intrinsic information on D \ B, the conditional law of
(B-,h,T|5,, 2,1 (7))/~~ is a CLE decorated marked quantum disk with given boundary length. By
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varying ¢ and n in Proposition the same holds with (B-,h|s,,T'|s,, 2,1 (7))/~~ replaced by
(Bto, h, F|Bt0 2,0 (t0)) /)~

If ¢y is a loop discovery time, then 0By, is the loop 1 surrounding z and py = 7/(to) is the desired
point we need for Proposition Otherwise, we set D = B;, and construct t1, By, and p; as
above with (D, h, T, z) replaced by (D1,h,T|p,,po). If p1 € n then we are done by setting p = p;.
Otherwise, we iterate this procedure and construct ps, p3,---. We claim that there must be a finite
k such that pi € n, hence we can set p = pr. and conclude the proof.

To see the finiteness of the iteration, recall the set (7;);>[,r) defined from a CPI »'. We
now require that once i’ hits a loop, it first finishes tracing the loop counterclockwise and then
proceeds in its own track. This turns 7/, into the trace of a non-self-crossing curve sharing the
same endpoints as 7. According to [MSWIT, Theorem 7.7 (ii)], viewed as a curve the law of 7/
is a chordal SLE,(k — 6) as defined in [She09]. The curve 1’ is the so-called trunk of 77. By the
target invariance of SLE(x — 6), if we iterate the above chordal CPI exploration towards z and
keep track of the chordal SLE,(x — 6)’s along the way, we get a radial SLE,(x — 6) on D from z
to z. From the relation between the SLE, (x — 6) exploration tree and CLE in [She09], after finite
many iterations we must reach the loop 7 at a point p, the place where the radial SLE,(x — 6)
starts exploring 7. O

4.5 Proof of Proposition |4.4

Our proof will depend on conformal welding results from [ASYZ24]. We first give a decomposition
of CLE via the continuum exploration tree. See Figure

Lemma 4.12. Let D be a Jordan domain and let z € D, x € 0D. Let i be a radial SLE(p)
curve in D from x to z, with p = k' — 6 and force point located infinitesimally clockwise from x.
Let o be the time that the connected component of C\1([0,c]) containing z is bounded; this is the
first time i completes a loop around z. Consider each connected component U of D\1n([0,0]) such
that OU intersects both 0D and 1([0, o), and 7] fills some boundary segment of OU N1([0,c]) in the
counterclockwise direction. Let s(U) < t(U) be the first and last times that 1 hits OU, and let ny be
the concatenation of 7|5y wy with an independent SLE. curve in D" from 7(t(U)) to n(s(U)),
so My is a loop with counterclockwise orientation. Let T'g be the collection of all such ny. In each
connected component of D\ UnUeFo nu sample an independent CLE,/, and let I' be the union of I'g
and these CLE.s. Then I' has the law of CLE,: in D.

Proof. This follows immediately from the continuum exploration tree construction of CLE,s of
Sheffield [She09). O

In Lemmas and we give decompositions of Mfl',%"l(y) decorated by (77,I") (from
Lemma depending on whether 77 first closes a counterclockwise or clockwise loop around
z. Combining these will yield Proposition [£.4}

Recall the space Ann’ and the notion of CLE,/-decorated foresting defined immediately above
Proposition Let Ann) denote the space of quantum surfaces in Ann’ with an additional marked
point on the outer boundary.

Lemma 4.13. There exists a measure Mcey on Ann) such that if McfCW denotes the law of a sample
from My, with CLE,,-decorated foresting, and M(fcw(b)# denotes the law of a sample from M
conditioned on having inner generalized boundary length b, then the following holds:

Let b > 0. Let (D,h,z,x) be an embedding of a sample from M§'7‘%;D(’y), let D be the connected

component of int(ﬁ) containing w, and independently sample n and I' in D as in Lemma .
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Afé}

7 closes counterclockwise loop around z 7 closes clockwise loop around z

p

Figure 3: Figure for Lemma The curve 77 (black) is radial SLE,(x — 6) stopped at the first
time it closes a loop around the target point z. Some connected components of D\7(]0, o]) have a
boundary arc lying in D and a boundary arc traced in the counterclockwise direction by 7; these
are shown in color. In each such region, draw an independent SLE, curve (dashed) from the last
point hit by 77 to the first point hit by 77. Concatenating these curves with segments of 77 gives a
collection of loops I'g. This, together with independent CLE, in each connected component of D
in the complement of Ty, gives CLE,; in D. Left: If 77 closes a counterclockwise loop around z,
then z is surrounded by a loop in I'g (shown in blue). Right: If 7 closes a clockwise loop around z,
then z is not surrounded by a loop in I'g. (Note that the drawing is only schematic; in both cases,
due to the fractal nature of SLE, there is a.s. no loop touching x.)

Condition on the event that 1 closes a counterclockwise loop around z at time o, and on the loop
of I' surrounding z having quantum length b. Then the conditional law of (D, h,T, 7|9 s, 2, w)/~~

is Weld (M (b)#, GQD, 4(b)# ® CLE,y).

The Weld notation in Lemma refers to the law of a sample from Mcjijw(b)# x (GQD(b)* ®
CLE,/) after the inner boundary of the first surface is uniformly conformally welded to the boundary
of the second surface. Similarly to Remark Lemma [4.13| can be informally stated as follows. In
the setup and conditioning of Lemma [4.13] cutting by the loop of I' surrounding z gives a pair of
conditionally independent decorated forested quantum surfaces (A, D) corresponding to the regions
outside and inside 7 respectively; the conditional law of D is GQD(b)# ® CLE,s, and we denote
the conditional law of A by Mgi;w(b)#. Furthermore, if we condition on (A, D), the initial surface
agrees in law with the uniform conformal welding of A and D.

Proof. See Figure 4| Cut (5, h,n,2,2)/~~ by 7|[0,s] to obtain a pair of forested quantum surfaces
(71,D1) where D contains the bulk marked point. The first claim of [ASYZ24, Proposition 4.3]
(with parameter ov = ) states that the law of (77,D;) is

< f 372 72 2 . f.d. (..
C QT (7 _272_ ?77 - 27t7a+t) X M1,1,0(77 CL) dadt (42)
0

for some constant C. Here, QTY (W, Wy, W3) is the law of the forested quantum triangle with
weights Wy, Wa, W3, and QTf(Wl, Wo, W3 t, a+t) is the law of the quantum triangle whose bound-
ary arc between the vertices of weights W; and Wy (resp. W3) has generalized boundary length ¢
(resp. a + t). Since the vertex with weight 2 — g is thin (since 2 — 772 < g), by [ASY22, Defini-
tion 2.18] 71 decomposes into a pair (72, D2) where T3 is a forested quantum triangle with weights
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( -2,2-1% ,’y —2) and D is a forested quantum disk of weight 2 — g Precisely, the joint law
(75, Dy, Dy) is

2
2—— C/// QT/( ——2 242 —2:b,a+b+c) x/\/l[f)'%'(Q 72 ¢) x Mt 10(% a) da dbdc.
(4.3)

Now, consider the connected component Uy of D\7([0,0]) such that dUy intersects 0D and
contains 7(o0), so ny, € I' is the loop surrounding z. Let p be the first point on Uy hit by 7, i.e.,
= 1(s(Up)). Recall that n, is the concatenation of a segment of 77 and an SLE, curve in Up from
ﬁ(a) to p; this latter curve corresponds to an SLE, curve in T3 between the two vertices of weight
— 2. By [AHSY23, Lemma 4.1} and [AHSY23, Theorem 1. 4] cutting by this curve gives a pair

7'3 D3) where T3 is a forested uantum triangle with weights (32 — 2,322 — 2 42 _ 9) and D3 is a
(s, q g g =2,
forested quantum disk with weight 42 — 2. Precisely, the joint 1aW of (73, D3, Do, Dy) is

00 2

C’ // QT/ (42 —2,~7%—2,7%—2; ¢, a—l—b—l—c)x./\/lg'g' (v2—2;e, b)x./\/lg'g'(Q é )><M1 10(v;a) dadbdcde
’ (4.4)

where C” is a constant.

Now, let 74 be T3 with its first marked point shifted counterclockwise by (a 4+ b) units of
generalized boundary length, so its boundary arcs counterclockwise and clockwise from the first
vertex have generalized boundary lengths ¢ and a+b+e respectively. Since a sample from QT (v?—
2,72 —2,+% —2) is invariant in law under the operation of forgetting a boundary marked point and
resampling it according to generalized boundary length measure [ASYZ24, Lemma 4.1], we conclude
that 7y is also a quantum triangle with all three weights 42 — 2. Let Dy be the concatenation of D;
and D3 where the boundary marked point of D, is identified with the first marked point of D3, and
this point is then unmarked. By definition D3 is a generalized quantum disk with two boundary
points, so by Propositions and D, is a generalized quantum disk with one bulk and one
boundary point. In summary, the joint law of (74, Dy, D2) is

" / QLY (1 = 2,92 2,97 = 2 f.¢) x GQDy () x MGH (2= i) dedf  (45)
0

where C" is a corgs.@]pt.

For ¢ > 0, let QT (y2—2,7%—2,7?—2; —, ¢) be the law of a sample from QT (722,72 2,72 ~2)
with forested boundary between the first and third vertices, disintegrating on this forested boundary
arc having generalized boundary length ¢, and similarly define /\715 (2 — —2, c). Let ]\/chw be

the law of the (non-forested) quantum surface obtained from a sample from C” fooo Qr\ff('yQ —
2,72 — 2,72 —2;—,¢) x ./T/l\gg'(Q - g; ¢) dec by conformally welding the pair of boundary arcs with
generalized boundary length ¢, and identifying the first and second vertices of the quantum triangle.
A sample from M.y, has two marked points; its first (resp. second) marked point corresponds to
the third (resp. first) marked point of the quantum triangle. Its inner boundary corresponds to
the boundary arc of the quantum triangle between its first and second vertices. Let ]\//.TC{;w(b)#
be the law of a sample from ]\//_TCCW with CLE,/-decorated foresting and conditioned on having
inner generalized boundary length b. By ({.F)), (ﬁ,h,nl[o,a},m]o,z,w,p) /~~ conditioned on the
quantum length of 7y, being b agrees in law with the conformal welding of a pair of quantum
surfaces (A, D) ~ Mgcw(b)# x GQD, ;(b)# in which the second marked point of A is identified
with the boundary marked point of D. Since forgetting the boundary marked point of D and
resampling it according to generalized boundary length leaves D invariant in law, the conditional
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law of (D, h, (0,0, Mo» 2, W)/~ 18 Weld(]\zjzw(b)#, GQDLO(b)#) (where the second marked point
of A is forgotten).

Finally, the desired Mccw can be obtained from ]/W\CCW by sampling independent chordal SLE,;
curves via the process described in Lemma [£.12] By Lemma [{.12] the claim holds. O

Remark 4.14. Equation gives a stronger result than Lemma which we will not need in
the present work. We state it here:

Let Meew be defined as in the above proof of Lemma let Ml be the law of a sample
from Mccw with CLE,-decorated foresting, and let {Mcfcw(b)}b>0 be the disintegration of M with
respect to inner generalized boundary length. For a sample (A, D) from [;° Mg:w(b) x (GQDy 4 (b)®
CLE,/) db, forget the marked boundary point of D, and let D' be the uniform conformal welding of
A and D. There is a constant C' such that the law of D' is C./\/li'ﬂ"o('y) ® CLE, restricted to the
event that the outermost loop around the marked bulk point touches the boundary.

Do

Figure 4: Diagram for Lemma (i) A sample from Mﬁfio (7,7) decorated by an independent
pair (77,I") and restricted to the event {7 closes counterclockwise loop around z}. The loop closure
time is called o, and the curve 7|y, is shown in black and red. The SLE curve in Uy is colored
in blue; concatenating it with a segment of 77 gives the loop of I' surrounding z. (ii) Cutting by
7| 0,0] gives the surfaces Dy, 7; whose joint law is described in . (iii) The surfaces Dy, Do, Ta
from . (iv) Cutting by the blue curve gives Dy, Dy, D3, T3 whose joint law is described in .
(v) Concatenating Dy with Dj gives Dy, and shifting the first marked point of 73 counterclockwise
by (a+0b) units of generalized boundary length gives T;. The law of Dy, Ds, Ty is described by .
(vi) Definition of M\CCW via conformal welding of forested quantum surfaces. Only the pair of
boundary arcs being welded are forested boundary arcs, so the resulting quantum surface is not
forested.

Let Ann), denote the space of quantum surfaces in Ann’ with two additional marked points, one
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on each boundary component.

Lemma 4.15. There exists a measure My, on Ann} such that if Mcfw denotes the law of a sample
from My, with CLE -decorated foresting, and Mcff,(b)# denotes the law of a sample from McfW
conditioned on having inner generalized boundary length b, then the following holds:

Letb > 0. Let (D, h,z,z) be an embedding of a sample from Mﬁ'fio(’y, v), let D be the connected

component of int(]_N?) containing w, and independently sample 1 and T in D as in Lemma .
Condition on the event that i closes a clockwise loop around z at time o. Let T be the first time
that 1 hits 1(0), and condition on the loop 1. having quantum length b. Then the conditional

law Of (5’ h,T, 77|[0,G’]7 2y 77(0)7 w)/N’Y is Weld(MCfW( ) Ml 1 0(’% )# ® CLEH’)

As with Remark Lemma [4.15] can be informally rephrased as follows. In the setup and
conditioning of Lemma cutting by 7| [r,0] 8lves a pair of conditionally independent decorated
forested quantum surfaces (A, D) corresponding to the regions outside and inside 7 respectively;
the conditional law of D is Ml 1007 b)# @ CLE,/, and we denote the conditional law of A by

M, (b)#. Furthermore, if we condition on (A, D), the initial surface agrees in law with the uniform
conformal welding of A and D.

Proof. As explained in the second claim of [ASYZ24l Proposition 4.3] (with their parameter « set
to 7), the curve 7]|o 5] cuts the forested quantum surface into a pair whose joint law is

2 #
(/QTf—zz—VQ 2€+b€)></\/1110(7,)d€> .

Here, QT/ (W1, Wy, W3) is the law of the forested quantum triangle with weights Wy, Wa, W3, and
QT/ (W7, Wa, W3; 0 4+ b,£) is the law of the quantum triangle whose boundary arc between the
vertices of weights W; and Wy (resp. W3) has generalized boundary length ¢ + b (resp. ).

Thus, we can choose My, to be the law of a sample from [15° QTH% —-2,2— g, v =20+
a,?) d¢ da conformally welded to itself (and M.y to be the law after forgetting the foresting). [

Proof of Proposition[{.4 Let (15, h,z,w) be an embedding of a sample from Mﬁ'y‘%;o(’y), let D be

the connected component of int(ﬁ) containing z, and independently sample 77 and I' in D as in
Lemma We first prove the analogous statement in this setting. On the event that 7| closes a
counterclockwise loop at time o, the desired independence holds by Lemma If instead 77 closes
a clockwise loop at time o, by Lemma conditioned on the length of the loop £, the decorated
quantum surface is obtained by conformally welding samples (A, D) ~ MJW( 0# (M1 1 0(7, 0%
CLE,/). We may then decompose D in exactly the same way by coupling radial SLE, ( 6) with
its CLE,/, and checking if the first loop closed is clockwise or counterclockwise, iterating until a
loop is closed in the counterclockwise direction. The conclusion is that if n > 0 clockwise loops
are closed before the first counterclockwise loop, then conditioned on n, the generalized boundary
length £y of (5, h,z,w), and on the lengths /1, ..., ¢, of these clockwise loops, the conditional law
of (D, h,z,w)/ ~. agrees with that of the conformal welding of a sample from

/ /(H (€, €)% X My (€, b) )Hdmb

Here, Mcfw(ﬁZ 1,4; )# denotes the law of a sample from M, fW conditioned to have inner and outer
generalized boundary lengths (¢;_1,¢;), and similarly for MCCW(En,b)# . We conclude that there
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—uf. —~—d
exists a measure GA on Annj U Ann) such that, if GA™(b)# denotes the law of a sample from

—u.f.
GA"" with CLE,-decorated foresting conditioned on having inner generalized boundary length b,
then the law of a sample from M{ﬂ',o(V) ® CLE, conditioned on the length of the loop surrounding

the marked bulk point being b is Weld(é\gd(b)#, GQD(b)* @ CLE,).

Next, using Propositions and an analogous result holds when Mﬁ'ﬂ;o(’y) is replaced by
GQD, ; (since we can concatenate an independent sample from GQD, 5 to the marked boundary
point of a sample from ./\/lg'ﬂ', 0(7))- The desired claim then follows by forgetting the boundary point
of GQD, ; and weighting by L~ where L is the generalized boundary length. O

5 Quantum annulus

In this section, we introduce the quantum annulus and its generalized variant, which will be crucial
to our proof of Theorem Throughout this section, we assume s € (%, 4) and k' € (4,8).

Fix a > 0. For k € (§,4) and v = /&, suppose (D, h, z) is an embedding of a sample from
QD g(a). Let I be a CLE, on D independent of h. Recall that QD o ® CLE is the law of the
decorated quantum surface (D, h,T',z)/~,. Let n be the outermost loop of I' surrounding z. Let
[, be the quantum length of 7. To ensure the existence of the disintegration of QD ((a) ® CLE,
over [,, we check the following fact.

Lemma 5.1. For a Borel set E C R with zero Lebesgue measure, QD o(a) ® CLE[l, € E] = 0.

Proof. Let (£;);>1 be the quantum lengths of the outermost loops in a sample from QD ;(a)®CLE,,
ordered such that ¢; > ¢ > ---. By the explicit law of (¢;);>1 from Proposition for each 7 >0
we have QD o(a) ® CLE[¢; € E] = 0. Since {l;, € E} C U;{{; € E'}, we conclude the proof. O

Given Lemma we can define the disintegration of QD ((a) ® CLE over [,;, which we denote
by {QD; g(a) ® CLE,(f) : £ € (0,00)}. We now define the quantum annulus.

Definition 5.2 (Quantum annulus). Given (D, h,I',n,z) defined right above, let A, be the non-

simply-connected component of D\ n. For a,b >0, let QA(a,b) be the law of the quantum surface
(A, h)/~~ under the measure QD o(a) @ CLE.(b). Let QA(a,b) be such that

blQD; (b)|QA(a,b) = QA(a,b) (5.1)
We call a sample from QA(a,b) a quantum annulus.

Remark 5.3 (No need to say “for almost every b”). Using the general theory of reqular conditional
probability, for each a > 0 the measure QA(a,b) is only well defined for almost every b > 0.
The ambiguity does not affect any application of this concept in this paper because we will take
integrations over b; see e.g., Proposition[5.]] below. On the other hand, one can give an equivalent
definition of QA(a,b) for all a,b > 0 in terms of the Liouville field on the annulus [ARS22, Theorem
1.4,E| For these reasons, we omit the phrase “for almost every b” in statements concerning QA(a,b).

Given a pair of independent samples from QA(a, b) and QD ((b), we can uniformly conformally
weld them along the boundary component with length b to get a loop-decorated quantum surface
with one marked point. We write Weld(QA(a,b), QD (b)) for the law of the resulting decorated
quantum surface. Then Proposition 4.2| can be reformulated as follows.

2[ARS22] builds on the present work but does not use the existence of a canonical definition of QA(a,b) for all
b > 0, so there is no circular dependence between the works.
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Proposition 5.4. For a >0, let (D, h,T',2) be an embedding of a sample from QD o(a) @ CLE,.
Let n be the outermost loop of I' surrounding z. Then the law of the decorated quantum surface
(D, h,n,z)/~ equals [;° bWeld(QA(a,b), QD (b)) db.

Proof. From Proposition and the definitions of QA and uniform welding, the law of (D, h,n,2)/~n
under QD (a) @ CLE,(b) is Weld(QA(a,b), QD; o(b)#). By (5.1)), this measure equals

Weld(b|QDy 4(6)|QA(a, ), QD; 4(b)*) = bWeld(QA(a, b), QDy 4(b)). 0.

The reason we consider QA instead of /(57& in Definition is that it is in some sense more
canonical. In particular, its total measure has the following simple and symmetric form.

Proposition 5.5. The total mass of QA(a,b) is

cos(w(;i2 - 1))
A PR
In fact, we will see that QA(a,b) = QA(b,a) from the proof of Theorem see Remark
When defining the k' € (4,8) variant of the quantum annulus, which we denote by GA(a,b),
there are some subtleties if one follows the same fashion as in Definition [5.2] as we will explain
in Section We use an alternative treatment. Recalling that Proposition already fixes the
definition of the probability measure GA(a,b)?, we simply define GA(a,b) by specifying its total
mass. Then we obtain the counterpart of Definition as a property of GA(a,b).
The rest of the section is organized as follows, we first prove Proposition in Sections
and In Section we treat GA(a,b) in detail.

5.1 Reduction of Proposition [5.5| to the setting of Proposition 4.1

In this section, we reduce Proposition to the setting of Proposition to use the Levy process
defined there. Recall that the setting where (D, h,T") is an embedding of a sample of QD (a)* @ CLE,,
for some a > 0. Sample a loop n from the counting measure on I', and let M, be the law of the
decorated quantum surface (D, h,T',n). In other words, consider ((D,h,I')/~,,n) sampled from
the product measure (QD(a)# ® CLE,) x County where County is the counting measure on N.
Let n € I' be the outermost loop with the nth largest quantum length. Then M, is the law of
(D, h,T',n)/~.,. The following proposition is the analog of Proposition for M.

Proposition 5.6. Under M, the law of (D, h,n)/~~ is
1 /OO
—_— bWeld(QA(a, b), QD(b)) db.
|QD(a)] Jo

Proof. Let F be a measure on H (D) such that the law of (D,h)/~, is QD(a) if h is a sample
from M. We write CLE,(dl") as the probability measure for CLE, on ID. Write Countr.(dn) as
the counting measure on the set of outermost loops in I'. Then we have the following equality on
measures:

(1gCountre (dn))ps(d*2)F(dh) CLE, (L) = yu|p, (d*z)Countre (dn)F(dh) CLE.(dl'),  (5.2)

where D, is the simply-connected component of D\n, and E = {z € D, }.
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If (h,T',n, z) is sampled according to the left hand side of , then the law of (D, h,T', 2)/~
is QD g(a) ® CLE, and 7 is the outermost loop around z. Therefore we are in the setting of
Proposition [5.4| hence the law of (D, h, 7, 2)/~ is [;° bWeld(QA(a,b), QD o(b)) db.

If (h,T',n)/~~ is sampled from Countro(dn)F(dh) CLE.(dI'), then the law of (D,h,I',n)/~,
is |QD(a)| - M, by the definition of M,. If we then weight by us(D;) and sample a point z
from (,uh|Dn)#, then the law of (h,T',n,z) is given by the right hand side of , so the law of
(D,h,n,z) [/~ is [ bWeld(QA(a,b), QD) o(b)) db. Unweighting by s, (D;) and forgetting z, we
see that the law of (D,h,n)/~, under |QD(a)| - M, is [;° bWeld(QA(a,b), QD(b)) db. Dividing by
|QD(a)|, we conclude the proof. O

Proposition immediately follows from its counterpart under M.

Proposition 5.7. The law of the quantum length of n under M, is

C1y=0b|QD(b)|db ~ cos(m(5y — 1))
Vab(a + b)|QD(a)] for constant € = — (5.3)

We now explain how Proposition [5.7] yields Proposition and then prove it in Section

Proof of Proposition assuming Proposition[5.7. By Proposition [5.6] the law of £,(n) under M,

S 1gPY a)lb]QA(a b) HQD( )| db. Comparing this to Proposmon Hylelds |QA(a,b)| = \/@(gaer)'

5.2 Distribution of the loop length: proof of Proposition
We first reduce Proposition [5.7] to a problem on the Levy process in Proposition Let

4 1 4 1

Let P? be the probability measure on cadlag processes on [0,00) describing the law of a S-stable
Lévy process with Lévy measure 1,507 ? "1 dz. Let (¢;);>0 be a sample from P?. Let J := {(z,t) :
t >0and (s — (,~ = x > 0} be the set of jumps of (. Given J, let (b,t) € J be sampled from the
counting measure on J. Namely (b, t) is chosen uniformly randomly from J similarly as 7 from
the outermost loops of I'. Let M# be the law of (¢ ,b,t), which is an infinite measure. For each
a>0,let 7_q = inf{t : ¢ = —a} and J, = {(z,t) € J : t < 7_4}. Let ML be the restriction of

T

-1
the measure M” to the event {t < 7_,}. Let MP = Eﬂ[*“ ]Maﬁ, where IE® is the expectation with

respect to P?. Then by Proposition [4.1] we have the following.

Lemma 5.8. Suppose (D,h,I',n) and M, are as in Proposition . Let 01 > €o > ... be the
quantum lengths of the outermost loops in I' and ¢n(n) be the quantum length of the distinguished
loop . Then the joint law of {¢; : i > 1} and £,(n) under M, equals the joint law of {z : (z,t) € J}
and b under the measure MB defined right above.

Proof. Under the measure Mg , the jump (b,t) is chosen uniformly from .J,. Now Lemma
follows from Proposition and the fact that n is chosen uniformly among all outermost loops of
r. O

Given Lemma Proposition immediately follows from the proposition below.
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Proposition 5.9. The law of b under ]\75 18

4

B+1 cos(m(= — 1

(%) db  for constant € = M (5.5)
v

Cly>o
(a+10)

Proof of Proposition giwen Proposition[5.9. By Proposition [2.16] we have

442 3
[QD(b)[/|QD(a)| = (a/b)>* "~ = (a/b)"*2.
By Lemma and Proposition the M,-law of the quantum length of 7 is

€ qays L ChlQD(b)|db L
(a—i—b)(b) db = Vab(a + b)|QD(a)] with € in (5.5). =

Figure 5: Illustration of Lemma m and The measure M? is P? with a uniformly chosen
jump (b, t). Conditioned on (b, t), removing (b, t) and concatenating the two pieces of (¢;) before
and after t gives a sample (Ct)t>0 of P?. The event {t < 7_,} for ¢ becomes {t < 7_,} for ¢

We now prove Proposition We first use Palm’s Theorem for Poisson point process to give
an alternative description of the measure M?. See Figure |5| for an illustration.

Lemma 5.10. Let (; = (; — Li>tb. Then the MP-law of (b,t) is 1p=0~0b~? "1 dbdt. Conditioning
on (b,t), the conditional law of {; under MP is PP. Equivalently, the joint law of (b,t) and ()0
is the product measure (1p~00b "1 dbdt) x PP,

Proof. By the definition of Levy measure, the jump set .J of ( is a Poisson point process on (0, 00)?
with intensity measure 1m>07t>0x*5*1 dx dt. Since (b,t) is chosen from the counting measure on
J, by Palm’s theorem (see e.g. [Kall7, Page 5]), the M¥-law of (b,t) is the same as the intensity
measure of J, which is 1b>07t>0b*5*1 dbdt. Moreover, conditioning on (b,t), the conditional law
of J\ {(b,t)} is given by the original Poisson point process, which is the P?-law of J. Note that
(Gt)o<t<t = (Ct)o<t<t is measurable with respect to the jump set {(z,t) € J : ¢ < t}. Therefore, the
conditional law of (Ct)0<t<t conditioning on (b t) is the PA-law of ((;)o<i<¢. Similarly, conditioning
on (b, t) and (Ct)0<t<t, the conditional law of (Ct+t—Ct)t>0 under M? is P8, Concatenating (Ct)0<t<t
and ((t+t Ct)t>0 we see that the conditional law of Ct under MP? is PP. O

Proposition is an immediate consequence of the following two lemmas.
Lemma 5.11. Recall the expectation EP for P?. The law of b under Mf in Proposition 18

EA[r_o/T—a)

b=y odb.
B ] e
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Proof. We start from ((;);>0 and (b,t) under M?B. Let Zt = ¢t — 1l;>¢b as in Lemma Let
Fo=inf{t: { = —£} for each £ > 0. Then 7_4 = 7_q4p. Moreover, both the events {t < T_q}
and {t < 7_,} are the same as inf{(; : t € (0,t)} > —a, hence are equal. Now the measure M. can
be described as

1 1 ~
Tfa_l a,B _ T_q ]‘t<_7;-7a B _ T_a— b1t<7_ M’B (56)
Ef[rZ,] EP[r7,] EA[r ]
Integrating out t and (Z&)tgo on the right side of (5.6] . ) and using the joint law of (b, t) and (Zt)tzo
from Lemma [5.10, we see that the Maﬁ—law of b is %b p- 1y>0db as desired. ]

Lemma 5.12. Let (()t>0 be sampled from P? and 7_o = inf{t : (; = —a} for each a > 0. Then
EP[1_a/T—ab] = aL—i-b for each a,b > 0.

Moreover, E[r—{] = e

Proof. The process (7_s)s>0 is a stable subordinator of index 1/8. Since (7_q, T—2,) has the distri-
bution as (T_2q — T_a, T_24), We have EA[r_,/7_2,] = % Similary, we have E8[r_, /73] = o if g
is rational. By continuity we can extend this to all a,b > 0. For the second equality, let (Y;):>0 be
the Levy process with Levy measure II(dz) = I'(=) sz ?~dz so that Ele _’\Yt] = ™ Let
o_s =inf{t >0:Y; = —s} for s > 0. Then E[e ] = A Y7 and E[o~{] fo e A-1)d\ =
['(1 + ). By scaling, we have B[] = ['(—B)E[o_{] = F(—B) (1+p8) = e O

Proof of Proposition[5.9. With respect to P8, we have 7_, 4 a®7_1 by the scaling property of

[-stable Lévy processes. Therefore EP [T ] E? [T~ ] B, Combined with Lemmas |5 T' and m
. _ cos(m(%—1))
we get (5.5) with € = 1/Bf[r ] = —2>—. -

5.3 Generalized quantum annulus

In this section, we introduce the generalized quantum annulus. It is a quantum surface with annulus
topology We assume «’ € (4,8) and v = fE’ € (v/2,2) in this subsection.

Let (D,h,T, z) be an embedding of a sample from GQD, o(a)# @ CLE,s where D is a bounded
domain. Recall that a loop surrounds a point if they are disjoint and the loop has nonzero winding
number with respect to the point, and a loop n € I' is outermost if no point in 7 is surrounded by
a loop in I'. Let 1 be the outermost loop of I' surrounding z and [, be the generalized quantum
length of 7. To ensure the existence of disintegration of GQDLO(a)# ® CLE, over [, we need
similar argument as Lemma This is directly from Proposition which describes the joint
law of generalized quantum length as the jump size of Lévy process. So the disintegration of
GQD, g(a)* ® CLE, over I, exists, which we denoted by {GQD; (a)# @ CLE,/(€); £ € (0,00)}.

We first try to define the generalized quantum annulus GA(a,b) following the same approach
as QA(a,b) in Definition then explain that this “definition” requires more care to be correct.

“Definition” 5.13. Given a > 0 and (D, h,T', z) defined right above, let n be the outermost loop of
I' surrounding z. Let D, be the region surrounded by n and A, = D\ D,. Forb> 0, let é\g(a, b)
be the law of the quantum surface parametrized by A, under the measure GQD; o(a) ® CLE (b).
Let GA(a,b) be such that

b|GQD, ¢ (b)|GA(a,b) = GA(a,b) (5.7)

3We allow the random annulus to possibly have pinch points.
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Under this “definition” one can obtain the analog of Proposition [5.4] via exactly the same method
in Sections [5.1] and 5.2}
cos(m(2L — 1))
|GA(a,b)| = —=1—"" (5.8)
mVab(a + b)
The reason we will not actually use “Definition” is that the quantum surface (4,,, h)/~., has too
many self-intersection points. Indeed, in the conformal welding of a generalized quantum annulus
and a generalized quantum disk (Proposition below), each double point of the interface n will
correspond to a local cut point of exactly one of the generalized quantum surfaces. “Definition”
can be fixed by removing the self-intersection points of (A,, h)/~, which correspond to local cut
points of the generalized quantum surface surrounded by 7. This could be done similarly as in
IMSW21]. However, we instead give an alternative treatment which is simpler to present and
follow. What is important for us is that and Proposition (the analog of Proposition
both hold for this definition.

Definition 5.14 (Generalized quantum annulus). For a,b > 0, define

Wb e cos(w(% - 1)) .
GA(a,b) := —W\/%(aij) GA(a,b)

where GA(a,b)? is the probability measure from Proposition . We call a sample from GA(a,b)

a generalized quantum annulus.

Proposition 5.15. For a > 0, let (D,h,T',2) be an embedding of a sample from GQD; y(a) @
CLE,/ . Let n be the outermost loop of I' surrounding z. Then the law of the decorated quantum
surface (D, h,n, z)/~ equals [;° bWeld(GA(a,b), GQD, o(b)) db, as well as the law of the decorated
quantum surface (D,h,T,n,z)/~ equals [;° bWeld(GA%(a, b), GQD, ¢(b) @ CLE,/) db.

Proof. We only prove the second claim since the first claim will then follow by just forgetting the
loop configuration. By Proposition [£.4] conditioned on the length of 7 being b, the conditional
law of (D,h,n,T,z)/~ is Weld(GA%(a, b)#, GQDLO(b)# ® CLE,/). It thus suffices to show that

2
cos(m(Z-—

D) . . :
py rrIpaTS |GQD; ¢(b)| db. Exactly as in Section this reduces to

showing that for a sample from GQD(a)# ® CLE,s and an outermost loop chosen from counting

2
measure, the law of the loop length is CT%}:;;))) 7@;3}1)3&)” db (the analog of Proposition , and

1_3
by Lemma [2.28 this latter measure can be written as COSS:((M

the law of the length of n is b

e (9)F 1 db where 8/ = & + 3.

Thus, by Proposition it suffices to prove Propositionwhen the Lévy measure is 1w>0x_5/_1 dx
with 8’ = % + % € (1, %) rather than 1,50z %! dz with 8 = % + % € (%, 2). The proof of Proposi-
tion directly carries over to the parameter range (1, %) so we are done. O

Finally, we give a corrected version of “Definition” where instead of attempting to define
the forested boundary by removing the extra self-intersection points of (A,, h)/~., we simply forget
and resample the forested boundary using the notion of a forested line segment (Definition .
We will not use this description in the present work.

Proposition 5.16. Let (D, h,T, z) be an embedding of a sample from GQD, (®CLE, and letn € T
be the outermost loop around z. Let n°® be the boundary of the unbounded connected component
of C\n, and let D(n°") be the bounded connected component of C\n°"t. Choose p € n°"* such
that (D\D(n°"),T, z,p)/~~ is measurable with respect to (D\D(n°"),T',z)/~~. Conditioned on
(D\D(n°""),T, z,p)/~~, sample a forested line segment L conditioned on having quantum length
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(resp. generalized boundary length) equal to that of n°" (resp. n), and in each connected component
of L sample an independent CLE,,. Glue L to the boundary loop n°"* of (D\D(n°"),T, z,p)/~~,

—d
identifying the endpoints of L with p. Let GA  be the law of the resulting gemeralized quantum

—d —d
surface, and let GA (a,b) be the disintegration of GA ™ according to the outer and inner generalized
—d
boundary lengths. Then GA%(a,b) = (bGQD o(b))'GA (a,b).

Proof. This is immediate from Proposition and the fact that for a forested quantum surface
(such as a sample from GAd), conditioned on the unforested quantum surface, the foresting is
described by a forested line segment with specified quantum length. O

6 Equivalence of two definitions of the SLE loop

In this section, we prove Theorem namely for k € (%,8), SLA/EI,SOp = CSLEP°P for some
C € (0,00), where SLE!“°P is Zhan’s loop measure (Definition , and S/ﬁ*]l:op is the loop measure
obtained from choosing a loop in a full-plane CLEE from the counting measure. For k € (%,4],
this was already implicitly shown in [KW16]; see [AS21 Theorem 2.18] for details. Combining
Theorem with the conformal welding results for the SLE loop (Theorems and gives
conformal welding results for CLE which we state in Section[6.7} these will be used in our subsequent
work [ACSW24]. _

Recall from Section the probability measures £, and £, that describe the shapes of SLE},?OP

— 1
and SLE: Op, respectively. Namely, given a loop 7 on € surrounding 0, we have R,, = inf{|z| : z € n}
and 1) = {z : R,z € n}. Suppose 7 is a sample from SLE}SOP restricted to the event that n surrounds
0. Then the law of (7),log R,) is a constant multiple of the product measure £, x dt, where dt is

the Lebesgue measure on R. The same holds for SIE}SOP and L, when € (%, 8). By definition,
Theorem is equivalent to L, = EH.

The main device for the proof of L, = Z,.; is a natural Markov chain with stationary distribution
Z,{. We describe it in the cylinder coordinate for convenience. Consider the horizontal cylinder
C = R x|[0,27] with z € R identified with x+27mi. We also include +oc0 in C so that C is conformally
equivalent to a Riemann sphere. Let ¢(z) = e™* be a conformal map from C to C U {oco} with
P(+00) = 0 and ¢(—o0) = 0.

Definition 6.1. Fiz x € (0,8). Let n be a sample from SLE°P restricted to the event that n
surrounds 0, hence ¥~1(n) is a loop on C separating +oo. Let SLEFP(C) be the law of v=(n). We
also write L (C) = (v ™1)Ly and L(C) := (V™ 1)uLy.

Let Loopg(C) be the set of simple loops 7 on C separating +o0o such that max{Rez: z € n} = 0.
The relation between SLEP(C) and L (C) is the following.

Lemma 6.2. Let n be a sample from SLEP(C). Then 1 can be uniquely written as n° + t where
n" € Loopy(C) and t € R. The law of (n°,t) is CL.(C) x dt for a constant C € (0,00), where dt
is the Lebesgue measure on R.

Proof. If 1 is a sample from SLE!°°P restricted to the event that 5 surrounds 0, the law of (7}, log R,)
is a constant multiple of £, x dt. Therefore Lemma follows from mapping C to C. O
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6.1 The case « € (3,4]

In this section, we first treat the x € (%, 4) and deal with k = 4 case via a limiting argument. We
prove the k' € (4,8) case later in Section

——loo
Proposition 6.3. For each k € (%,4], there exists C € (0,00) such that SLE, b= C SLElop,

Now we are ready to describe the Markov chain. By definition, we see that ZK(C ) is a probability
measure on Loop,(C). Given n° € Loopy(C), let C;FO be the connected component of C\7" containing

+o00. Sample a CLE,; on C:o and translate its outermost loop surrounding +oco to an element

n* € Loopy(C). Then n° — n! defines a Markov transition kernel on Loop,(C).
Recall that the total variational distance between two measures p and v on a measurable space

(QF) i dow (1, ) i= supacr [1(A) — v(A)].

Lemma 6.4. Fiz n° € Loop,(C) and let (n');>1 be the Markov chain starting from n°. Then the
law of n™ tends to L(C) in total variational distance. In particular, L(C) is the unique stationary
probability measure of the Markov chain.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of [KW16]; see Proposition for details. O

The start point of our proof of £.(C) = L(C) is the following conformal welding result for
SLEFP(C). Fix a > 0. A pair of quantum surfaces sampled from QD (a) x QD y(a) can be
uniformly conformally welded to get a loop-decorated quantum surface with two marked points
(corresponding to the interior marked points of each surface). We write Weld(QD, (a), QD (a))
for the law of this loop-decorated quantum surface with two marked points.

Proposition 6.5. Fiz k € (%,4) and v = \/k. Let F be the law of h as in Deﬁnition so that
the law of (C,h,+00,—00)/~., is the two-pointed quantum sphere QS,. Now sample (h,n) from
F x SLE;P(C) and write QS, @ SLES™ as the law of (C, h,n,+00, —00)/~~. Then

QS, ® SLEP = C/ a - Weld(QD; g(a), QD; g(a))da  for some C' > 0. (6.1)
0

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition Let Fo be a measure on H~1(C) such that
the law of (C, h)/~, is the unmarked quantum sphere QS if h is a sample from Fy. Let (h,7, 2, w)
be sampled from py(d?z) py (d?w) Fo(dh) SLE°P(dn). Let Egep be the event that 7 separates z, w.
Then the law of (h,n, z,w) restricted to Esp, can be obtained in two ways:

1. Sample (h, z,w) from py(d?z) pp,(d*w) Fo(dh); then sample 7 from SLE!°°P on € and restrict
to the event that n separates z, w.

2. Sample (h,n) from 2 (Dy)pn(Dy) Fo(dh) SLE°°P(dn), where D, D;, are the connected com-
ponents of C\n; then sample (z,w) from the probability measure proportional to

pnl D, (dzz)/ﬁh’D,g(dgw) + talp; (d*2) | p, (d*w).
Recall Theorem 3.2(and the definitions of QS, and QD  from Section The law of (h,n, z,w)/~~y

restricted to Fgep, from the first sampling, equals QS; ® SLE}®. From the second sampling, the
same law equals C [~ a - Weld(QD o(a), QD (a)) da for some C € (0, cc). O
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In the rest of this section we consider the setting where Lemma [6.2] and Proposition [6.5] apply.
For k € (8/3,4), let (h,n) be a sample from F x SLE*P(C). Then 7 can be uniquely written as n° -+t
where n° € Loop(C) and t € R. By Lemma the law of (n°,t) is CL.(C) x dt. Conditioning on
(h,m), sample a CLE, T't in C, where C,I is the component of C \ 7 containing +oco. Let (7;)i>1
be the set of loops in I't separating oo ordered from left to right. We write n; = 1 + t; where
n' € Loopy(C) and t; € R. See Figure |§| for an illustration.

Figure 6: Left: Illustration of n; and ¢;. Right: Illustration of n'.

To prove L(C) = L.(C), consider the decorated quantum surface Sy = (C, h, 7, +00)/ ~~ and
Si = (C, h,n;, £00)/~, for i > 1. If L;(C) = L,.(C) holds, then the stationarity of £,(C) gives the
stationarity of (S;)i>o. Although we cannot show this directly before proving £.(C) = L.(C), we
will prove using ProE)osition that the law of the subsurface of S; on the right side of 7; indeed
does not depend on 4. This is the content of Sectiog@ In Section [6.3] we use Lemma [6.4] to show

—— sep

that as i — oo the law of S; converges to QS, ® SLE,{p in a suitable sense, where QS, ® SLE,.

is defined as QS, ® SLE}®P in Proposition @ with SALELOOP in place of SLE°°P. This convergence
would be immediate in the total variational sense if the law of .S; were a probability measure instead
of being infinite. To handle this subtlety we will prove some intermediate results that will also be
useful in Section [7l

Once thg/txsigg steps in the previous paragraph are achieved, we will have that the right subsurface
of QS, ® SLE,. has the same law as that of QSy ® SLEP. Then by left/right symmetry we can
conclude that QS, ® SIEZGP = QS, ® SLE*P_ hence L.(C) = L.(C). We carry out these final
steps and complete the proof of Theorem in Section In Section we supply a technical
ingredient in the proof coming from the fact that QSy ® SLES® is an infinite measure.

6.2 Stationarity of the subsurfaces on the right side of the loops

Consider (h,n) and (1');>0 as defined in and below Proposition Let So = (C, h,n,+00)/~, and
Si = (C, h,n;, £00)/~., for i > 1 as discussed right above Section For i > 0, let ¢5(n;) be the
quantum length of ;.

Lemma 6.6. The law of {(n;) is the same as that of £n(n) in Pmpositionfor allt > 0.

Proof. By definition the law of £ (1) is the same as that of ¢;(n) in Proposition It remains to
show that the law of £} (n;) does not depends on i > 0. By Propositions and the joint law
of ¢n(no) and £5,(n1) is given by

Cab|QDy o(a)||QA(a,b)||QD; o(b)| dadb for some C € (0, c0).

Since |QA(a,b)| = |QA(b, a)| by Proposition the laws of £5(no) and ¢(n1) are the same. By
Proposition and the fact that 't restricted to C,J]:_ is still a CLE,, the conditional law of ¢5,(n;)
given (5 (n;—1) does not depend on i. Since £(n9) and £ (n;) have the same law, so do ¢;(n;) and
lh(niq1) for all ¢ > 1. O
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Lemma 6.7. Fori >0, conditioning on (h,n;), let z; be a point on n; sampled from the probability
measure proportional to the quantum length measure. Let S;L = (C,J]:_, h,+00, 2;)/~~. Let C,, be the
component of C\n; containing —oo and S;” = (C,, h, =00, 2;) /~~. Then the conditional law of St
given S, is QDLl(ﬁh(m))# for all i > 0.

Proof. When ¢ = 0, this follows from Theorem The ¢ > 1 case follows iteratively using
Proposition [5.4} O

From Lemmas and we see that the law of S;r is a quantum disk whose law does not
depend on i. Moreover, conditional on £(n;), S;” and S; are conditionally independent and S is
obtained from the conformal welding of S;r and S; .

6.3 Convergence of S; and the proof of Theorem [6.3

We retain the setting in Section For z € C, let ¢°(2) = h(z +1t) and ¢'(2) = h(z +¢;) for i > 1.
By definition, (C, % n')/~, is an embedding of the decorated quantum surface S; for i > 0. By
Theorem we immediately have the following description of the law of (¢¢,7?).

Lemma 6.8. Recall the Markov chain in Lemma and the Liouville field LFgY’ioo) from Defi-
nition . Let Py = L,(C). Fori > 1, let P; be the distribution of the i-th step of this Markov
chain on Loopy(C) with the initial distribution Py. Then the law of (¢*,n') is CLF((;Y’iOO) x P; for
all i > 0, where C' € (0,00) is a constant that does not depend on i.

Proof. By definition, the law of (h,7°,t) is F x Py x [C dt], where F is the law of h in Definition
By the definition of P; and the translation invariance of [C dt], the law of (h,7¢,t;) is F x P; x [C dt].
Finally, Theorem [2.11] yields the result. O

From now on we write the measure CLFéV’iOO) in Lemma as LF¢ for simplicity so that the

law of (¢*,n°) is LF¢ x P;.

From Lemmal|6.4|we know that di, (P, £,.(C)) — 0. We would like to say that diy (LF¢x P;, LF¢ x
[,N,{) — 0 as well, but since LF¢ is an infinite measure we need a truncation. Recall that the quantum
length £;(n) is a measurable function of (¢°,1°) [Shel6]. We write this as £, (1) = £(¢°,7°). Then
lh(ni) = (¢, n') a.s. for each i > 0. For & > 0, consider the event E. = {{(¢,n) > ¢}. Then by
Lemma [6.6] we have

LF¢ x P;(E.;) = LF¢ x Py(E.) for each i >0 and € > 0. (6.2)
We claim that the total variational convergence holds after restriction to F..
Lemma 6.9. For each e > 0, lim;_o diy (LF¢ X Pi|g., LF¢ x L£(C)|g.) = 0.

The proof of Lemma [6.9is not hard but technical so we postpone it to Section We proceed
to finish the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[6.3 given Lemmal[6.9 Let (¢,7) be a sample from LF¢ x L, (C). Conditioning
on (¢,7n), let z € 17 be sampled from the probability measure proportional to the quantum length
measure of 77. Recall the decorated quantum surfaces Sj and S;” from Lemma We similarly

define S+ = (C’%r, ¢, +00, 2)/~~ and S— = (Cﬁ_, ¢, —00, ) /~~, where C%L (resp. Cﬁ_) is the component
of C\ 7 to the right (resp., left) of 7. By Lemma restricted to the event ., the law of (S}, S;)

converge in total variational distance to that of (ST, 5 ). Since € can be arbitrary, by Lemmas
and |6.7] and Equation (6.2), the joint law of £(¢,7) and ST under LF¢ x L, (C) is the same as that
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of £(¢p,n) and Sy in Lemma Moreover, conditioning on £(¢, 1), the decorated quantum surfaces
S+ and S~ are conditionally independent.

Now we use the additional observation that both LF¢ and £, (C) are invariant under the mapping
z+— —z from C to C (in the case of £, we also translate the reflected loop so it lies in Loop,(C)).
Therefore (5*, S™) must agree in law with (S~, S1). Hence (ST, 5~) agrees in law with (S§, Sy ) in
Lemma Namely, if we uniformly conformal weld St and S —, the resulting decorated quantum
surface is QSy ® SLE; from Proposition [6.5] o

The conditional law of (¢,7) given (ST,S7) is obtained by conformally welding S*, S~ then
embedding the decorated quantum surface in (C, —oo, +00) in a rotationally invariant way around
the axis of the cylinder. The same holds for (¢°,7°) and (S;, Sy ). Consequently (¢, 7) and (¢°,1°)
agree in distribution, i.e. LF¢ x £.(C) = LF¢ x L.(C) where LF¢ x L,(C) is the law of (¢°,1°)

- —1

by Lemma Therefore L, = L, as desired, hence SLE: P _c SLE}SOP for some constant C.
This proves Theorem for k € (8/3,4). For k = 4, we can take the x 1 4 limit as explained in
Lemmas and to get L4 = L4 and conclude the proof. O

Remark 6.10 (Symmetry of the quantum annulus). As a byproduct of our proof, we can upgrade
Proposition to QA(a,b) = QA(b,a). Indeed, let A, be the annulus bounded by ny and n,.
Then the probability measure QA(a,b)¥ is the conditional law of the quantum surface (Apyny, b))/~
given U (no) = a and £y(m) = b. Given Theorem[6.3, we see that the law of (h,mo,m) is invariant
under the mapping z — —z of the cylinder. Therefore QA(a,b)” = QA(b,a)” hence QA(a,b) =
QA(b,a).

6.4 Convergence in total variation: proof of Lemma
We first make a simple observation.
Lemma 6.11. For e > 0, we have (LF¢ x L,.(C))[E-] < (LF¢ X L,(C))[E.] < cc.

Proof. We consider a coupling {n’ : i > 0} of (P);>o such that for each i > 1, P[n’ # n°]
achieves the minimum among all couplings of P; and FPy. Then in this coupling we can find a
subsequence i, such that P[n* # %) < 1/k? hence by Borel-Cantelli lemma n** = " a.s. for large
enough k. Now we take the product measure of LF¢ and this coupling. Then by Fatou’s lemma
we have (LFe x L(C))[E.] < liminfy_ o (LF¢ X P;,)[E:]. On the other hand, by Lemma
(LF¢ x Py)[E:] = (LF¢ x Py)[E:] = (LF¢ x L(C))[E¢] for all ¢ > 0. This concludes the proof. [

Given n € Loopy(C), let C,” be the connected component of C \ 7 containing +oo. Let f :
C+ — CF be a conformal map such that f(+00) = oo, where Cy := {z € C : Rez > 0} is
the half-cylinder. By standard conformal distortion estimates (e.g. [MS19, Lemma 2.4]), there
exists a positive constant Cy not depending on 7 such that |f(z) — 2| < % and |f"(z)] < & <
|f'(2)] < 2 for Rez > % (these are quantitative versions of the facts that CR(exp(—n),0) ~ 1 and
lim. 4o f'(z) = 1). We need the following estimate for embeddings of QD; ¢(¢)# on C, that is

uniform in 7 € Loopy(C).
Lemma 6.12. Suppose n € Loopy(C) and ¢ is such that the law of (C;, ¢, +00) /[~y is QDLO(E)#
for some £ > 0. Suppose g is a deterministic smooth function on C supported on {z € C : Rez €
[Co, Co + 1]} such that [ g(z)d*z = 1. Then
2 2
Pl(¢,9) ¢ (—K + ;logE,K+ ;logﬁ)] —0as K — o0

where the convergence rate only depends on g, but not on n, £ or the precise law of ¢.
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Proof. 1f (C,, ¢,400)/~ is a sample from QD o(¢)# then (C;, ¢ — %logﬁ, +00)/~ is a sample
from QD (1)#. Therefore it suffices to prove that if the law of (Cors ¢, +00) [~y i QD o(1)#, then

Pl(¢,9) ¢ (-K,K)] - 0as K — o0 (6.3)

where the convergence rate only depends on g.

To prove (6.3), let f: Cy — C; be a conformal map such that f(4o00) = 400 and set ¢g =
¢ o f+Qlog|f'|. Then (Cy,dpo,+00)/~~y = (C;F, ¢, +00)/~, hence its law is QDLO(l)#. Let S
be the collection of smooth functions ¢ that are supported on {Rez € [2Cy, 3Co + 1]} C Cy and
satisty [[€]loo < 4]|9]loc and ||[VE|loo < 8(||glloc + [|V9lloc). By the definitions of Cy and f, we see
that |f/[*go f € S. Let Y = supgcg |(¢o,€)|. Since ¢y is almost surely in the local Sobolev space of
index —1, we have Y < oo a.s. Note that || f'(2)1Re ze[cy,co+1]ll0 < 2 50

(¢, 9)| =1(b0 0 f1 +Qlog |(f )], 9)l < (0, [f'1?g 0 /)| + Qlog2 <Y + Qlog 2.

Since the law of ¢¢ is unique modulo rotations around the axis of C, the law of ¥ does not depend
on 7 or the precise law of ¢. Therefore, P[(¢,9) ¢ (—K,K)] <P[Y +Qlog2 > K| — 0 as K — oo,
as desired. O

Proof of Lemma[6.9 Let g be a smooth function on C as in Lemma For K > 0, define
_ 2 2
Sk = E-N{(¢,n) € H(C) x Loopy(C) : (¢, 9) € (—K + ;10g€(¢,n),K + log £(¢,n)}. (6.4)

Then dy, (LF¢ x Pj|g., LFc X Ly|g.) is bounded from above by
div(LFe X Pils,c, LFe X Ly|s ) + (LFe x P)[E: \ Sk] + (LF¢ x L,)[E. \ Sk]. (6.5)
Since (LF¢ x L,)[E:] < oo by Lemma and Nisco(F: \ Sk) = 0, we see that
lim (LFe % £.)[E. \ Sk] = 0. (6.6)
K—oo
On the other hand, conditioning on the boundary length being ¢, the conditional law of (C;;, P’ 00)/~ry
is QD o(¢)*. Since 1’ € Loopy(C), by Lemma we have

(LF¢ x P)[E. \ Sk] < (LF¢ x P)[E.] x ox (1)

where 0x (1) is a function converging to 0 as K — 0 uniform in ¢ > 0. Since (LF¢ x P;)[E;] does
not depend on i by (6.2), we have

K—oo 1>

lim magi(LFc x P;)[E: \ Sk] = 0. (6.7)

It remains to handle the first term in (6.5). Let Fx = {¢p € H*(C) : (¢,9) > —K + %log e}. Then
Sk C F. g xLoopy. We claim that LF¢[F; k] < co. Assuming this, since lim;_o div (P, E,{) =0, we
have lim;_,o0 dv (LFc|f, X P;, LEc|p, . X L) = 0 hence lim;_,o0 diy (LF¢ % P;|s,, LFc X Li|s,.) = 0.
Thus the quantity tends to 0 as ¢ — oo then K — oo, as desired.

By the definition of LF((;’iOO) from Definition our claim LF¢[F; k] < oo follows from the

fact that [~ P[G > —Je®72Q)¢ de < o0 if G is a Gaussian random variable. O
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6.5 The v’ € (4,8) case

In this section, we prove the following Proposition.

1
Proposition 6.13. For each ' € (4,8), there exists C € (0,00) such that SLE,:,OP = CSLELO,OP.

The proof here follows the framework of previous sections line by line, where the equivalence
of SLE, loop measure for x € (%, 4) is proved. Therefore, we just list the main steps for the case
k' € (4,8) and briefly mention the differences with the arguments in the proof of Proposition

Similar to the simple case, we let Loopy(C) be the set of non-crossing loops on the cylinder C
separating +oo with max{Rez : z € n} = 0. Define L,/(C) to be the shape measure of Zhan’s
SLE,. loop measure SLELO,Op (see Definition , and define £,/(C) to be the shape measure of

—1
SLE,:/OP (the counting measures of the full-plane CLE,/). Finally, we say a loop 1 in C surrounds
+o0 if the loop exp(—n) in € surrounds 0 (has nonzero winding number around 0).

Let C;B be the connected component of C\n° that contains 4+o0o. As the simple case, if one

samples CLE,: configuration on C:]ro, and translates its outermost loop surrounding +oc to be

an element ' € Loopy(C), then we define a Markov transition kernel n° — 7' on Loop(C).
The following lemma gives the x’ € (4,8) counterpart of Lemma (also extends the result of
Proposition 4 in [KW16] to the nonsimple case).

Lemma 6.14. Let (n )Z>1 be the Markov chain starting from n°. Then n™ converges in the total

variation distance to L, (C). Moreover, L,(C) is the unique stationary measure of the Markov
chain.

Lemma 6.15. Suppose 0 € D C D are two Jordan domains in C. Let T' and T be CLE,: config-
urations in D and D respectively. Then there is a coupling of I' and T such that with a positive
probability ¢ > 0, their loops surrounding the origin coincide.

Proof. Let D be a domain such that D C D C D and both of 8DNJD and DNHD have connected
subsets «, 8 more than one point. Let 0 € A C D be such that « C A and JA does not intersect
ODAOD. Similarly, let 0 € B C D be such that B C OB and 9B does not intersect ODAOD. Fix
ac€a bedD\0A, cefandde 8D\8B Let 7,7, 7,7 be the chordal SLE/ (k" — 6) from a to
bin D, from a to ¢ and from c to a in D and from ¢ to d in D (with the force points being a+,
a+, c—, c— respectively, where + stands for the couterclockwise direction).

In the following we will couple 7 and 7 such that with a positive probability 0 is disconnected,
i.e. not encircled by n (resp. 77) and clockwise boundary arc ba (resp. cd) in D (resp. D), and the
connected components of D\n and 13\77 containing 0 are the same. Once this coupling successes,
according to the construction of CLE,, by SLE,/ (k' — 6) exploration trees in Lemma (which
is based on [She09]), when 0 is disconnected in the above sense, the CLE,/ loops surrounding 0 are
from the conditionally independent CLE,s in the remaining connected component containing 0.

We will establish the coupling by using 7 and 7°® as intermediaries. Note that n and 7%¢ can
be viewed as the counterflow line of GFFs in D and D with some boundary data, which coincide
on D NAJD C A. By the absolute continuity of GFF (see e.g. [MS16a, Proposition 3.4]), the
law of restriction h|4 and h|4 are mutually absolutely continuous. Since the counterflow line is
determined by the field [MS16a, Proposition 5.13], we find that the laws of n and 7% before exiting
A are mutually absolutely continuous. For a non self-touching curve v from a and disconnecting
0, let 7 be its first time of that 0 is disconnected, and o < 7 be such that y(o) = (7). We call
v[o, 7] to be the disconnecting loop of 0. Now define the event E to be that 0 is disconnected before
exiting A, and the disconnecting loop of 0 is in AN B. Since F is measurable w.r.t. the curve before
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exiting A, once P[E] > 0, we can deduce that conditioned on the event E, the laws of the connected
components of D\7n and ﬁ\ﬁac containing 0 are mutually absolutely continuous. Similarly, we can
define the disconnecting loop of 0 for curves from c in parallel, and define the event E to be that 0
is disconnected before exiting B, and the disconnecting loop of 0 is in AN B. For the same reason,
once P[E] > 0, we find conditioned on E, the laws of the connected components of D\ and D\7j
containing 0 are mutually absolutely continuous.

By the reversibility of the chordal SLE./ (s’ — 6) [MSI16c, Theorem 1.2], 7°* and the time-
reversal of 7)%¢ are equal in law, hence in the following we set 7° to be the time-reversal of 7*¢
Define the event E := {7 is in E} N {the time-reversal 7 of 7% is in E}. Once P[E] > 0, by
the domain Markov property, we find that the laws of 77%¢[0, 7] (7 is the time that 7 disconnects
0), conditioned on E and E respectively, are mutually absolutely continuous. Indeed, if 7¢[0, 7]
satisfies the event E, then with a positive probability the remaining part of 7 n*c will stay in B,
which achieves the event E. Hence we_deduce that conditioned on E and E the laws of the
connected components containing 0 of D\A‘lC are mutually absolutely continuous. For the same
reason, conditioned on E and E respectively, the laws of the connected components containing 0
of D\ are mutually absolutely continuous. Since we have set 7°* to be the time-reversal of 7%
we have ﬁ\ﬁc D\A“C. Combining with the previous paragraph, we conclude that the laws of
the connected components containing 0 of D\n and D\7, conditioned on E and E respectively, are
mutually absolute continuous. Since then, by the maximal coupling, one can couple 7 (restricted
on E) and 7 (restricted on F) such that the connected components of D\n and D\7 containing 0
coincide with a positive probability. B

It remains to show that the probabilities for events E, E, E are all positive. In the following we
show P[F ] > 0; the cases for other two events can be done similarly. Fix three tubes 17,75, T35 as the
figure below. According to [GMQ18, Lemma A.1], the following three (conditional) probabilities
are all positive: the event F; that n hits the marked boundary of T, before exiting 77; conditioned
on Fy, the event Fs that n disconnects 0 and then hits T3 before exiting T5; and conditioned on
Ei and Es, the event FE3 that n ends at ¢ without leaving T5. Thus P[Ey N Ey N E3] > 0. Since
E1 N EyN Es C E, we have P[E] > 0.

O

Proof of Lemmal6.14 Let 0 € D C C be a Jordan domain and consider a full-plane CLE,; con-
figuration I'. Denote v to be the inner-most loop in I' surrounding D, and let G be the connected
component of C\7 containing 0 (and also D). Conditionally on I', independently take CLE,/ con-
figurations (I'p,I'¢) on D and G from the coupling in Lemma and denote its the success
probability to be ¢(G). Note that the resampling property for full-plane CLE,s gives that the
collection of loops I' := I'|p\¢ U {7} U TG also has the law of full-plane CLE,,. Hence we obtain
the desired coupling (T'p, f) for CLE,s on D and C such that with probability Ec(G) their loops
surrounding 0 in D coincide (Ec¢(G) > 0 since ¢(G) > 0 a.s.). O

The following proposition is the counterpart of Proposition Its proof is just by the same
argument as in the proof of with the input Theorem

Proposition 6.16. Fiz ' € (4,8). For some C > 0, we have
QSQ (9 SLE,S:/p = C/ aWeld(GQDLo(a), GQDLo(a))da.
0

For v’ € (4 8) let (h,n) be a sample from F x SLE;”(C). Then 1 can be uniquely written as
n° +t where 7° € Loop,(C) and t € R. The law of (7°,t) is CL,/(C) x dt. Conditioning on (h,n),
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Figure 7: Left: The configuration that the event E occurs, where the orange loop corresponds to
the segment 17%¢[o, 7]. A and B are the yellow and pink regions. Right: Three tubes 17,7, T3 are
colored grey light to dark, such that Ty C A, 7o C AN B and T3 C B. The marked boundary of T,
is colored black.

sample a CLE,s 't in C;I. Let (1*);>1 be the set of loops in I'*" separating +oco ordered from left

to right (note that (n*);>1 is just the Markov chain with the transition kernel defined above). Let
{1 (n%) be the quantum length of n’. The following is the counterpart of Lemma

Lemma 6.17. The law of £,(n") is the same as the law of £;,(n°).

Proof. By Propositions and the joint law of £5,(n°) and £;(n') is
Cab|GQD; o(a)[|GA(a, b)[|GQD ((b)| da db,

and by Definition |GA(a,b)| = |GA(b,a)| so this expression is symmetric in a and b. Thus the
lemma holds for ¢ = 1, and inductively for general 1. O

We now state Lemma which is the k' € (4,8) analog of Lemma In Lemma we
defined quantum surfaces SZ?L and S; parametrized by the regions C’TJ]; and O, to the right and
left of the (simple) loop 7;. In the present setting n; is nonsimple, so to state Lemma we will
define the analogous forested quantum surfaces (‘5;r and &, parametrized by regions (’Zj{i and €
these regions have to be defined via index with resepct to the loop, rather than “right” and “left”.

For 7" € Loop,(C), we define C:O as follows. Let f(z) = e~ be the conformal map from C to C,

and let D,o be the set of points on € whose index w.r.t. fo n® is non-zero (in particular, 0 € D,0).
We then set QZ;O = fH(Dyp) (s0o +¢ € (’:;LO). One can similarly define €. By Proposition
the quantum surfaces parametrized by Qij{i and €, are forested quantum surfaces when ¢ = 0, and
inductively by Proposition they are forested quantum surfaces when i > 0.

Lemma 6.18. Fori > 0, conditioning on (h,n;), let z; be a point on n; sampled from the probability
measure proportional to the generalized quantum length measure. Let 6? (resp. &, ) be the forested
quantum surface parametrized by fo{i (resp. <, ) having marked points points z; and +oo (resp. —o0).
Then the conditional law of & given & is GQDljl(&L(m))# for all i > 0.

Proof. When i = 0, this follows from Theorem The ¢ > 1 case follows iteratively using
Proposition [5.15 O
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Let E. be the event that the generalized quantum length of 7 is larger than €. The following is
the counterpart of Lemma

Lemma 6.19. For each & > 0, lim;_,o diy (LF¢ X Pi|p., LF¢ x £,(C)|g.) = 0.

Proof of Proposition[6.13 given Lemma[6.19. According to [GMQ1I8, Theorem 1.1], the inversion
invariance also holds for CLES, ie. E,{/ (C) is invariant under the mapping z — —z from C to C.
Then the result just follows line by line in the proof of Proposition [6.3] with the x < 4 inputs
replaced by Lemmas and and Proposition [6.16) O

Now it remains to prove Lemma [6.19] To this end, we repeat the argument in Section The
key input is the following counterpart of Lemma [6.12] Recall the universal constant Cy defined
above Lemma [6.12]

Lemma 6.20. Supposen € Loopy(C) and ¢ are such that the law of (&}, ¢, +00)/~ is GQDLO(E)#.
Suppose g is a deterministic smooth function on [Co,Co + 1] x [0,2n] with [ g(z)d*z = 1. Then

Pl(¢,9) ¢ (K + %logE,KJr %logé)] — 0 as K — oo,

where the convergence rate only depends on g.

Proof. Similarly as in Lemma if the law of (&, ¢, 00)/~ is GQDLO(Z)#, then the law of
(€F, ¢ —Flogl,00)/~y is GQD o(1)#. Thus it suffices to show that if the law of (€}, ¢, 00)/~. is
GQD, ,(1)#, then

’ P[(¢,9) ¢ (—K, K)] = 0 as K — oo, (6.8)
where again the convergence rate depends only on g. Let Cn+ be the connected component of C\n
containing 4+o0o0. Sample a point z on n'" = 8C,;r from the probability measure proportional to
quantum length, and let ST = (C;7, ¢, +-00, 2) /~,. Since the law of (&, $,00)/~ is GQD, o(1)7,
the conditional law of S* given the quantum length £, (n™) is QD171(€¢(nin))#. Since Cp > 0, we
have € N [Cy, Co + 1] = CF N [Co, Co + 1]. Thus, by Lemma applied to o',

Jim Pl(¢,9) ¢ (—K, K)|s(n™)] = 0. (6.9)

Since P[(¢,9) ¢ (—K,K)] = E[P[(¢,9) ¢ (—K, K)[{,(n™)]], the dominated convergence theorem
and imply . O

Proof of Lemma[6.19. Recall E; is the event that the generalized quantum length of n is larger
than ¢. Following line by line as in Lemma one can first show that (LF¢ x £, (C))[E:] <
(LF¢ x Lx(C))[E:] < co. Then the proof is the same as the proof of Lemma except that we
need to replace Sk in with

Sk = E=0{(é.n) € H™(€) x Loopy(C) : (6,9) € (—K + - log (), K + 3 log £4(n))}

and use Lemma [6.20]in the place of Lemma [6.12]
Proof of Theorem[1.1]. Propositions [6.3] and prove the claim for x € (0,4] and k € (4,8).
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6.6 Duality of the SLE loop measure

Let & € (2,4). Fix a point z on the sphere €, and sample 7 ~ SLEll%O/I; Let n™ be the boundary

of the connected component of @\7] containing zg.
Proposition 6.21. For k € (2,4), the law of n'™ is CSLE}SOP for some C € (0,00).

Proof. In this proof we let C' be a constant depending only on ~ that may change from line to line.

Let (C, h,n, 29) be an embedding of a sample from QS; ® SLEII%O/I;, and let n™ be the boundary

of the connected component of C\1 containing zp. Let M; be the law of (C,h, 7™, 29)/~.. Let
p, q be independently sampled from the probability measure proportional to the quantum length
measure on 7', and let M3 be the law of (@,h,nin,p,q, 2p)/~~ weighted by the square of the
quantum length of n'™. We will show that

Ms=C /0 h Weld(QDy 5(b, a), QD; 5(a, b)) da db. (6.10)

Given (6.10), by forgetting the points on ™ and deweighting, we get M = C' [;° {Weld(QD(¢), QD o(¢)) d¢,
so Theorem tells us that M; = CQS; ® SLE°P. The desired result follows. The rest of the
proof is devoted to showing .

By Theorem n cuts (C, h,1,p, q, 20)/~~ into a pair of forested quantum surfaces; let &+ be
the forested quantum surface containing marked points (p, q, 2p), and let 6 be the other forested
quantum surface (having marked points (p, ¢)). Similarly, n™ cuts ((D h,n™,p,q,20)/~~ into a pair
of quantum surfaces ST and S~, where ST has marked points (p, ¢, z9) and S~ has marked points

16/

Thus, writing M55 (2; 41, £2) to denote the law of a sample from MEL(2; 44, 05) with a bulk point
sampled from the probability measure proportional to the quantum area measure on the thick
quantum disk (without foresting) and with law weighted by the quantum area of the thick quan-
tum disk (without foresting), by Definition the law of (67,6%) is [[;° GQDg(fa, f1) X
M§~d-(2;£1,£2) dl1 dfy. Recall from Definition that GQDy 5(f2, £1) = ./\/lg'd'('y2 — 2;09,41), and
that two-pointed forested quantum disks arise from welding forested line segments to two-pointed
quantum disks (Definition [2.26). Thus, the joint law of (S~,S™) is

(p,q). See Figure |§
By Theorem|3.3|and Proposition 2.34, we have QS ®SLE°® = C Jo7 Weld(GQD(¢), M o 0(7, 0))de.

C/Weld (ME- (6, 02), ME (12, £2), ME(3 = 2113, 12), ME (11, ), M (01,0)) > M (2:0,D)

with integral taken over a, b, {1, 02,t1,t2 > 0 and welding interfaces forgotten. By Proposition
. 2 .
the first term in the integrand integrated over £1, f5 > 0 simplifies to C'Weld (M sk (2— b, t2), MGisk(~2

2 t, 1), MIk(2 — l;;tha)), and by Proposition integrating this term over t1,to > 0 gives
CMG5(2; b, a). We conclude that the joint law of (S, 5%) is C [ [ M3™(2;b, a) x M35(2; a, b) da db,
so by Definition we obtain (6.10)). O

6.7 Full-plane CLE via conformal welding
Theorem [1.1] yields the following variant of Theorem

Theorem 6.22. Let F be a measure on H—1(C) such that the law of (T, h)/~~ is QS if h is sampled
from F. For k € (%,4), we sample (h,T,n) from F(dh)Countr(dn) CLE®(dI'), where CLET (dll)
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Figure 8: Left: Forested quantum surfaces &~ and &*. Right: By Proposition ST is a
sample from QD; 5. On the other hand, splitting the forested line segments off of &% and welding
them together (Proposition , we can express ST in terms of the conformal welding of two-

pointed quantum disks with weights (2 — g, v2—-22— 72—2), hence it is a two-pointed quantum disk
with weight 2 (Proposition [3.4). Thus we can identify the joint law of S~ and ST.

is the law of a full-plane CLE, and Countr(dn) is the counting measure on a sample T' from
CLET(dI'). For ¢ > 0, let Weld(QD(¢) ® CLE,, QD(¢) ® CLE,) be the quantum surface decorated
by a loop ensemble and a distinct loop obtained from uniformly welding a pair of CLE-decorated
quantum disks sampled from [QD(¢) ® CLE,] x [QD(¢) ® CLE,]. Then the law of (C,h,T',n)/~~ is

c / - Weld(QD(¢) ® CLE,, QD(¢) ® CLE, ) d¢  for some C € (0,00).
0

Proof of Theorem[6.24. This immediately follows from Theorems [1.1] and combined with the
following property of full-plane CLEC from [KW16].

Proposition 6.23 ([KW16]). Sample (I',n) from Countr(dn) CLEL(dT). Conditioning on 1, the
conditional law of T'\ {n} is given by two independent CLEy’s on the two components of C\n. O

The analog of Proposition holds for k' € (4, 8) as well.

Proposition 6.24. Sample (T',n) from Countr(dn) CLES (dT). Conditioning on 1, the conditional
law of T\ {n} is given by sampling independent CLE,/’s on the each connected components of C\n.

Proof. From |[GMQI8| Lemma 2.9], let 7,, be the sequence of loops of I" surrounding 0. For each n,
~r, splits € into countably many connected components. If we condition on 7, and the set of loops
in I" which are contained in the unbounded connected component of C\ 7,,, then the conditional law
of the rest of I is that of an independent CLE,, in each bounded connected C \ 7,. By conformal
invariance of full-plane CLE (|[GMQI8, Theorem 1.1]), we can swap the roles of the connected
component containing 0 and the unbounded component, hence the result follows. ]

We have the following analog of Theorem for k' € (4,8).

Theorem 6.25. Let F be a measure on H'(C) such that the law of (C,h)/~ is QS if h is
sampled from F. For k' € (4,8), we sample (h,T',n) from F(dh)Countr(dn) CLES (dl), where
CLEY (dD') is the law of a full-plane CLE, and Countr(dn) is the counting measure on a sample
T from CLES(dT'). For ¢ > 0, let Weld(GQD(¢) ® CLE,s, GQD(¢) ® CLE,/) be the generalized
quantum surface decorated by a loop ensemble and a distinct loop obtained from uniformly welding
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a pair of CLE-decorated quantum disks sampled from [GQD({) ® CLE,/] x [GQD(¢) @ CLE,/|. Then
the law of (C,h,T',n)/~~ is

C’/ - Weld(GQD(¥) ® CLE,;, GQD(¢) ® CLE,/ ) d¢  for some C € (0, 0).
0

Proof. Combine Proposition [6.24] and Theorem [I.1] O

7 Electrical thickness of the SLE loop via conformal welding

In this section we prove Theorem Recall from Section |§| the cylinder C = R x [0, 27] with z € R
identified with x + 27i, and that £,(C) is the pullback of the loop shape measure £, under the
map z +— e *. Thus L,(C) is a probability measure on loops 1 in C separating +oo and satisfying
max.c, Rez = 0. For a loop n sampled from L,(C), we write ¥(n) for the electrical thickness of
exp(n). Then Theorem [1.3|is equivalent to: For x € (0, 8)

sin(r(1=r/4)) TV (LR/24M/2 Loy 4k

E[eM™)] = T(1=6/9) " sin(my/(1—r/4)2+ A /2)

g
00 ifAZl—g

(7.1)

Consider o < @ and set A = %2 —Qa+2. Let LY be defined by the following reweighting of £, (C).

dce
dL,(C)

(1) = (CR(exp(n), 0)CR(exp(—n),0))~F #2272 = 240 (72)

Thus proving Theorem amounts to computing the total mass [£Z|. We will obtain the
following two results by conformal welding of quantum surfaces and forested quantum surfaces:

Proposition 7.1. Let k € (0,4), v = /K and Q = 3 + % For some constant C = C(k) and all
a € (3,Q) we have

2—a2+2Qa’£m =C .

Proposition 7.2. Let ' € (4,8), v = 16/Vx' and Q = 1 + 2. For some constant C = C(r') and

all o € (3,Q), we have

g +2Qaipa) — o1 T
R Ee W)

Given these, we complete the proof.
Proof of Theorem [I.3. We break the proof of (7.1]) (hence Theorem into several cases.

Casel: k <4and \ € (1—%—%,1—%). Leta=Q—/Q?>—4+2\€ (§,Q),s0 A= %—Qa—i—z
By (7.2)) and Proposition we have

E[eMM] =272 L2 = C

for some constant C' = C(). Since x € (0,4), we have 0 € (1 — § — 21— §). Thus we can obtain

the value of C' by considering 1 = E[e’] = %. This yields (7.1]) in this case.
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Case II: k < 4 and X € R. Since ¥(n) > 0 a.s. the function \ — E[e*?(] is increasing. Thus for
A < 0 we have E[eM)] < IE[ Wn )] =1, and since 1 — § — 2 < () we can use analytic continuation
to extend the result from (1 - ¢ — 2,1~ ¢) to (—oo0,1— g) Fmally, taking a limit from below, we
have for any A > 1 — ¢ that ]E[ w(”)] > limypy s E[e)?(] = 0o, where the limit follows from the
explicit formula obtalned in Case I.

Case III: K = 4. For A < %, we obtain the result by taking x 1 4 as follows. Let 7, be sampled
from L, then ¥(n,) — ¥(ny) in law as k 1 4 by Lemma Fix A < X' < 1—%. For & sufficiently

close to 4 the family {e’w(”ﬁ)} is uniformly integrable, since Theorem gives a uniform bound
on E[e}?()] for k close to 4. Therefore lim,py E[e?)] = BeM)]. Now, for A > 1, the

29
monotonicity argument of Case IT gives Ele ’\19(’7)] = 0.

Case IV: k € (4,8). For A e (1 —-% — = 1 — %) the argument is identical to that of Case I,
using Proposition [7.2] instead of Proposmon The extension to general A € R follows the same
monotonicity argument of Case II. O

We now introduce the key objects in our proofs of Propositions and Let v € (0,2) and
k € {72,16/+%} N (0,8) (in subsequent sections we will specialize to a fixed value of k).

Sample a pair (n,t) from £ x dt (where dt is the Lebesgue measure on R), and let SLEI™ be
the law of the translated loop 1 +t. Then SLE}™™“ is an infinite measure on loops on C separating
+o00. Note that £ = L£4(C). According to Lemma SLE®7 is a constant multiple of the
measure SLE}?P(C) from Section [6]

Let « < @ and W = 2v(Q — «). Let F be the law of h as in Definition so that the law
of (C, h, —00, +00) /~ry is MFP(W). Now sample (h,7) from F x SLEFP® and write M (W) @
SLE;P for the law of (C, h,n, —00,400)/~,.

This object is related to L as follows. Recall LF(Ca’iOO) on C from Definition m

Proposition 7.3. If (¢,n) is sampled from LFéa’ioo) x L%, the law of (C, ¢,n, —00,4+00)/~ is
C(Q—a) MsPh( W) ® SLE™®  for some constant C' = C(k) € (0, 00). (7.3)

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the definition of SLE}™* and [AHS24, Theorem 1.2],
which says the following: let h be the field in Definition so the law of (C, h, —00,400)/~, is
MSph( W). Let T € ]R be sampled from Lebesgue measure independently of h, and set ¢ := h(-+T).

Then ¢ has law PT(om )2 LF(Q Fo0) O

In Section we will prove Proposition (k < 4). The proof uses a conformal welding result
for ./\/lSph( W) ® SLES®* (Proposition ' shown in Section the conformal welding gives two
different descriptions of ./\/l;ph(W) ® SLEZ*™“, allowing us to compute the size of an event in two
different ways, and a computation deferred to Section Next, for k' € (4,8), we review the area
statistics of generalized quantum disks with an a-insertion in Section and in Section [7.5] we
carry out an argument parallel to that of Section [7.1] to prove Proposition [7.2]

7.1 The case k € (0,4)
We now present the conformal welding result needed for the proof of Proposition

Proposition 7.4. For a € (3,Q) and for some constant C = C(7) we have

C(Q — a) M (W) @ SLE* — / (- Weld(ME%(a; 0), ME%(q; 0)) d.
0
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tion We would like to compare the area of a sample from /\/lSph(W) ® SLE*»% using Proposi-
tions|7.3| and [7.4]to obtain |£%] and hence prove Theorem but ./\/lSph( W) @ SLESP*[e=4] = o0.
We will find a d1fferent computable observable that is finite. Note that M5P Y(W) @ SLE®P is a
measure on quantum surfaces decorated by two marked points and a loop separating them. The
loop separates the quantum surface into two connected components. For 0 < ¢ < d, let Ej. be the
event that the connected component containing the first marked point has quantum area at least 1
and the loop has quantum length in (e, ). The size of E; . is easy to compute using Proposition

We postpone the proof of Proposition [7.4] to Section [7.2] and proceed to the proof of Proposi-
‘

Lemma 7.5. Let a € (3,Q). With C' from Proposition MSph( W) ® SLE»“(E5 .| equals

1 (1+057€(1))log5_1 2 7%7 2 SinL,yQ -2(Q-a)
CQ-ap” 3<@—a>r<3<@—a>>(v T () T

where the error term o5 (1) satisfies lims_,o lim._,9 05 (1) = 0.

Proof. Let A be the quantum area of a sample from M{*¥(a; /). By Proposition to prove
Lemma [7.5] it suffices to prove

- ) 22\ ~2(Q=0)
[ttt B () )

(7.4)
since the left side of (7.4) is the mass of Es. under [J°¢- Weld(M?iSk(oz; 0), M$%(; £)) de. By the
scahng of quantum area and boundary length, we have M{(q; )#[A > 1] = MK (a; 1)7 [A >
¢=2]. By Theorem [2.23 - 3| the quantum area law of M{k(a;1)# is inverse gamma with shape a =

2(Q — o) and scale b = (4sin =’ )~L. Let T be the lower incomplete gamma function; this satisfies

2 1
lim,,_,o (“ v = 1. By the tail asymptotic property of the inverse gamma distribution, as £ — 0,
2
. T(2(Q — a); £2/4sin 2 L4 o1 2\ 19
M 14 > 1] = 2 2) A i) Lt .
IrE@—a) 2Q-al(2(Q—a)) \ 4sin ™

2- %U(a)ﬁ (@=@=1 Therefore

By Proposition [2.18 we have |M{K(q; )| =

5 5 2 2 .
/ ‘- ’M‘fiSk(a;é)‘M‘fiSk(a;Z)[A > 1] d€:/ z(ir”‘zU(a)e?(“‘Q)‘l) MK (o 0)#[4 > 1]

£

SR e | GG ) (ssm nym_a) [ora -

v

We can also compute the size of Ej. using Proposition in terms of [£%| and R(«).

Proposition 7.6. For a € (3,Q), with the error term in the same sense as in Lemma

(Mbph( W) @ SLEZP)[Es.] = (1 + 0575(1))2(5;(_0[2)2|£m loge™ 1.

We postpone the proof of Proposition to Section and proceed to the proof of Proposi-
tion [7.1] using Lemma [7.5] and Proposition
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Proof of Proposition 7. In this proof, we write C' for a r-dependent constant that may change
from line to line. By Lemma [7.5| and Proposition [7.6] we get

—a Qﬂ T C 2 %7 2 sinL’Y? —%(Q—a)
e 2@~ )2\£ i W(Q—a)F(i(Q—a))@ Ve )) (4 4 ) ’

Using the definitions of R() and U(«) in (2.3) and (2.4) and cancelling equal terms gives

2

) G -0) L x
r(1-2) 3(@—a) " \T(1 - %)2sin("

The identity I'(2)['(1 — 2z) = s(rzy gives equality of the first terms on the left and right hand sides,
so rearranging and using I'(z + 1) = 2I'(z) and I'(1 — 2)I'(2) =

2(Q-a)
)) 20" ~2Qap(1 4 %(oz —Q))?

gives the desired identity:

sm(7rz)

sin(4(Q — o))
O

2—a2+2Qa|£g’ _ CF(I}‘(—"’;(’Q;(i Z))Q)))
2

v v v
P - 2Q-a)P(L(@Q-a) = CLa-Q)

We now proceed to prove Propositions [7.4] and in Sections and respectively.

7.2 Conformal welding of two quantum disks with generic insertions

The goal of this section is to prove Proposition We start from the y-insertion case.

Lemma 7.7. If (¢,n) is sampled form LF?’ioo) X L;(C), then the law of (C, ¢,n, —00, +00)/~~ is
C 57 € Weld(Mi<(y; €), M5 (y; £))de.

Proof. Recall SLES®P from Proposition which is SLEEJOp restricted to loops separating 0 and
0o. By the definition of L,;, for some vy-dependent constant C’ € (0,00), the pull back of SLESP
via the map z — e~% is ¢/ SLE®P. Therefore, QSy ® SLEXP = C'MP"(v) @ SLE*P?. Now
Propositions [7.3] and [6.5] yield Lemma [7.7] O

By the definition of M{(qa;¢), if we sample a field X from LFI(I?’i)(Z), then the law of

(H, X, )/~ is M{k(a; £). We now recall a fact from [ARS23] about the reweighting of LF](I;Y’i) ()
by wola—=y)Xn

Lemma 7.8 (JARS23, Lemma 4.6]). For any £ > 0,¢ € (0,1) and for any nonnegative measurable
function f of X that depends only on X|m\ p.(;), we have

2

1 i 7 oLl
/ F(X | b)) x £2@ 7l X gL o) = / F(X|m 5.5 dLES (0),

where X is a sample in H-'(H) and X.(i) means the average of X on the boundary of the ball

B.(i) ={z:|z —1] <e}.

We now state a version for the sphere; the proof is very similar to that of Lemma but we
include it here for completeness.
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Lemma 7.9. Let n1 be a simple loop in © separating 0 and 1. Let Dy, be the connected component
of C\ m containing 0. Let p be a point on m and let ¢ : H — D, be the conformal map with
¥(i) =0 and (0) = p. Fore € (0,1), let Cy, e = C\¢(B:(i)). For ¢ sampled from LFg’O)’(%l),
let X = ¢pop+Qlog Y] so that (H, X,z,O)/N,7 = (Dy,,9,0,p)/~~. Then for a fized a € (Q—7,Q)

and for any nonnegative measurable function f of ¢ that depends only on qb\@m,pyg we have
2
- +Qa—2
/ F(¢) x e300 la=nXe() gLp(q 001 / (o <CR(?71»0)) ’ JL(@0.011)
2 © ‘

Proof. Let 6. be the uniform probability measure on 9B.(i) and 56 := 1,0;. Recall notations in
Section [2.1] where P is the probability measure for the GFF on C. Let E be the expectation for

Pg, then G@(z w) = ]E[h(x)h(y)] —log|z — w| 4 log|z|+ + log |w|+. For a sample h from P,
we set hi=h —2Qlog| - |+ + Z; 1YGe (-, ). Lemma |7.9{ will follow from three identities.
(a=7)@Q .
Sla=Xe(0) _ <CR<;71=0>> o) (6.02). (75)

N —(a—7) N
/f(@ % el (¢:0) dLFg,o),(%l) _ (‘ECR(JMO)) ¥ W/E[e(a_y)(hﬂg)f(ﬁ_1_0)]6(04—}—7—2@)5 de.
(7.6)

—3(a—y)?
/E[ @=D08:) f(Fy 4+ ¢)elo+1-2Qe g = <ECR(277MO)> ’ /f(¢)LF§§"O)’(%1). (7.7)

To prove (7.5)), note that X.(i) = (X,6.) = (po ¢+ Qlog|¢'], b:). Since 1" is holomorphic and
log |¢//| is harmonic, we have (log |4/, 6.) = log |¢'(i)| hence (X,0.) = (¢,0.) + Qlog |¢'(i)|. Since
[4/(i)] = 3CR (11, 0), we get (7.5). R

To prove (7.6), let n° := 1 (0B.(i)). Since 6. is the harmonic measure on 7° viewed from 0, we
have (log| - |,6.) = log CR(7%,0) = log w. Since € < 1, the curve 7)° is contained in the unit
disk hence (log |-\+,§5) = 0. Let G§,(0, 2) := (G@(-,z),ag). Then G(0, 2) = G@(O z)forz € Cyp, pe
and G5(0,0) = — log SR Thys, (—2Q1log| - |+ +7Ge(-,0) +7Go(-, 1),0.) = —vlog SR,
Therefore (h + ¢, gg) = (h, 55) — 7 log % + c. Recall from Definition that LFg’O)’(% ) is

the law of A + ¢ under e(QW*QQ)Cdc]P@(dIZ). This gives (7.6]).
To prove (7.7)), note that E[h(2)(h,0:)] = (Gc(-, 2),0:) = G¢(0, 2), which equals Gg(z,0) for
z € Cy, pe. By Girsanov’s theorem and the fact that f(¢) depends only on ¢|¢, , ., we have

/E[e(a—v)(hﬁs)f(ﬁ + ¢)]elet1=2Q)e ge = E[e(a—v)(hﬁa)] / [F(h+ (= 7)Gas(-, 0) + )] @172 g
_ ek / E[f (7 + (@ — 7)Go (- 0) + o)) e®+72Qe .

~ ~ =~ —La—n)?
Since Var((h,0.)) = (G4(+,0),60:) = —log 7€CR(27”’0), we have B[e(@=7)(02)] = <7ECR(2’71*0)) 20 )

Since the law of h + ¢ under e ~2Q)dcP (dh) is LF((S’O)’(%U, we get (7.7)).
Combining ([7.5)), (7.6)) and ([7.7), and collecting the prefactors via

a2
CR(11,0)\ @2 (cCR(1,0)\ "™ (eCR (11,00 2@ C1tazy2) (CR(p1,0)\ 7 T@0
2 2 — =e g

we conclude the proof of Lemma O
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Suppose 7 is a simple curve in C separating =00 with two marked points p~,p™ € 1. Let Di
be the connected Components of C\n containing +o0o, and let wi H — Di be the conformal
maps sending (i,0) to (00, pT). We need the following lemma, Wthh is essentlally the variant of
Lemma on C where ~-insertions at +o0o are changed to a-insertions.

Lemma 7.10. Let n be a simple curve in C that separates oo with two marked points p—,p* € n.
For e € (0,%), let Copte = C\ (¢, (B=(9)) Ut (Bc(i))). For ¢ sampled from LFé'y’ioo), let

= ¢o¢$+Qlog |(¢,j7:)’] Then for a fired o € (3, Q) and for any € € (0, i) and any nonnegative
measurable function f of ¢]cn b We have

/f ¢|C . *’726(04*“/)(X;(’i)+X5+(7;)) dLFé’Yvioo)

-5 +Qa—2
- [ 166l . ( CR(exp(1).0)CR(exp(-1).0)) ALES),

Proof. Let g : © — C be given by g(z) = ;%7 and let G : C — C be given by G = goexp. By

[AHS24, Lemma 2.13], if ¢ is sampled from LF(C%iOO) then ¢ := ¢ o G~1 + Qlog|(G™!)'| has law
LF870)7(7:+1)

, and the same is true when + is replaced by a. Let (7,p~,p1) = (G(n),G(p™),G(p™)).
Since ¢'(0) = —1 and i( (1))|:=0 = 1, we see that CR(exp(n),0) = CR(#,0) and CR(exp(—n),0) =
CR(7},+1). Let C; = . := C\(G(¢p~(B:(4))) U G(¥"(Be(i)))). Then Lemma is equivalent to
the following: for any nonnegative measurable function f of qg that depends only on <z§|@ﬁ7ﬁ L. We
have

/f(ég) x g7 gl (XE (4 XL @) g p(10-(r 1)

/1 A X ~% +Qa-2 (,0),(cr,4+1)
:/f(¢)<4CR(17,O)CR(77,+1)> dLF g (7.8)

Now we apply Lemma [7.9we get

PN — Ao~ 1
[ £@) x bt Dele X0 qupg 00 - [ fg) (Qcmﬁ,m)

Applying the argument of Lemma again to change the insertion at +1, we get ([7.8]). O

2
— 2 1 Qa-2
(2,0),(7:+1)
dLF (SO0,

For a curve n in C that separates +o00, we let Harm_o,, (resp. Harm,..,) be the harmonic
measure on 7 viewed from —oo (resp., +00).

Lemma 7.11. There is a constant C = C(v) such that the following holds. Suppose o € (3,Q).
Sample (¢p,n,p~,p") from the measure

C - LF ) (dg) £2(dn) Harm o, ,(dp~) Harm oo, (dp™).

Let X4 = ¢o d)ff + Qlog |(@Z),jf)’| Let T be the quantum length of the clockwise arc from p~ to p*
in D;f. Then the law of (X—, X, 7) is

/ LES () x LESD () x [1ye0.0dr] de.
0

57



Proof. We first prove the case a = ~, namely

C-LFS ™ (dg) L, (dn) Harm o, ,(dp~) Harm o, (dp™) = / LEG? () x LE D (0) % [1re 0.0 dr] e,

" (7.9)
where with abuse of notation we view the left-hand side as a measure on triples (X, X1, 1) €
H=Y(H) x H7Y(H) x [0,00). Indeed, is an immediate consequence of Proposition and
Lemma 2.2]

Now, let ¢ € (0,%) and H. := H\B.(i). Let f be a nonnegative measurable function of

(X |m., Xt|m., 7), then reweighting (7.9) gives

€ [ SO0t X 7)o 7D O IR  1) 2, ) Harc e Hrmn (07
_ /0 h ( / FOX o, X o, 7)e 7 el X @) gL p0) () 5 LEGD () x [176(07@657]) .
By Lemma [7.10] the left hand side equals
C [ FOC e, X ot I (0) 5 () sy,

By Lemma the right hand side equals

/ ( / FOXC o, X e, PLFSD (0) x LS (0) x [1T€(0,Z)d7]> .
0
Since the above two expressions agree for every ¢ and f, we obtain the result. O

Proof of Proposition 7. In Lemma the law of (C,¢,n,+00)/~, is C(Q — a)QM;ph(W) ®
SLE;*®“ by (7.3), and the joint law of ((H,X i)/~ (H,X",i)/~y,7) is [5° (MK (s 0) x
Mk (a; ) x [176(0’5)€_ld7] dl. Since [176(075)6_1037'] corresponds to uniform conformal welding,
the law of (C, ¢,n,£00)/~ is [;° (Weld(M{=* (a; £), MK (; £)) de. O

7.3 The appearance of R(a) and |£%|: proof of Proposition

We will prove Proposition via a particular embedding of M;ph(W). Let h be the field h + ¢
in Definition [2.6|so that the law of (C, h, —o0,4+00)/~ is ./\/l;ph(W). Now we restrict to the event
{pn(C) > 1} and set ¢ := h(- — a), where a € R is such that pp((—o0,a) x [0,27]) = 1. Namely,
we shift h horizontally such that pg({z € C : Rez < 0}) = 1. Let M be the law of ¢ under this
restriction. Then we can represent M;ph(W) ® SLE®“[Es ] in Proposition [7.6| as follows.

Lemma 7.12. Given a simple closed curve n on C separating +oo, let C,J]r (resp. C;) be the
connected component of C\n containing +oo (resp. —o0). Fort € R, let n+t be the curve on C
obtained by shifting n by t. Now sample (¢,t,1°) from M x dt x LS and set n =n" +t. Let

Ej. = {(o.n) 1 ¢ < Ly(n) < 6 and ps(Cy) > 1} (7.10)

where Ly(n) is the quantum length of n. Then ./\/lzph(W) ® SLEFP [ Es | = (M x dt x LY)[E; ]

Proof. Since the measure SLE}™® is invariant under translations along the cylinder, the law of

(C,¢,m, +00, —00)/~. is the restriction of M;ph(W) ®SLEP® to the event that the total quantum
area is larger than 1. Now Lemma follows from the definition of Es.. O
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The next lemma explains how the reflection coefficient R(c) shows up in Proposition

©1p a=Q)-1 ;. _ yR(a)
Lemma 7.13. |M| = [[° 5R(« da = 350y
Proof. This simply comes from Lemma O

By Lemmas and [7.13] Proposition [7.6] is reduced to the following proposition.

Proposition 7.14. Let a € (3,Q). With an error term o5(1) satisfying lims_, limsup,_,q |05 (1)] =

0, we have

2loge!

M x dt x LOY[E}.] = (1+ 05.(1))| M| £2] 285 7.11

( ) Es] = ( (1) [ M]] ’7(@—01) (7.11)
Proof of Proposition given Proposition[7.1] By Lemma and we have
2log ! R(a)

PR(W) @ SLESP*)[Es.] = (1 )M e =225~ 1 1)) 5| £2] log e

(M (W) ® SLEI)[Es ] = (1 + 05(1))[M]| H|,Y(Q_a) (1+05¢( ))Q(Q_a)2’ wlloge )

Figure 9: Illustration of the proof of Proposition On the left (¢,t,7n") is sampled from
M x dt x L% and n = n° +t. The curve n° satisfies Sup,¢,, Rez = 0 and the field ¢ satisfies
pe({z € C : Rez < 0}) = 1. The domain D, is colored grey. The event Ej_is {£4(n) €

(e,0) and py(Cy) > 1}. If Ej_ occurs, we have €¢,( )~ e%X Therefore t is in an interval close to

the red one on the right figure, which is approxiately (—~— (Q ) logd—1, W(Q ) loge=1). The proofs
of Lemmas [7.18) and [7.20] are done by quantifying this statement in two directions.

The high level idea for proving Proposition is the following. Suppose (¢,t,7n°) is sampled
from M x dt x L%. For s > 0, let X be the average of ¢ on [s, s + 27mi]/~. For most realizations
of (¢,1%), the occurrence of Ej_ is equivalent to the event that t lies in some interval of length

(14 05.(1)) il(‘zggf;; determined by X. (See Figure @) Hence the mass of Ej_ is this length times

|M||L£%]. In the rest of this section, we first prove a few properties for X in Section and then
prove Proposition [7.14] in Section [7.3.2]

7.3.1 The field average process

We need the following description of the law of ¢|c, and (X)s>0, where C := {2 € C : Rez > 0}
is the right half cylinder.
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Lemma 7.15. Let ¢ be a sample from M. Conditioned on ¢|c_, the conditional law of ¢|c. is the

law of do+h— (Q—«a) Re(+), where ¢q is a zero boundary GFF on C, and b is a harmonic function
determined by ¢|c_ whose average on the circle [s,s + 2mi]/~ does not depend on s. Moreover, let
X, be the average of ¢ on [s,s + 2mi]/~. Conditioned on Xy, the conditional law of (X5 — Xo)s>0
is the law of (Bs — (Q — )s)s>0 where By is a Brownian motion.

Proof. The first statement is the sphere analog of [AG21, Lemmas 2.10 and 2.11] based on the
domain Markov property of Gaussian free field. The proof is identical so we omit it. The second
statement on (Xs)s>o follows from the first statement. O

Proposition essentially follows from the fact that the field average process (Xs)s>0 looks
like a line of slope —(Q — a)). We now introduce two random times to quantify this. For y > 0, let

2 2
oy =inf{s >0 : Xy < —logy} and 7, =sup{s >0 : Xy > —logy}. (7.12)
Y v

Lemma 7.16. M-a.e. the field ¢ satisfies limy_,o 10;# = limy o logT;_l = 'y(QQ—a)'
Proof. Given Lemma this is a straightforward fact about drifted Brownian motion. O

The proof of the upper bound in Proposition will rely on the following lemma.

Lemma 7.17. Sample (¢,t,n°) from M x dt x L% and set n = n° +t. Let | = l4(n), which
is the boundary length of the quantum surface (C.,¢)/~~. Fizx ¢ € (0,1). Then there exists a
constant C > 0 and a function err(£) such that limyjgerr(¢) = 0, and conditioned on (C, ,¢)/~~,
the conditional probability of {t € (cp-¢c — C,mu+¢)} is at least 1 — err(l).

Proof. We first introduce C' and err, and then show that they satisfy Lemma Recall that 7°
is a loop in C separating +oo and with sup,c,0 Rez = 0. Let C;}) be the connected component of
C\n° containing +oo. Let f: Cy — C:]ro be the unique conformal map such that f(+o00) = +oo and

lim, 4 (f(2) — 2z) € R. By standard conformal distortion estimates (e.g. [MS19, Lemma 2.4]), for
C = e!? we have

lf(z) — 2] < % and |f"(2)| < % <|f'(z)l <2 for Rez > % (7.13)

Let g be a fixed smooth function on C supported on {Rez € (C —1,C)} such that [g(z)dz =1
and ¢ is invariant under rotations against the axis of C. Let S be the collection of smooth functions
¢ that are supported on {Rez € [2C — 1,3C]} C Cy and satisfy [|{]oc < 4[|g]loc and || V€]l <
8(Ilglloo + 1Vglloo). Let

err(€) := ME*(a; 1)# | sup |(h, €)| + Qlog2 > _x log 4 (7.14)
tes Y

where (Cy,h,+00) is an embedding of a sample from M$(a;1)#, the probablity measure
proportional to M?iSk(oz; 1). Since the space S is invariant under rotations against the axis of C,
the probability in does not depend on the choice of the embedding. Moreover, since h is a.s.
in the Sobolev space of index —1, we see that supgcg |(h, )| < 0o a.s. hence limg g err(¢) = 0.

We now show that C' and err satisfy Lemma Set ¢°(-) = #(- + t) and b =¢"0 f+
Qlog|f'| = 2logl. Then (CF,¢,+00)/~y = (Djf;, 8", +00)/~ hence (Cy, p,+00)/~y = (C;F, & —
% log [, 4+-00)/~.. Moreover,

(¢°9) - ilog [=(Gof " +Qlog|(f7")],9) = (&, | g0 f) + (Qlog|(f "), 9). (7.15)
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By (7.13)) and the definition of S, we have |f’|?g o f € S. Then by (7.13)) and (7.15)), we have

(6% 9) — ,Zylog[\ <11 Pgo )l +1(Qlog|(f )], 9)| < ?elg\(qg,&)\ +Qlog2.

Recall from the proof of Lemma that the law of (C, ¢, 7, 400, —00)/~, is the restriction of
M;ph(W) ® SLESP* to the event that the total quantum area is larger than 1. By Proposition
conditioning on (C,,¢)/~, the conditional law of (C,J]r,qb, +00) [~y is MESK(a; [)# hence the
conditional law of (Cy, ¢, +00)/ ~ is M{K(a;1)#. Therefore, by (7.14) and (7.15), conditioning
on (C,,®)/~, the conditional probability of the event ’(gbo,g) — %log[’ < —%Clog[ is at least

1 — err(I). Since g is supported on {Rez € (C' —1,C)}, if [(¢°,g) — %log[’ < —%log [, then there
exists s € [C' — 1, C] such that the average of ¢" on [s, s + 27i] lies in ((1 + C)% logl, (1 — ()% log ).
This gives X¢4s € ((1+¢)2logl, (1 — C)%log [) hence t + s € (op-¢, Tp+c¢) for some s € [C —1,C].

5
Therefore t € (o1-¢ — C, Tn+¢), which gives Lemma with our choice of C' and err. O

7.3.2 Proof of Proposition [7.14

We refer to Figure [9] and the paragraph above Section for an illustration of our proof ideas.
We will write o5.(1) as an error term satisfying lims_,o lim sup,_,( |0s(1)| = 0 which can change
from place to place. We first prove the lower bound for (M x dt x L3)[E;_].

Lemma 7.18. We have (M x dt x L2)[E} ] > (1+ 05(1))| M| 3| 5.

We will prove Lemma by a coupling of the probability measure M# = M/|M| and cylin-
drical GFF measure Pr. Recall that for a sample h from Pp, it can be written as h = hy + ha,
where hy is constant on vertical circles and ho is the lateral component that has mean zero on all
such circles.

Lemma 7.19. There exists a coupling of h sampled from Pe and ¢ sampled from M#* such that ho
is independent of (Xs)s>0, and moreover, SUpge ,~1 [h(2)| < co where h(z) = ¢(z) — ha(z) — XRez-

Proof. By [MSI17, Proposition 2.8], on C the field h can be written as hg + b where hy is a zero
boundary GFF on Cy and b is an independent harmonic function on C such that supge -1 [h(2)| <
0o. Similarly, by Lemma #(2) + (Q — a)Rez on C4 can be written as ¢o + b with the same
properties. Coupling h and ¢ such that hg = ¢g and b is independent of ¢, we are done. O

Proof of Lemma[7.18, Let P be the probability measure corresponding to the law of (¢,h) as
coupled in Lemma Let (¢, h,t,17°) be a sample from P x dt x £%. Then the law of (¢,t,7°)
is M# x dt x L%, where M# = M/|M|. Let hy and h be defined as in Lemma so that
¢ = ha + Xge. + . Fix ¢ € (0,0.1) which will be sent to zero later. Let Is. be the interval
((1+ 3()% logé~t+671 (1 - 3()% loge™!). Let

2
Gse = {I5e C (Ts142¢ + 61 o.a-2) and  sup [h(z)| < - =logdt},
Rez>1 Y

where the random times oy, 7, are as in (7.12). By Lemma we have P[5, C (75142¢ +
671 00-0)] =1 —05.(1). Since supge,~1 [h(2)| < oo almost surely, we have P[Gs.] =1 — 05(1).

Fix n > 0. Let A, = {inf,¢,0 Rez > —n}. Then L[A,] < co. Let n =7’ +t and £5,(n) be
the quantum length of 1 with respect to ho. Define the event

E§.(n) :={A, occurs, t€Is., and Lp,(n) € (5,071
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Suppose n < §~1 < 7(547&) loge~! and the event Ej _(n) NGse occurs. Since t € I5. and G5 N A,

occurs, we have Rez € (Ts142¢,0.1-2¢) for each 2 € n, hence C— := {2 € C: Rez < 0} C D,’. By
the definition of ¢ we have
1g(Cy ) = pe(C-) = 1 (7.16)

Moreover, from the bound on supge ,~1 |[h(2)| we have 3 (Xge.+h(2)) € ((1-¢)loge, (1+¢) log d)
for each 2 € n. Now £, (n) € (5,67°) yields £4(n) € (£,6). This gives

E5.(n) N Gse C Bz = {po(C;) = 1,44(n) € (¢,0)} (7.17)
Therefore
(P xdt x L2)[Es ] > (P x dt x L) [Es (n)] — (P x dt x L)[Es (n) \ Gsel. (7.18)
We claim that

(P x dt x LY)[E5.(n)] = (1 — 05¢(1))|I5,£| L [An] and (P x dt x LT)[E.(n) \ Gse] = 05¢(1) |15l
(7.19)

Since the law of hs is translation invariant, namely ho 4 hao(- —t) for each t € R, we have
(P x dt x L2)[Ej(n)] = [Is|(P x L)y (n°) € (5,67, An]
= [I5| (P x L) [An] = s |(P X L) [lhy (n°) & (€5,67¢), An] = (1 — 05,2 (1)) L5, £ [Anl.
In the last line we used (IP x £&)[Ay] = LX[A] < 0o and (P x L) [€h, (1°) ¢ (9,67 An] = 05-(1),

the latter of which holds because £5,(n°) < oo a.e. in P x £2. This gives the first identity in (7.19).
The second identity in ([7.19)) is proved by as follows:

(P x dt x L3)[Es.(n) \ Gsc] < (P x dt x L)[An \ G5 and t € I5.]
= P[Gs, does not occur] x |I5.| x L1 [Ap] = 05..(1) |15 L5 [An].

By (7.18) and (7.19), for a fixed n, we have (> x dt x L)[Ej ] > (1 —05¢(1))[1s.||£3[An] hence

1 2log !
— (M x dt NE;]> (11— 1)|1 AR > (1 — LA (1 —40)—————.
|M\( xodt x LE)Es ] 2 (1= 05c(1)) L5 £5[An] 2 (1 = 05,2 (1)) L5 [An]( C)v(Q—a)
Sending ¢ — 0, § — 0, and ¢ — 0 in order, we see that
M x dt x LY)[ES | x -«
Jin T inf Esl X0@ =)
5—0 =0 2loge~1
Since L2[A,] — |L£|, sending n — oo we conclude the proof. O
It remains to prove the upper bound for (M x dt x L3)[E;_].
Lemma 7.20. We have (M x dt x L2)[E} ] < (1+ 05(1))| M| £ 5.
Proof. Recall o and 7 defined in (7.12)). For C' > 0, consider the event
Fryco=1{(t,1°) : t€ (o, —C,1)} (7.20)
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We will prove Lemma - by first bounding (M x dt x LY)[Fy,y.c| and then comparing E6 . to
Fs1-¢ c1+¢ . More precisely, we will prove two estimates. First, for each > 0, we have

2logy !
(@ —a)

where 0,(1) — 0 uniformly in C'. Moreover, for a fixed ¢ € (0, 1) there exists some C' > 0 such that

(M > dt x L) [Foy.0] < (1+ 0y (1)) M]|LZ( +C) asy—0, (7.21)

(M x dt x L2)[Fyi—c cive o | Bj] = 1= 052(1). (7.22)

Given ([7.21)) and (7.22]), we see that for any fixed ¢ > 0 there exists some C' > 0 such that

(14 ¢)2loge~!
1WQ—-a)

(M xdt x L3)[E5 ] < (1405, (1))(M x dt x L) [Fpi—c s+ o] < (1405(1)) | M||L7]

Sending ¢ — 0 we will get Lemma [7.20]

We first prove (7.21)). Note that (M x dt x LY)[Fyy.c] = M#[r, — 0, + C]|M||£2| from the
definition of F, ,, ¢. Hence (7.21)) is equivalent to M# 7, —0o,] < (1+0,(1)) %/l((gf;)l . By Lemma|7.15]
the process X evolves as Brownian motion with drift —(Q—a). Let T =inf{s > 0: B —(Q—a)s =

%log y} where (BY)s>0 is a Brownian motion starting from %log z. Then M#[r, — o,] < E[T].
. 21 -1
Since E[T] = (1 + 0,(1)) (ng we get (7.21)).
Since the event Ej_ is determlned by (€ ¢)/~~, and Ly(n) € (¢,9) on Ej_, Lemma [7.17] -
yields (|7 with the constant C from Lemma - This concludes the proof.

7.4 Area statistics of generalized quantum disks

We now transition from the x < 4 regime to the k' € (4,8) setting, with the goal of proving
Proposition [7.2] in Section We review several results on the law of forested disks, mainly from
[HL22]. In order to use the results there, we first need to clarify the equivalence between our M4
as in Definition and the definitions of generalized quantum disks in [HL22].

We first recall the notion of looptree, which is originally defined in [DMS21]. Suppose v €
(1,2). Let (¢t)t>0 be a stable Lévy process with exponent v with no negative jumps started at
Co = 0. This only specifies the process up to a multiplicative constant, which we fix by requiring
]E[e*/\c’f] = e~ for \,t > 0. Equivalently, (¢t)t>0 is the v-stable Lévy process whose jump measure
is F(iy) h=17%1,<0dh. One can make sense of the Lévy excursion conditioned to have duration £ by
conditioning on the event that (; first hits —e at time ¢, then sending ¢ — 0. See e.g. [DLGO02,
Section 1] for further discussion.

Definition 7.21 ([MSW21]). Let e: [0,¢] — R be a sample from the v-stable Lévy excursion with
no negative jumps conditioned on having duration €. On the graph {(t,e(t)) : t € [0,€]} we define
an equivalence relation s ~ t iff e(s) = e(t) and the horizontal segment connecting (s,e(s)) and
(t,e(t)) is below the graph of e|s;. We also set (t,e(t)) and (t,e(t—)) to be equivalent if t is a
jump time of e; this naturally identifies a root for each loop. We call the quotient Ty of the graph
{(t,e(t)) : t € [0,£]} under the above equivalence relation the v-stable looptree with length £.

Note that the looptree Ty defined above is naturally rooted at the equivalence class of the origin
(0,0). We define the generalized boundary length measure on the looptree to be the pushforward of
the Lebesgue measure on [0, ¢].

63



Figure 10: From a Lévy excursion to a looptree. The root of 7, is marked as the dot.

Now we review the definitions of generalized quantum disks in [HL22]. According to [HL22,
(1.8)], the authors define the generalized quantum disk with one a-bulk marked point and one
boundary marked point as

MR (s |Aer) T QDY (1Aes]) dTe, (7.23)
s#t:Aes7#0

1
Migy(as0) = [QDg ([ Aey])]

t:Aer#0 |
where d7; denotes for the probability measure of "‘Zl—stable loop tree with length ¢. Here, the
summation is over the set of jumps of the Lévy excursion e defining 7. A sample from the RHS
is a looptree Ty, a quantum disk with a a-bulk insertion and a marked boundary point, and a
collection of quantum disks each with a marked boundary point. Identifying the boundaries of the
quantum surfaces with the corresponding loops according to boundary length gives a generalized
quantum surface with a marked bulk point and a marked boundary point (given by the root of
T¢); we denote its law by /\/l1 0 1 (a;£). We denote the law of a sample from ¢~ 1/\/11 0 1(a; £) with

boundary point forgotten by M17070(0¢; 0).
MEd (e -1 = pr—121(Q—)?
Lemma 7.22. We have My, (v )0~ * = R ==—"-GQD ().

Proof. As explained above Proposition our GQDOJ(E)# is same as in [HL22|, i.e. the proba-
bility measure [ [ A, 2o QD# 1(|Aes]) dTy. Take the total mass into consideration, by Lemma [2.28
we deduce GQDy ;(¢) = R’Wf_l_é TsAe.20 QDO#J(\AeS]) dTy. Then on both sides we weigh the

total quantum area and sample one point according to the probability measure proportional to the
quantum area measure; the LHS is just GQD; ;(¢) and the RHS gives

-4 1
Ry Y e QDo([Ael) [T QDY (1Ae]) dTe. (7.24)
t:Aet#0 ‘Q 0’1(’ et‘)’ s#t:Aes#0
Since by Theorem one has QD ((¢) = (0= v)QMdISk( ; ), according to (7.23)), (7.24) above
is just equal to R’vf_l_ﬁ (0= )2/\/11 01 (73 0). O

According to the above lemma, we can conclude

Proposition 7.23. The definitions of Mml(a;ﬁ) and Mloo(a;f) above are consistent with
Mid 01(a;€) and M4 Gola;f) in Deﬁmtwn namely, we have

M101(0455)€_1_7 CMlOl(OGE), M1,%,0(04§€)€_2_7 CMloo( 0), (7.25)

where C' only depends on 7.
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Proof. The proof is by using a reweighting argument on Lemma [7.22] That is, according to Lemma
and Proposition we have

M101(’Y» )5_1_7 CM101(% 0) (7.26)

with a y-dependent constant C'. On both sides of ( -, if we rewelght the bulk marked point of
weight v to be of weight a, then the LHS turns out to be M1 01 0071757 | while the RHS to be

exactly CMi4 01(c; £). Then the first claim follows; by reweighting ¢~' and forgettlng the boundary
marked point the second claim follows straightforwardly. ]

According to the equivalence in Proposition [7.23] we can compute the total mass of ./\/ll 0. ol )
based on [HL22].

Proposition 7.24. For o > 3, we have |Mf1'7%"0(04;€)] D(a)| M 00(7, 1)[02=Q)=1 where

2a 4 a/v—
D(a) . |Mf1‘,%;0(a; 1)| _ (27r)2—201/722—04@4-012/2F('y B ?) F(l _ ’Y2>2 e
T f.d. . - 4 4 :
IMiGo(r: 1)l p(g _ 72)

Proof. According to Proposition our definition of M{¢ ©0(a;1) only differs from [HL22] by a
|M1 0,0(es1)] _ |M1 0.0(a;1)]
IMEGo(iDl  [MES ()]

r-)r(z-4)
r(_i)r@a_%) R(y;1,1)’

2 2

In the following we will prove

~v-dependent constant, i.e. we have

M (1) = 32—a2/2U<a> (7.27)

Given this and the formulas for U( ) in Proposition and R(v;1,1) in Proposition the
result follows. According to , the total mass of /\/l1 0. ol 1) equals

— 1
M (1) =B . MdlSk (a; Ae
’ 1,0,0( )| (t’%;) ‘QDO,l(Aet ‘ } t)‘

where [ denotes expectation with respect to the probability measure of the ——stable Lévy excursion
with living time 1. According to the expressions of |QDg ; (Ae;)| and |Md15k(a Aey)| in Propositions

and we deduce

2 20 1
Mo (s D=2 2U()E

7]:2(% 1) (7.28)

3 Ay

t

The expectation E[Y, |Ae |2/ 7] can be computed by applying [HL22, Lemma 4.2]. Namely,
choose G(x) = 0 in Proposition [HL22, Lemma 4.2], then for A > 0 and F : [0,00) — [0, 00) twice
continuously differentable with F/(0) = F’(0) = 0, [HL22, Formula (4.3)] gives

d 1 < dh e PN < q
_ 2 (e—P(N) —PNhp(R) = E F(VY Ae e M
e )r(—y)/o Pl (h) I/F(l—l/y)/o B 2P0 Aere

t<1
(7.29)
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where p(\) = A1/¥. Setting F(z) = 22*/7 in (7.29) and simplifying gives

1 1 20 20 e PN a1 (20 1
oLy L2 gz e s (20 Dy
¢ v I'(—v) ( v v )p( ;o vI'(1—1/v) k Ywoov

i.e. we have

1 2
E Z|A€t’2a/’}’] = 7 = .
t eor(E)) )
Plugging (7.30) into (7.28)) gives (7.27)), which gives the result. O

Finally, we record the Laplace transform of the quantum area of M§'7%'70(a; 0)* in [HL22)].

’

%
Proposition 7.25 ([HL22, Theorem 1.8]). Let M’ := 2( 2> . For o € (3,Q), we have

Ty
4 sin 1

Mol ™) = Fra—o (5)H 9 Koo (M0 (731)
Migho(os DA = ot S (OO g (M) (732)

In particular,

K'/8
GQDLO@)#[@_"A] = R1—4/n’ 2l<4$1r/jm2>
7]

7.5 The ' € (4,8) case

In this section, we prove Proposition The proof of Proposition in Section used Proposi-
tion [7.4] Lemmal7.5and Proposition The analogous inputs in our setting are Proposition
Lemma and Proposition below, and given these, the proof of Proposition [7.2]is identical
to that of Proposition As usual, we assume &’ € (4,8) and v = 16/V/x’.

Sample 7 from L./, we define the connected component that contains +oo as D, +, with nt as
its boundary and we also define the connected component contains —oo as D, -, with ™ as its
boundary. Let —n be the image of i under reflection z — —z. Under these conventions, we have

9(n) = —log CR(exp(n™),0) — log CR(exp(—n~),0)

AL (C)(n) = 22N AL, (C) ()

Then the goal of this section is to compute [£% (C)| for £’ € (4,8).
Recall for a sample (n,t) from £ x dt. SLE};”® is the law of the translated loop n +t. We
have the following conformal welding result, we prove it in Section later.

Proposition 7.26. There is a constant C = C(7) such that for all a € (3,Q) we have

CQ oMy (@) @ SLESP = [~ ¢ Weld(Mighg(as 0 Mifio(as ). (7.33)
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For 0 < e < 4, let Es. be the event that the generalized quantum surface containing the first
marked point has quantum area at least 1 and the loop has generalized quantum length in (e, 9).
As in the simple case, we will evaluate event Es. on both sides of to deduce a formula for
|L£%]. To evaluate Es. on the right hand side of we need the following lemma.

Lemma 7.27. Writing A to denote quantum area, we have the following tail asymptotics

K Ty /
GQD, o(1)#[A > 2] = F(2_4/Féf‘;/() 7y (4sin ’V )AL TR AT (1 4 0(1)) (7.34)

rg-2
MiGolas )F[A > 2] = (7 =z )2

2 1 IJFQ*Q W 20
,) <4sin WZ ) i x”*Z*ZT(l +o(1)).
(7.35)

where o(1) satisfies limy_,g0(1) = 0.

Proof. We only prove the first equation, since the argument for the second one is identical. Accord-

_ 5
ing to Proposition [2.29, we have GQD; (1)#[e#4] = Ky _y) (M) for M'" = 2<4 MQ) . Now
sin 4
we need to estimate its inverse Laplace transform. According to Post’s inversion formula [Pos30]

for a bounded continuous function f : [0,00) — R, its Laplace transform F'(s fooo e st
exists and is smooth for s > 0, and we can uniquely recover f as

LTHFYt) = Jim (_kll)k (?)kHF(’f) (f) (7.36)

— 00

Now we use ([7.36)) to obtain the leading term of inverse Laplace transform of GQDLO(I)#[e*“A] =
Ky_4(M'). Note that we have the absolutely convergent expansion (see e.g. [AS48, (9.6.2),
(9.6.10)]

K, (z)=T(1-v) [%M(;)Qn_gmgynwu],

hence we have

/

. n- 0o n'%/_l
GQD(1)# —ﬂA:r(4> . . - : -
QD(1)7" e o T;MOH IV \ 4sin rrZ ; (n—1I'(n— 2 +1) \ 4sin WZ
(7.37)

and we can evaluate its k-th derivative as (one can easily check the condition of term by term
differentiation holds)
F< 4 ) i F(n’% + 1) un-%lfkr i F(n%) ’un-%’—l—k
K ! 4 K nsl —DI0(n— £ K _ e
)l (n+ 5)0(n% —k+1) (4sin m2) 7 — (n—DIT(n— % +1)T'(n% —k) (4sin ﬁff) <1
(7.38)

We now take (7.38)) into the formula (7.36)). Using the fact I'(z — n) ~ (—)"ﬁﬁn) (see e.g.
[AS48] (6.1.46), (6.1.17)]), we find the limit in (7.36) is given by

F( 4 ) i F(n% + 1) sin(Tr"T“') P ! oo F(n%) sin(vr”T’*/) =
n

nIT(n+ % ™ sl (n—1)T(n— 2% +1 T nel 1|’
=1 ( <) (4sin"4i) t on=l w ) (45111’%’2) *
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Note that the n = 1 term in the second summation above gives the leading order of (7.39) as
t — oco. Therefore the inversion of GQDg ;(1)#[e™#4] has the asymptotic:

F(4/’Vi’) . 7T’}/2 —K' /441 7T/€/ / —K'/4 1—k!/4
_m@ sin T) sin TI‘(/{ /4)t +O(t ). (7.40)

Finally, the tail probability follows just by the integration of (7.40|) on [z, c0), which leads to

GQDLO( ) [A > ] 71T(2(4—/,jl//)/£)(4 sin ﬂf)—n'/4+lf( /4) //14 — sin TT/:B_“//‘H'l n O(x_“,/‘L)
4 2 ) , /
F(2 — 4/%(/){—:%(; — /4;’/4) (4 sin 7T4 ) /4+1 —r' /441 —+ O( -k /4)’

which gives the result. O
We now evaluate the measure of the event E5. with respect to the right hand side of (7.33):

Lemma 7.28. With D(«) the constant in Proposition we have

(M5P" (@) ® SLEZP) [ E; ]

DE? _ r(§ )
@=oPre-g+ e -5

Koy 2a

my? B
) <4 sin 4) (14 05¢(1))loge™!

=C" x

where C' is a constant only depending on 7.

Proof. Similar to the computation in Lemma we have

5 sep,a 1 _8/x!
(M Ph( )®SLE;¢/p )[E(S,&‘] = C’(Q—a)/ £|M100( )’2M100( )# |:A >€ 8/ :|d£
2 r(e — 4 9y —1-& 42
—C' % (g(a()y)Q ( 24 K )2 <4sin WZ) k (1+05€(1))10g€71
— 0% o Iil El
r2-5+ ?)F(T - z)
where we use Lemma, to obtain the last expression. ]

Next, we evaluate the measure of Ejs. with respect to the left hand side of (|7.33)):

Proposition 7.29. Let o € (3,Q). We have

1

(MSph( W) ®@ SLE>)[Es] = (1 + 05,5(1))7)2|£ /| loge™

where the reflection coefficient R() is as in Lemma

Proof. As we explain, the argument is a minor modification of that of Section Keeping the
notation in that section, we sample (¢,t,n°) from M x dt x Ly, and set n = " +t, let ¢, be the
region surrounded by 7 that contains —oo, as defined in the paragraph above Lemma Define
the event

Es.={(¢,n) re < Lly(n) < and py(€;) > 1}
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where £4(n) is the generalized quantum length of 7. Then it suffices to prove

yloge™!

2(Q—a)

Equation (7.41)) is the «’ € (4, 8) analog of Proposition indeed, the only difference in the right
hand sides is that the factor % in Proposition becomes § in ([7.41)). The reason for the change
Xt

(M > dt x L35)[E5.] = (14 05 (1)) | M| £3] (7.41)

2

% — 1 is that under Ej_, the generalized quantum length £4(n° +t) ~ e~

The proof of the upper bound in ([7.41)) is identical to the proof of Lemma (upper bound

of Proposition , except that each factor 7 or % is replaced by its reciprocal, and the input
Lemma is replaced with the following:

Lemma 7.30. Sample (¢,t,1°) from M x dt x L and set 1 = n° +t. Let | = £y(n), which is
the boundary length of the beaded quantum surface (&, ,¢)/~~. Fiz ( € (0,1). Then there exists a
constant C > 0 and a function err(¢) such that limggerr(¢) = 0, and conditioned on (&, ,¢)/~~,
the conditional probability of {t € (op-¢c — C,Tpn+¢)} is at least 1 — err(l). Where

oy =inf{s >0 : X, < %logy} and Ty, =sup{s>0: X > %logy}. (7.42)

and err(l) := Mfl‘f);o(a; 1)# [supfes |(h,&)] + Qlog2 > —%C log 4 .

Proof. The argument is identical to Lemma except we use Lemma [6.20] in place of Lemma
6.12] . ]

The proof of the lower bound of ([7.41]) is identical to the proof of Lemma (lower bound
of Proposition ; the only changes needed are that each factor of 3 or % should be replaced

by its reciprocal, and in (7.16) and (7.17) C," should be replaced by &, ". This concludes the proof

of (7.41)), so Proposition holds.
O

Proof of Proposition 7.2 The result quickly follows by evaluating Es . on both sides of (7.33)), and
plugging in the expressions in Lemma and Proposition ]
7.6 Proof of Proposition [7.26

We start with the v insertion case. The following lemma is the counterpart of Lemma [7.7]

Lemma 7.31. For (¢,n) sampled from LFg’ioo) X L,(C), the law of (C,¢p,n, —00,4+00)/~~ is
Cle- Weld(/\/lg"%"o(v; ?), Mﬁ"%"o(v; 0))dl for some y-dependent constant C € (0, 00).

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma[7.7], the result is immediate from Propositions [6.16|and [7.3] O

Fix e € (0, i) and let 77 be a non-self-crossing loop separating +00. As at the beginning of Section

we can define n* and n~. We mark a point p™ on n* and p~ on ~ and let Yt + H = Cpx,

Uyt (i) = +00 and ,:(0) = p*. For ¢ sampled from LES*>) let X% = ¢ o ¢+ + Qlog|(¢h,+ )|

and Cp e o = C\ (- (Be(4)) U ¢y (B:(2))-
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Lemma 7.32. For a fivzed o € (%,Q) and for any ¢ € (O,i) and any nonnegative measurable

29
function f of d>|c . we have

/f (Ble, - . a?—y? g(a=y)(Xz ()+X () dLF(%iOO)

1 + _ ~F Qa2 (e, 00)
= [ 1ot .. <4CR(exp(77 ) O)CR(exp(-17).0)) ALF ).
Proof. The proof is identical to that of Lemma O

Now, we give the analog of Lemma |7.11} Let Mgl (t,£) denote the law of a sample from
MEY(t,£) with a marked point sampled from the probability measure proportional to generalized
boundary length.

Lemma 7.33. There is a constant C' = C(v) such that the following holds. Suppose o € (3,Q).
Sample (¢p,n,p~,p") from the measure

C - LF(CO"iOO) (d¢) £ (dn) Harm_, - (dp~ ) Harm o, ,+ (dp™),

and further sample a point q € n from the probability measure proportional to generalized quantum

length. Then the curve n cuts (C,¢,n,—00,+00,p~,pt,q)/~ into a pair of forested quantum

surfaces D~ and DT (respectively containing marked points (—oo,p™,q) and (+oc,p™, q)) with the
following description.

Embed the connected component of DT containing the bulk marked point as (H, X+ ,1,0) (so

= ¢o @Dn +Qlog W)n Y1), and let LE be the forested line segment corresponding to the foresting

of the boundary OH in counterclockwise direction starting from 0, so LE has a marked point on its
forested boundary arc. Then the law of (X, Ly, LS, XT) is

/ / / LEOD (1) s NS (7, 0) x MEM (e, €) x LESD (65) di~ - ede - di™ (7.43)
0

Proof. We first establish the @ = v case. Writing D* for D* without the marked point g,
Lemma [7.31| identifies the law of (D, D) as C [oe MG o(1:0) x Mloo(% 0)¢de. Thus, if we
let £* be £? with marked point forgotten, by Lemma |2.21 and the definition of /\/lfl'%;o(’y;ﬁ)
(Definition the law of (X, L7, L%, XT) is (7.43) with the measures /\721 (t*,¢) replaced

by ME"(t,¢). The desired a = + result then holds by the uniform conformal welding claim in
Lemma [7.37]

The extension to the general « case is identical to that in the proof of Lemma using
Lemma (in place of Lemma [7.10) and Lemma O

Proof of Lemma[7.26, In Lemma . by Definition the pair (D~, D) agree in law with
a sample from fo Mloo( l) x Mloo(a;f)fdf after a boundary point is sampled from the
probability measure proportlonal to generalized boundary length for each surface. Thus, for

(¢p,m) ~ CLFéa’iOO)E?, the law of (C, ¢, 1, —00, +00)/~n is [ Weld( (M 00(04;() M Oo(a;é))ﬁdé.
The desired result then follows from Proposition [7.3] O

8 Evaluation of constants for the loop intensity measure

In this section, we evaluate the constants mentioned in Section for the loop intensity measure.
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8.1 The dilation constant

The first constant concerns the decomposition of the loop measure into its shape measure and a

dilation. For convenience, we map the measure to the infinite cylinder C so that dilation becomes
. “TT.5ep . . C .

translation. Let SLE,. be the measure on the space of loops in C separating +oco which is obtained

—1
by sampling a loop from SLE,: Op, mapping it to C via log, and restricting to {loop separates +oo}.
_——.8se
For a loop n ~ SLE,{p we define a pair (n,t), where t = sup,c, Rez and no = n — t is the
translation of 7 such that sup,., Rez = 0. On the other hand, given a pair (1,t), we can recover
1 = no + t. Thus we may view SLEZep as the law of the pair (g, t).

Proposition 8.1. Let k € (8/3,8). There is a probability measure L, such that

~—— sep 1 kK 4
SLE," = —(; — Dcot(m(1 ~ ) La(dnp) dt.

To prove Proposition we need the following asymptotic result.

Lemma 8.2. Let k € (8/3,8) and C > 0. Sample a full-plane CLE,, and let N > 0 be the number
of loops 1 which separate 0 and oo satisfying e~ < dist(n,0) < 1. Then

. 1 1 K 4
Proof. Let ..., n_1,m0,m1,-.. be the doubly-infinite sequence of loops separating 0 and oo such that
each successive loop is nested in the previous loop, and 7q is the first loop which intersects D. Let
By, :=1log CR(n,—1,0) —log CR(ny, 0), so the sequence By, By, ... is i.i.d., and [SSW09, Proposition
1, Equation (2)] gives
1 1 Kk 4
= —(= = 1) cot(m(1 — =)).
BBy = 51~ Deetrl= )
For n > 0let S, := By + --- + B,, and let R := CR(1)9,0), so CR(1,,0) = e "R. Let 7¢ > 0
be the first index such that S;, > C —log4 + log R, and let ¢ > 0 be the first index such that

Seo > C +log R. Then by the Koebe quarter theorem

1
dist(1rc-1,0) > CR (0701, 0) > e @ dist(nse,0) < CR(1pe,0) < e,

hence

70 < No < oo+ 1. (8.2)
We will show that lime o E[rc]/C = limg_ oo Elo¢]/C = 1/E[By]. This and imply the
desired (8.1)).

First, the explicit density for B; computed in [SSW09, (4)] implies that for some constants
a,b > 0 we have P[B; € dz] = (1 + 0,(1))ae™ as 2 — oo, so there is a constant K such that for
any x > 0, we have E[B; | By > z| < z + K. We conclude that E[S,, | R] < C +logR + K.
By Wald’s identity, we have E[oc | R| = E[S,, | R]/E[B1] < (C +logR + K)/E[B;]. Since
R = CR(no,0) < 4 by the Koebe quarter theorem, we conclude limsupgo_, ., E[Sy.]/C < 1/E[B;].

Next, by Wald’s identity E[r¢ | R] = E[S,, | R]/E[B1] > (C —log4 + log R)/E[B;]. Thus
for any constant x > 0 we have E[r¢] > E[rclgss] > P[R > z](C — log4 + logz)/E[B;], and
liminfooo E[r¢]/C > P[R > z|/E[B;]. Since x is arbitrary we have liminfc_, o E[r¢]/C >
1/E[B;]. Combining with the previous paragraph gives the desired result. O
Proof of Proposition[8-1 By we have SALTE,:EP[O <t <Cl=(1+0(1))1(% — 1) cot(n(1 — %))C,
so the conformal invariance of SLAELOOP implies the marginal law of t is (% — 1) cot(m(1 — 2)) dt.
Conformal invariance also implies the conditional law of 79 given t does not depend on t; this
conditional law is L. O
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8.2 The welding constant for € (§,4)
For k € (§,4) and v = /k, Theorems |3

and imply that

—1
Weld(QD, QD) = C,QS ® SLE,.”
For some constant Cy,. We now evaluate this constant
Proposition 8.3. For k € (

3,4) and v = \/k, we have

o 1T -7

4
Y A7 (Q N 7)2 . tan(”(? - 1))7

(8.4)
As same in the proof of Proposition we sample two points from quantum area measure and
restrict to the event that the loop separates the two points. Then it suffices to prove (we incur a
factor of 2 since there are two choices for which quantum disk the first point lies on)

2Weld(QD, 5, QD; ) = C; - QS, @ SLE,;
with the same C,, as (8.4]). This can be done by the following lemma

Lemma 8.4. We have Weld(QD; ¢, QD; ()

B v 72 72
T LR

+QSy @ (L x dt), with the welding constant
4 4 )
Proof. By Proposition there exists a constant C' such that

/OO EWeld(MEK(; 0), MEK(~; 0)) de = C(Q — 1) MP" (7)
0

® (L x dt).

We evaluate the event Es. (i.e. the total quantum area is larger than 1 and the quantum length of
the SLE,; loop is in (4, ¢); see the paragraph before Lemma on both sides of the above welding
equation). By Lemma and Proposition we have

2 2@ byl
L 53 L 5 (22_72/2U(’y)) (4 sin m) = - _R0) o
C@Q -2 ZQ- Q- \ 4 2Q )
hence .
93— 2\ =277 _ 2 2
= . <4Sin ”) U)® _ @ Tryra - 1.
7 T(32) 4 R(y) 4y 4 4
Here, we are using the following computation which uses I'( )F(l—x) = Sntmm and [(z+1) = 2l(x):
_ 41 2 2
U2 _ (2o N\ e /(e 300 -1
R(y) \ra-1) 4 r(1- %) (Q-yT(1—F)N(% - 1)
. Ar T pdye 24
=27 12 12 ~ ;12 (Q—)T(1— Z)F(ﬁ —1)
rep)ra -1 -3 —1) gl
2 2 S 72 ~2 4
= 27" Py 4sin(—— I(-- [(1—-)I(=
7<Sm(4)> )@-ra-Tr()
Also, by Theorem we have Md‘Sk(
M () =

0) = 27”(@ 7)2QD; o(¢). And by definition we have
QS,. This gives K7 =0(Q - )2/( T(Q —7)?)? as desired.

O
72



Proof of Proposition[8.3. Combining Lemma [8.4 and Proposition [8:1] the result follows. O

Another natural formulation of conformal welding result for the SLE loop measure is under the
uniform embedding mg. For the loop intensity measure, we have

o
1
mg x ( / (Weld(QD(¢), QD(E))dﬁ) = K, LF¢ x SLE, © (8.5)
0
where K, is a constant depends on . We now evaluate this constant as a corollary of Proposition
8.9l

Corollary 8.5. For k € (%, 4) and v = \/k, we have

2

AP0 - %)
(Q@—)*

Proof. Applying the uniform embedding mg in Proposition gives

tan(w(’;é —1)).

meg, x ( /0 ~ Weld(QD(0), QD(£)) d€> = Cymg x (QS x STE,™).

Since mg x QS = 2(@ 7)2 LF¢ (Proposition , we conclude that K, = C, Z(Q SI(omE Plugging
(18.4) ylelds the result. O

8.3 The welding constant for <’ € (4,8)
We first prove the counterpart of Proposition

—— loo
Proposition 8.6. For v’ € (4,8) and v = —, we have Weld(GQD, GQD) = C/QS ® SLE,, i (by

Theorems E and |1 l) with

5 & s T'(% —1 2 s 2 — )2
o g2 (2) Ery it 4)r(1—l)72+2tan7r T )2 (g
T\ re-—2) 4 1

K

2
where R, is specified by |GQD(()| = R/, - (=72 as in Lemma|2.28,

Similary as in the proof of Proposition we need the following lemma.

Lemma 8.7. The constant IN(; in the welding equation [;~ (Weld(GQD ((£), GQD, o(¢))dl =
I?;QSQ X L, (dno)dt satisfies

~ R( ) RQQF(‘VHI) Sin?r’yg A4 K T(1-2) ?
KSG—r = Te— 4G —wm ) <165mwf o)

Proof. Recall Ejs. is the event that the generalized quantum disk containing the first marked point
has quantum area t least 1 and the loop has boundary length in (e,d). We evaluate E;. on both
sides of the welding equation. By Proposition [7.29] and taking o = v, we have

v’ R(y)

OEE loge™1, (8.7)

(QSy @ (L x dt))[Ese] = (1+ 05¢(1))
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while evaluating Es. on the measure [ (Weld(GQD, o(¢), GQD ((¢))dl gives
&
/ 01GQD, o(0)PGQDy o(€)#[A > 1]de. (8.8)
é

Note that GQD; o(£)#[4 > 1] = GQD, (1)#[A > ¢=8/%']. According to Lemma we see

! 2

Then (8.8) equals

/5£|GQD1,D(£)’2GQD1,O(£)#[A > 1)d¢
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(8.9)
Let (8.7) equal the last line of , the result then follows.

Proof of Proposition[8.6. Combining Lemma [8.7 and Proposition we get the result.
As in Corollary in the the uniform embedding setting we have:
Corollary 8.8. We have

—— loop

mg, x ( /0 h €We1d(GQD(€),GQD(£))d€) K!LFg x SLE,,

where the constant K% is given by

K’ ON® _8.,, s D(H—1) 2 5 2
R,V22_<,y> P D) 722F(1—’1)72+2tan7r<74—1) (8.10)
3

Proof. We apply the uniform embedding mg to Proposition W and use mg X QS = 2(@ )QLF@
(Proposition [2.13). Then we conclude K = C7 Q(Qﬂ- e for C7 in (8-6); and the result follows by
plugging into the expression of the reﬂectlon coefficient R(7) in Lemma O

A Continuity of CLE, as k 1 4

In this section we supply the continuity in x needed to extend Theorems and from k < 4 to
k = 4. We start with a monotonicity statement for CLE,, proved in [SW12].

Lemma A.1 ([SW12]). There exists a coupling of CLE, on the unit disk D for k € (%, 4] such that
a.s. each outermost loop of CLE,, is surrounded by an outermost loop of CLE,, if k1 < ko < 4.

Proof. By [SW12, Theorems 1.5, 1.6], the law of the boundaries of outermost loop clusters in a
Brownian loop soup with intensity ¢, = (3x—8)(6 —x)/2x is given by the outermost loops of CLE,.
Now the monotonicity of ¢, in k € (%, 4] yields the desired monotonicity in Lemma O
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We recall the formula from [SSWO09] for the conformal radii of CLE.
Theorem A.2 ([SSW09]). For k € (8/3,8), let n,. be the outermost loop surrounding 0 of a CLE,
on D. Let CR(nx,0) be the conformal radius of the region surrounded by n, viewed from 0. Then

47r)

K
cos <7r (1—4)2— 82‘)

Recall that the Hausdorff distance between two closed sets E7, Es on a metric space (X,d)

is given by max{sup,¢p, {d(z, E2)},sup,cp,{d(z, E1)}}. Lemma and Theorem yield the
following continuity result.

— cos
( for)\>—1—|—i.

E[CR(7x, 0))\] = 3

Lemma A.3. Suppose we are in the coupling in Lemma . For each z € D, let ny(z) be the
outermost loop around z of the CLE,. For any fized z, viewed as closed sets, n,,(z) converges almost
surely to ny(z) in the Hausdorff metric as k 1 4.

Proof. By the conformal invariance of CLE, we assume z = 0 because the same argument will
work for a general z. In this case we simply write 7,(0) as 7. Since 7, is surrounded by 7, if
k1 < kg < 4. we see that CR(n,,0) is increasing in k. By the explicit formula in Theorem we
have lim4+4 IE[CR(7), 0)] = E[CR(7,0)]. Thus we must have lim,+4 CR(7,,0) = CR(74,0) a.s.

Let Dy be the region surrounded by 7, and Dy- = Ux<4Dy. The conformal radius of D, must
be between lim, 4 CR(7,,0) and CR(n4,0), hence equals CR(n4,0) a.s. This means that D, T Dy
a.s. hence 7, — n4 a.s. in the Hausdorff metric in the coupling in Lemma O

—1 ~
Recall the loop measures SLEI,fOp, SLE,: Op, L, and L, from Section@ We first give a quanti-
tative version of Lemma [6.4 and then prove the continuity in x for these measures.

Proposition A.4. Lemma holds. Moreover, the convergence is exponential with a uniform
rate near k = 4. That is, there exists a constant a(k) € (0,1) depending on r such that the total
variation distance between the law of 5" and L.(C) is at most a(k)™, and in addition, sup{a(x) :
K € [ko,4]} < 1 for ko € (8/3,4].

Proof. Fix r € (§,4]. [KWI6, Section 3.1, Fact 4] shows that there exists a(x) € (0,1) such that
regardless of the initial states, the Markov chain in Lemma couples in one step with probability

1 — a(k). Moreover, inspecting that argument, we see that sup{a(k) : K € [ko,4]} < 1 for
ko € (8/3,4]. This gives Proposition [A.4] O

Lemma A.5. We have lim,4 L= Ly weakly with respect to the Hausdorff metric.

Proof. By the domain Markov property of CLE,; and iteratively applying Lemma we see that
for each n € N, the law of ™ as kK — 4 converge weakly to the law of n” for K = 4. Now the
uniformly exponential convergence in Proposition gives limyqg ZR(C) = £~4(C). Transferring
from the cylinder to the disk gives lim,4 EN = 24. L]

Lemma A.6. We have limyyy L, = L4 weakly with respect to the Hausdorff metric.

Proof. We only explain that under the natural parameterization, chordal SLE, converges to SLE,
as k T 4. Once this is done, the same convergence holds for SLEZ~9. Note that the whole-plane
SLE, from p to ¢ is continuous as « 1 4 with Hausdorff topology. Conditioned on this, the law
of the other is a chordal SLE, from p to ¢ in the complementary domain, which is continuous as
k 1T 4 under natural parametrization. By symmetry, we get two-sided whole plane SLE, curve
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SLEZ=1 converges to SLE}™ ? under natural parametrization as well. From this and the definition
of SLE}SOP (Definition , we get the convergence of L.

We now show that the law of chordal SLE, on H from 0 to oo under natural parametrization
is continuous as k 1T 4. We first recall that this family of measures is tight in the local uniform
topology of parametrized curves thanks to their Holder regularity established by Zhan [Zhal9]. On
the other hand the natural parametrization of SLE, is characterized by a conformal invariance and
domain Markov property considered by Lawler and Sheffield [LS11]. Therefore all subsequential
limits of the chordal SLE, measure agree with SLE,. ]
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