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Uniqueness of generalized conformal restriction measures and

Malliavin-Kontsevich-Suhov measures for c ∈ (0, 1]

Gefei Cai∗ Yifan Gao†

Abstract

In this paper, we present a unified approach to establish the uniqueness of generalized conformal

restriction measures with central charge c ∈ (0, 1] in both chordal and radial cases, by relating

these measures to the Brownian loop soup. Our method also applies to the uniqueness of the

Malliavin-Kontsevich-Suhov loop measures for c ∈ (0, 1], which was recently obtained in [Baverez-

Jego, arXiv:2407.09080] for all c ≤ 1 from a CFT framework of SLE loop measures. In contrast,

though only valid for c ∈ (0, 1], our approach provides additional probabilistic insights, as it

directly links natural quantities of MKS measures to loop-soup observables.

Key words and phrases: conformal restriction, Malliavin-Kontsevich-Suhov measure, Brownian

loop soup, Schramm-Loewner evolution.

1 Introduction

In the study of Brownian intersection exponents, Lawler and Werner [LW00] first realized that any

conformally invariant process satisfying a certain restriction property would give rise to the same

intersection exponents as the Brownian motion. This idea, combined with Schramm’s discovery of

SLE process [Sch00], finally led to the rigorous determination of the Brownian intersection expo-

nents [LSW01a, LSW01b, LSW02b, LSW02a]. To further deepen this idea, Lawler, Schramm and

Werner [LSW03] gave a complete understanding of the conformal restriction measures in the chordal

case (which corresponds to Definition 1.1 with c = 0 below). In particular, they showed that the

boundary of conformal restriction samples can be described by variants of SLE8/3. Conformal restric-

tion measures in other cases are also studied in [Wu15, Qia18].

For general SLEκ with κ ∈ (0, 4], there is a corresponding parameter c ≤ 1 called central charge

related to it via

c(κ) = 1− 6

(
2√
κ
−

√
κ

2

)2

, (1.1)

such that SLEκ and its variants satisfy a generalized conformal restriction property that involves the

Brownian loop mass with the corresponding c; see e.g. [LSW03, Dub05, Law09, WW13, Qia21]. For
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c ∈ (0, 1], corresponding to κ ∈ (83 , 4], there is another simple way to obtain a general restriction

sample by taking the filled union of a standard one with all loop-soup clusters it intersects from an

independent Brownian loop soup of intensity c
2 . However, it remains open whether these generalized

restriction measures are unique.

There also exists a loop version of restriction measure, known as the Malliavin-Kontsevich-Suhov

(MKS) measure [KS07]. It is an infinite measure defined on simple loops on C with a parameter c ≤ 1;

see Definition 1.4 below. To construct an MKS measure, one uses the loop version of SLEκ [KW16,

Zha21] (see also [Wer08, BD16] for the special cases c = 0,−2). Recently, Baverez and Jego [BJ24]

established the framework on the conformal field theory (CFT) of SLE, and as an application, they

obtained the uniqueness of MKS measures for all c ≤ 1. It would be interesting to explore whether

their approach can be adapted to show the uniqueness of generalized restriction measures.

In this paper, we present a unified and direct approach to establish the uniqueness of all these

restriction measures for c ∈ (0, 1], based on a key observation that connects these measures to the

Brownian loop soup or the SLE8/3 loop soup. In particular, we explicitly express various natural

quantities associated with these measures in terms of loop-soup observables, which provides further

probabilistic understanding of these measures.

In the following, we will state our results on generalized restriction measures and MKS measures

in Sections 1.1 and 1.2, respectively, and then provide several applications in Section 1.3.

1.1 Generalized chordal restriction measures

For convenience, we focus on the unit disk D ⊂ C, with two marked boundary points −1 and 1.

Let S1 := ∂D. Let K (resp. K−) be the collection of simply connected closed sets K ⊂ D such that

K ∩S1 = {−1, 1} (resp. K ∩S1 = S1 ∩{z : ℑz ≥ 0}). Let Q be the collection of compact sets A ⊂ D
such that D \ A is simply connected and −1, 1 /∈ A. For A ∈ Q, let fA : D \ A → D be a conformal

map that preserves −1, 1. We also denote the set of A ∈ Q with A ∩ S1 ⊂ {z ∈ C : ℑz < 0} by Q−.

We equip K (resp. K−) with the σ-algebra generated by the collection of events {K ∈ K : K∩A =

∅} (resp. {K ∈ K− : K ∩A = ∅}) for all A ∈ Q (resp. A ∈ Q−).

Definition 1.1. Let c, α ∈ R. We say that a probability measure P on K (resp. K−) satisfies the

two-sided (resp. one-sided) chordal c-restriction with exponent α, if for all A ∈ Q (resp. A ∈ Q−),

we have
dP(K)

dPA(K)
1K∩A=∅ = 1K∩A=∅(f

′
A(1)f

′
A(−1))α exp

(
− c

2
Λ
D

(K,A)
)
, (1.2)

where PA = P ◦ fA, and Λ
D

(K,A) is the total mass of loops on D intersecting both K and A under

the Brownian loop measure µBL, defined in [LW04]. Note that f ′
A(1)f

′
A(−1) does not depend on the

choice of conformal map fA.

When c = 0, Definition 1.1 reduces to the standard chordal restriction measures in [LSW03]. The

uniqueness of such measures is straightforward, as (1.2) now gives P[K ∩A = ∅] = (f ′
A(1)f

′
A(−1))α.
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Note that the two-sided case above has been studied in [Qia21]. In [Qia21, Proposition 6.2], the

author constructed measures that satisfy the two-sided chordal c-restriction with exponent α in the

range c ≤ 1 (i.e., κ ∈ (0, 4]) and α ≥ 6−κ
2κ , using variants of SLEκ. However, it remains open whether

these measures are unique or whether this range of α is maximal for which these measures exist.

The first main result of this paper is to provide positive answers to both questions for c ∈ (0, 1].

Similar result also holds for the one-sided chordal c-restriction measures.

Theorem 1.2. Let c ∈ (0, 1] and κ ∈ (83 , 4] be related via (1.1). Then the two-sided (resp. one-sided)

chordal c-restriction with exponent α exists if and only if α ≥ 6−κ
2κ (resp. α > 0). Furthermore, when

α ≥ 6−κ
2κ (resp. α > 0), there exists a unique probability measure on K (resp. K−) satisfying the

two-sided (resp. one-sided) chordal c-restriction with exponent α in Definition 1.1.

The main ingredient to show the uniqueness part of Theorem 1.2 is to express the non-intersection

probability P[K ∩A = ∅] by some quantity only involving the Brownian loop soup. For this purpose,

we let L
D

be the Brownian loop soup on D of intensity c
2 , that is, a Poisson point process with

intensity measure c
2µ

BL restricted to loops fully contained in D. For any bounded set B ⊂ C, the

filling of B is defined as the complement of unbounded connected component of C \B. Let Ã be the

filling of the union of A and all the loop-soup clusters in L
D

that intersect A. We need to consider

the following event

E := {−1 and 1 are in the same connected component of D \ Ã}. (1.3)

On the event E, we let fÃ be the conformal map from the connected component of D \ Ã containing

1 to D with −1 and 1 fixed. Note that E happens almost surely when A ∈ Q−. Then we have

Theorem 1.3. Let c ∈ (0, 1] and α ∈ R. Suppose P satisfies the two-sided (resp. one-sided) chordal

c-restriction with exponent α. Then for any A ∈ Q (resp. A ∈ Q−),

P[K ∩A = ∅] = E
[
1E

(
f ′
Ã
(1)f

Ã
(−1)

)α]
(1.4)

where E denotes the expectation with respect to the Brownian loop soup L
D

.

The proof of (1.4) is based on a simple observation that exp
(
− c

2ΛD(K,A)
)
in (1.2) is in fact

the probability that there is no loop in L
D

that intersects both K and A given K. Hence, by

interpolating extra randomness from the Brownian loop soup, we obtain the first equation that

P[K ∩ A = ∅] = E ⊗ EA [(f ′
A(1)f

′
A(−1))α1K∩A1=∅], where EA represents the expectation for a

restriction sample in D \A, and A1 is the filling of the union of A and all loops in L
D

that intersect

A. Then, one can iterate the first equation until no loops can be added anymore, i.e. arriving at

Ã, and the limiting equation is just (1.4); see Section 2.1 for details. In fact, one can verify (1.4)

straightforwardly if K is constructed by the union of a standard restriction sample with exponent α

and all the clusters in L
D

that intersect it, which satisfies (1.2) directly.

Moreover, similar results also hold for the generalized radial and tri-chordal restriction measures;

see Section 2.2 for detailed discussions. Next, we turn to the loop case.
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1.2 The Malliavin-Kontsevich-Suhov measure

Let µ
C

be a Borel measure on the set of simple loops on C. We say that µ
C

is non-trivial if for any

bounded domain D and δ > 0, the µ
C

-mass of simple loops ℓ with ℓ ⊂ D and diam(ℓ) > δ is finite.

Definition 1.4 ([KS07]). A non-trivial measure µ
C

on the set of simple loops on C is called a

Malliavin-Kontsevich-Suhov measure if the following holds. For any simply connected domain D ⊂ C,

define µD by
dµD(η)

dµ
C

(η)
1η⊂D = 1η⊂D exp

( c
2
Λ∗(η, ∂D)

)
, (1.5)

where Λ∗(η, ∂D) is the total mass of loops on C intersecting both η and ∂D under the normalized

Brownian loop measure defined in [FL13]. Then for any two conformally equivalent domains D and

D′, the pushforward of µD under any conformal map from D to D′ equals µD′.

The study of loop versions of SLEs can be traced back to Werner [Wer03]. Following this, Kont-

sevich and Suhov wondered whether the restriction property of these loops could be alternatively

expressed in the framework of CFT, which led to the formalism described in [KS07]. They also

conjectured the existence and uniqueness of the measure in Definition 1.4 for all c ≤ 1 [KS07, Conjec-

ture 1], and related it to the unitarizing measure considered by Airault and Malliavin [AM01]. Now

this measure is often known as the Malliavin-Kontsevich-Suhov measure.

Such an MKS measure was first considered by Werner [Wer08] for c = 0, where it is proved that

the measure W induced from µBL by taking outer boundaries of Brownian loops indeed characterizes

the c = 0 MKS measure. We will call W Werner’s SLE8/3 loop measure on C. A construction for

the case c = −2 was given in [BD16]. Later, Kemppainen and Werner [KW16] constructed MKS

measures for c ∈ (0, 1] by taking the counting measure on loops in the full-plane CLEκ configuration,

denoted by SLEloop
κ in the sequel. In particular, they studied the SLE8/3 loop soup on C and proved

that the outer and inner boundaries of SLE8/3 loop soup clusters are both equal to SLEloop
κ . The

construction for all c ≤ 1 was finally completed by Zhan [Zha21]. Recently, Baverez and Jego [BJ24]

rigorously derived the CFT of SLE loop measures, based on an in-depth study of its Virasoro algebra

structures. As a consequence, they obtained the uniqueness of MKS measures for all c ≤ 1. See also

a contemporaneous work [GQW24] on the Virasoro representation of SLE loops.

The second main result of this paper is a direct and more “probabilistic” proof in the regime

c ∈ (0, 1], following a similar approach used in the generalized chordal restriction measures.

Theorem 1.5. Let c ∈ (0, 1]. The MKS measure is unique up to a positive multiplicative constant.

Similar to Theorem 1.2, we will prove Theorem 1.5 by relating the MKS loop measure to loop-soup

observables. However, since the Brownian loop soup on C has only one cluster, one needs to consider

the SLE8/3 loop soup instead, as indicated in [KW16]. This approach is feasible thanks to [CW24];

namely, we can study a related measure µ̂D, which is defined in a similar fashion to (1.5) but with

Λ∗ replaced by Werner’s SLE8/3 loop measure W on C, see (3.1).
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Let LW
C

be the whole-plane SLE8/3 loop soup of intensity c
2 , that is, a Poisson point process with

intensity measure c
2W. Suppose D and U are simply connected domains in C containing the origin,

and U ⊂ D. Let C∂D be the union of ∂D and all clusters in LW
C

that intersect ∂D. Let D∞ be the

connected components of C \ C∂D that contains the origin. Furthermore, let fD,∞ be the conformal

maps from D∞ → D such that fD,∞(0) = 0 and f ′
D,∞(0) > 0. Define fU,∞ in the same way. Then

we have the following analog of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.6. Let c ∈ (0, 1]. Let µ0
C

be the restriction of µ
C

to loops surrounding the origin. Then

there is a constant λ ∈ (0,∞) such that for all U ⊂ D as above,

µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ U, ℓ ⊂ D] = λE log f ′
U,∞(0) − λE log f ′

D,∞(0),

where E denotes the expectation with respect to the SLE8/3 loop soup LW
C

.

Theorem 1.6 is new and it directly implies Theorem 1.5. Note that for c = 0 and µ
C

= W, the

corresponding result of Theorem 1.6 has been provided in [Wer08, Proposition 3] with λ = π
5 [Wer08,

Page 151]. Furthermore, if one views the sample of µ
C

as the outer boundary of the union of the loop

from W and the clusters in LW
C

intersecting it, then Theorem 1.6 is a direct consequence of its c = 0

counterpart [Wer08, Proposition 3]. Moreover, if c ∈ (0, 1] and κ = κ(c) ∈ (83 , 4], with µ
C

chosen

as SLEloop
κ (i.e., the counting measure on loops of the full-plane CLEκ), then the corresponding λ in

Theorem 1.6 can be explicitly determined as λ = 1
π (

κ
4 − 1) cot(π(1− 4

κ)); see Corollary 3.4.

1.3 Applications

Here we provide several consequences of the results in Sections 1.1 and 1.2.

As mentioned to us by W. Werner, the reversibility and duality of SLE can be obtained from

the uniqueness of these restriction measures, which was indeed considered (see e.g. [Wer05]) before

the proofs [Zha08b] (see also [MS16b, LY21])1 and [Zha08a, Dub09, MS16a]. This approach to

the reversibility of simple SLE loop measures was completed in [BJ24, Section 7.1], as well as the

κ ↔ 16
κ duality of SLEκ loops [BJ24, Theorem 7.1] (this duality was also proved in a contemporaneous

work [ACSW24b, Theorem 1.2]). Using similar ideas, our results on the uniqueness of general chordal

restriction measures (Theorem 1.2) will provide alternate proofs in the regime κ ∈ (83 , 4] for the

reversibility of chordal SLEκ (and its variants), and the κ ↔ 16
κ duality in the chordal case.

The next application is about the SLE characterization of one-sided chordal restriction measures.

Let γ be the lower boundary of an one-sided chordal 0-restriction sample with exponent α > 0, which

is a simple path from −1 to 1 on D. Let Γ be an independent CLEκ on D with κ ∈ (83 , 4]. Let η be

the lower boundary of the union of γ and all loops of Γ that γ intersects. Then the law of η, which

was characterized by SLEκ(ρ) process in [WW13], now can be deduced from Theorem 1.2 directly.

Proposition 1.7 ([WW13, Theorem 1.1, Theorem 2.1]). Let κ ∈ (83 , 4] and α > 0. The law of η is

an SLEκ(ρ) on D from −1 to 1 with force point eiπ−, where ρ ∈ (−2,∞) satisfies α = (ρ+2)(ρ+6−κ)
4κ .

1We mention that the reversibility for non-simple SLE is established in [MS16c].
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Proof. Since the CLEκ on D can be realized as the outer boundaries of outermost clusters in a

Brownian loop soup on D of intensity c
2 [SW12], it is straightforward to check that the connected

component of D \ η above η satisfies the one-sided chordal c-restriction with exponent α as in Defi-

nition 1.1. On the other hand, as indicated in [Dub05], the upper part of SLEκ(ρ) on D satisfies the

one-sided chordal c-restriction (1.2) with exponent α as well (see [WW13, Page 10-11] for a detailed

justification). Combined, the result follows from the uniqueness part of Theorem 1.2.

Analogously, the two-sided case of Theorem 1.2 immediately gives the following. A radial coun-

terpart will be given later by Proposition 2.9.

Proposition 1.8. Let κ ∈ (83 , 4] and α ≥ 6−κ
2κ . Let K be a two-sided chordal c-restriction with

exponent α. Let Γ be an independent CLEκ on D. Let C(K) be the union of K and all loops of Γ that

K intersects. Then the filling of C(K) has the same law as that constructed in [Qia21, Proposition 6.2]

using variants of SLEκ.

Based on Theorem 1.6, for any connected compact set V separating 0 and ∞, we can express

the µ0
C

-mass of loops intersecting V by some SLE8/3 loop-soup observables; see (1.6) below. As

before, let CV be the union of V and all clusters in LW
C

that intersect V . Let ΩV,∞ and Ω∗
V,∞ be the

connected components of C \ CV containing 0 and ∞, respectively. Let V∞ := C \ (ΩV,∞ ∪ Ω∗
V,∞),

fV∞ : ΩV,∞ → D be conformal fixing 0, and hV∞ : Ω∗
V,∞ → D

∗ := C \D be conformal fixing ∞.

Theorem 1.9. For c ∈ (0, 1], there is a constant ζ ∈ R such that for any connected compact set V

separating 0 and ∞,

µ0
C

[ℓ ∩ V 6= ∅] = λE [θ(V∞)] + ζ, (1.6)

where θ(V∞) := log |f ′
V∞

(0)| − log |h′V∞
(∞)| is the so-called electrical thickness of V∞ [KW04], and E

is the expectation for the SLE8/3 loop soup LW
C

. In fact, ζ can be related to λ through (4.1).

The proof of Theorem 1.9 will be given in Section 4. Theorem 1.9 can also be straightforwardly

extended to c = 0 and µ
C

= W, in which case ζ =
√
6

15 ; see Remark 4.4. However, for general c ∈ (0, 1]

and µ
C

= SLEloop
κ , the exact value of ζ remains unknown.

Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we present the proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3,

and discuss its radial counterpart. In Section 3, we prove Theorems 1.5 and 1.6. Then we show

Theorem 1.9 in Section 4. Finally in Section 5, we give some further remarks and discussions.

2 Generalized chordal and radial restriction measures

2.1 The chordal case

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 by using a Markovian exploration process (Definition 2.1) and

a recursive formula (Proposition 2.3) derived from the restriction property (1.2). Based on these

results, we then finish the proof Theorem 1.2.
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We first focus on the one-sided case. Let c ∈ (0, 1], α ∈ R, and A ∈ Q−. Let P and E be the law

and the expectation with respect to the Brownian loop soup L
D

on D (of intensity c
2 as assumed).

Now, we define a natural exploration process associated with a set A ∈ Q− by revealing the loops

connected to A in L
D

in a Markovian way.

Definition 2.1 (Exploration process). Suppose A ∈ Q−. Let A0 := A, and for all n ≥ 0, let An+1

be the filling of the union of An and all loops in L
D

that intersect An.

As introduced, Ã denotes the filling of the union of A and all clusters in L
D

that intersect A.

For clarity, we further choose a point w0 ∈ S1 \ A other than −1, 1, and let fAn (resp. fÃ) be the

unique conformal map from D \An (resp. D \ Ã) to D that fixes −1, 1, w0. For sets B1, B2 ⊂ C, the

Hausdorff distance between B1 and B2 is given by

dH(B1, B2) := inf{ε > 0 : B1 ⊂ B
(ε)
2 , B2 ⊂ B

(ε)
1 }, where B

(ε)
i := {z : dist(z,Bi) < ε}.

We first show that the exploration process An converges to Ã in Hausdorff distance.

Lemma 2.2. For any A ∈ Q−, we have P-a.s. limn→∞ dH(An, Ã) = 0, and therefore, f−1
An

→ f−1

Ã

under the locally uniform topology.

Proof. For any ε > 0, by [SW12, Lemma 9.7], there are only finitely many clusters in L
D

with diameter

larger than ε. We denote those that intersect A by C1, . . . , Cm, which are at positive distance from each

other. Below, we use Fill to denote the filling of a set for brevity. Then, A′ := Fill(A∪C1∪. . .∪Cm) ⊂ Ã,

and dH(A′, Ã) ≤ ε. According to [vdBCL16, Theorem 4.1], every cluster Ci, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, can be

approximated by a sequence of finite subclusters CN
i of Ci (i.e., a chain of finite number of loops in

Ci) such that limN→∞ dH(Fill(CN
i ),Fill(Ci)) = 0. Since each finite subcluster CN

i is contained in An

for sufficiently large n, we conclude limn→∞ dH(An, Ã) = 0. Once An → Ã in Hausdorff distance,

{f−1
An

}n≥1 form a normal family, and for each convergent subsequence {f−1
Ank

}, its limit is a conformal

map from D to Ã, hence equals f−1

Ã
, as desired.

We derive the following recursive formula for the non-intersection probability of restriction samples

by the loop-soup interpolation.

Proposition 2.3. Let c ∈ (0, 1] and α ∈ R. Suppose P satisfies the one-sided chordal c-restriction

with exponent α as in Definition 1.1. For any A ∈ Q−, we have

P[K ∩A = ∅] = E⊗E
[
(f ′

An
(1)f ′

An
(−1))α exp

(
− c

2
Λ
D

(
(fAn−1

◦ f−1
An

)(K), fAn−1
(An \ An−1)

))]
.

Proof. According to (1.2), it holds that

P[K ∩A = ∅] = EA

[
(f ′

A(1)f
′
A(−1))α exp

(
− c

2
Λ
D

(K,A)
)]

= E⊗EA

[
(f ′

A(1)f
′
A(−1))α1K∩A1=∅

]
(2.1)

= E⊗EA1

[
(f ′

A1
(1)f ′

A1
(−1))α exp

(
− c

2
Λ
D\A(K,A1)

)]
, (2.2)

7



where we used P[K ∩ A1 = ∅] = exp(− c
2ΛD(K,A)) given K such that K ∩ A = ∅ in (2.1), and

dPA(K)
dPA1

(K)1K∩A1=∅ = 1K∩A1=∅(φ′(1)φ′(−1))α exp(− c
2ΛD\A(K,A1)) for φ = fA1

◦ f−1
A in (2.2). By

induction, we have for any n ≥ 1,

P[K ∩A = ∅] = E⊗EAn

[
(f ′

An
(1)f ′

An
(−1))α exp

(
− c

2
Λ
D\An−1

(K,An)
)]

.

Now, by the conformal invariance of Brownian loop measure,

Λ
D\An−1

(K,An) = Λ
D

(
fAn−1

(K), fAn−1
(An \An−1)

)
.

Moreover, if K is sampled from P, then f−1
An

(K) is distributed as PAn . The lemma then follows.

Next, we give a simple lemma on the Brownian loop soup.

Lemma 2.4. Let 0 < a < 1
2 . Suppose B is a connected subset of D such that ∂B ∩ S1 6= ∅ and

B ∩ (1 − a)S1 6= ∅. Let H be the event that there is a loop in L
D

that intersects both B and 1
2D.

Then, there exists a constant δ = δ(c, a) > 0 such that for all B,

P[H] ≥ δ.

Proof. Let z be some point on B ∩ (1 − a)S1. Let L be the line segment connecting z and z/(2|z|).
For any b > 0, define L(b) := {w : dist(w,L) ≤ b}. Let Λ(z) be the set of loops in L( a

10 ) \ L( a
20 )

that surround L( a
20). Note that B contains a curve intersecting both ∂L( a

10 ) and ∂L( a
20 ). Every loop

in Λ(z) will intersect B. Hence, P[H] ≥ P[Λ(z) 6= ∅]. By rotation invariance, µBL[Λ(z)] ≥ δ′(a) for

some constant δ′(a) independent of z. This allows us to conclude the proof.

The following lemma shows that fAn−1
(An \ An−1) will stay close to the boundary as n → ∞.

Lemma 2.5. For any A ∈ Q−, let dn := sup{dist(z,S1) | z ∈ fAn−1
(An \ An−1)}. Under P, dn → 0

in probability.

Proof. Otherwise, there is ε0 > 0, ρ > 0 and a sequence ni → ∞ such that P[dni > ε0] > ρ.

Then by Lemma 2.4, given dni > ε0, the probability that there is a loop in L
D

intersecting both

fAni−1
(Ani \ Ani−1) and 1

2D is bounded from below by a constant δ(ε0) > 0 only depending on ε0.

Hence, by conformal invariance of the Brownian loop soup,

P
[
fAni−1

(Ani+1 \ Ani) ∩
(1
2
D

)
6= ∅

]
> ρδ(ε0). (2.3)

By Lemma 2.2, f−1
An

→ f−1

Ã
locally uniformly a.s. Then for any σ > 0 and sufficiently large n,

P

[
f−1
An

(
1

2
D

)
6⊂ f−1

Ã

(
1 + σ

2
D

)]
<

1

2
ρδ(ε0). (2.4)

Combining with (2.3), we obtain that P
[
(Ani+1 \ Ani) ∩ f−1

Ã

(
1+σ
2 D

)
6= ∅

]
> 1

2ρδ(ε0) for sufficiently

large ni, which contradicts with the fact that Ani+1 ⊂ Ã and Ã ∩ f−1

Ã

(
1+σ
2 D

)
= ∅.
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The following lemma deals with the behavior of (fAn)n≥1 near the boundary points −1, 1.

Lemma 2.6. P-almost surely, for any A ∈ Q−, all of the followings hold. First, f ′
An

(±1) ↓ f ′
Ã
(±1).

Next, the distance between fAn−1
(An \ An−1) and {−1, 1} has a (random) uniform positive lower

bound. Furthermore, for any K ∈ K, (fAn−1
◦ f−1

An
)(K) → K in Hausdorff distance.

Proof. Let Bε(1) := {z : |z−1| < ε}. Let ε < 1
100 be such that B2ε(1)∩Ã = ∅ and f

Ã
(Bε(1))∩ 1

2D = ∅.
By Schwarz reflection for circular arcs, fAn(for sufficiently large n) and fÃ can be analytically extended

to functions ϕn and ϕ defined on Bε(1), respectively. Then {ϕn} forms a normal family and every limit

in this family, when restricted to Bε(1)∩D, is identical to ϕ
∣∣
Bε(1)∩D = fÃ

∣∣
Bε(1)∩D by Lemma 2.2. By

the uniqueness of analytic function, we then conclude ϕn → ϕ locally uniformly, and as an interior

point in Bε(1), f ′
An

(1) = ϕ′
n(1) converges to f ′

Ã
(1) = ϕ′(1). In particular, |ϕ′

n(1)| ≥ C for some

random C > 0 and hence ϕn(Bε(1)) ⊃ BCε/4(1) by Koebe’s 1/4 theorem. Hence fAn−1
(An \ An−1),

as a subset of fAn−1
(Ã \An−1), has distance ≥ 1

4Cε from 1. Similar results hold for the case −1. The

last claim follows directly from the locally uniform convergence of fAn and ϕn.

Finally, we are ready to show Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We first finish the proof for the one-sided case, which requires the use of

Proposition 2.3 by taking n → ∞. By Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6, we conclude that under P⊗P,

Λ
D

(
(fAn−1

◦ f−1
An

)(K), fAn−1
(An \An−1)

)
→ 0 in probability.

Note that P-a.s. f ′
An

(±1) ∈ (0, 1) and f ′
An

(±1) ↓ f ′
Ã
(±1) by Lemma 2.6. Therefore,

E⊗E
[
(f ′

An
(1)f ′

An
(−1))α exp

(
− c

2
Λ
D

(
(fAn−1

◦ f−1
An

)(K), fAn−1
(An \ An−1)

))]

→ E
[(

f ′
Ã
(1)f ′

Ã
(−1)

)α]
as n → ∞,

(2.5)

where one can use the monotone convergence theorem to show that lim sup of LHS is smaller than

RHS, and use Fatou’s lemma to show that lim inf of LHS is greater than RHS. Hence, by Proposi-

tion 2.3, we conclude P[K ∩A = ∅] = E[(f ′
Ã
(1)f ′

Ã
(−1))α] and finish the one-sided case.

The two-sided case is proved in a similar way. However, compared to the one-sided case, now

it could happen that −1 and 1 are separated by Ã inside D. Below, we only give the necessary

modifications and omit further details. Let P be the two-sided chordal c-restriction measure with

exponent α (Definition 1.1). For A ∈ Q, the exploration process (An)n≥0 in Definition 2.1 is still

valid, and P-a.s. limn→∞ dH(An, Ã) = 0. Furthermore, if we let En be the event that −1 and 1 are

in the same connected component of D \An, then P-a.s. 1En ↓ 1E , where E is defined in (1.3). The

same argument as in the proof of Proposition 2.3 now gives

P[K ∩A = ∅] = E⊗E
[
1En(f

′
An

(1)f ′
An

(−1))α exp
(
− c

2
Λ
D

(
(fAn−1

◦ f−1
An

)(K), fAn−1
(An \ An−1)

))]
.

For A ∈ Q and on the event E, analogues of Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 hold as well. Then similar to (2.5),

the above converges to E[1E(f
′
Ã
(1)f ′

Ã
(−1))α], which implies (1.4), as desired.
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let c ∈ (0, 1]. The existence of the two-sided chordal c-restriction with expo-

nent α for α ≥ 6−κ
2κ is given by [Qia21, Proposition 6.2]. Note that the proof of Proposition 1.7 indeed

gives the construction of the one-sided case via chordal SLEκ(ρ).

The uniqueness part of Theorem 1.2 follows immediately from Theorem 1.3. It remains to show

that the two-sided (resp. one-sided) chordal c-restriction measure with exponent α exists if and only

if α ≥ 6−κ
2κ (resp. α > 0). For the one-sided case, when α ≤ 0, the right side of (1.4) is always ≥ 1,

which cannot be the case. The argument for the two-sided case is similar to [LSW03, Corollary 8.6].

Suppose that there is a probability measure P on random sets K ∈ K satisfying the two-sided chordal

c-restriction with exponent α for some α < 6−κ
2κ . Then the lower boundary γ of K satisfies the

one-sided chordal c-restriction with the same exponent α; hence α > 0 and γ is an SLEκ(ρ) for some

ρ < 0. In particular, P[0 is above γ] < 1
2 . However, the symmetry of P implies P[0 is above γ] is at

least 1
2 (it can be strictly larger when K is of positive Lebesgue measure), a contradiction.

2.2 The radial case

In this section, we provide the radial counterpart. To lighten notation, we use the same symbols as

the chordal case to denote their radial counterparts. Let K be the collection of all simply connected

compact sets K ⊂ D such that 0 ∈ K and K ∩ S1 = {1}. Let Q be the collection of all compact sets

A ⊂ D such that D \A is simply connected and 0, 1 /∈ A. For any A ∈ Q, let fA : D \A → D be the

conformal map that fixes 0, 1. The following definition for general c ≤ 1 is from [Qia21, Definition 1.3],

which extends the c = 0 case considered in [Wu15].

Definition 2.7. Let c ≤ 1 and α, β ∈ R. We say that a probability measure P on K satisfies the

radial c-restriction with exponents (α, β), if for all A ∈ Q,

dP(K)

dPA(K)
1K∩A=∅ = 1K∩A=∅|f ′

A(0)|αf ′
A(1)

β exp
(
− c

2
Λ
D

(K,A)
)
, (2.6)

where PA = P ◦ fA and Λ
D

(K,A) is the same as in Definition 1.1.

In [Qia21, Theorem 1.6], the author used the radial hypergeometric SLEκ to construct a probability

measure Pα,β
κ , which satisfies the radial c-restriction with exponents (α, β), in the range α ≤ ηκ(β) and

β ≥ 6−κ
2κ , where ηκ(β) is the generalized disconnection exponent [Qia21, (1.7)]. The author further

conjectured that for any c ≤ 1 (κ ∈ (0, 4]), the restriction property (2.6) uniquely characterizes the

law of P. Up to now, the only proved case is c = 0 [Wu15]. Using the approach similar to the chordal

case, we are able to confirm the uniqueness for c ∈ (0, 1].

Theorem 2.8. Let c ∈ (0, 1] and α, β ∈ R. Suppose P satisfies the radial c-restriction with exponents

(α, β). Then, for all A ∈ Q, we have

P[K ∩A = ∅] = E
[
10/∈Ã |f ′

Ã
(0)|α f ′

Ã
(1)β

]
, (2.7)

where E denotes the expectation for the Brownian loop soup L
D

of intensity c
2 , Ã is the filling of the

union of A and all clusters in L
D

that intersect A, and fÃ is the conformal map from D \ Ã to D

10



that fixes 0, 1. As a result, for any c ∈ (0, 1], the probability measure on K that satisfies the radial

c-restriction with exponents (α, β) as in Definition 2.7 is unique.

Proof. We only need to show (2.7). For any A ∈ Q, the exploration process (An)n≥0 given in

Definition 2.1 is still valid, and we have P-a.s. limn→∞ dH(An, Ã) = 0. Moreover, P-a.s. 10/∈An
↓

1
0/∈Ã. Similar to Proposition 2.3, we can use (2.6) to deduce the following formula

P[K ∩A = ∅]

= E⊗E
[
10/∈An

|f ′
An

(0)|α f ′
An

(1)β exp
(
− c

2
Λ
D

(
(fAn−1

◦ f−1
An

)(K), fAn−1
(An \ An−1)

))]
.

(2.8)

On the event {0 /∈ Ã}, we have f−1
An

→ f−1

Ã
, |f ′

An
(0)| ↑ |f ′

Ã
(0)|, f ′

An
(1) ↓ f ′

Ã
(1), and the exponential

term tends to 1 as before. Letting n → ∞ in (2.8) and similar to (2.5), we arrive at (2.7) .

Consequently, we obtain the following result, which plays a crucial role in determining the Haus-

dorff dimension of certain exceptional sets arising from loop-soup clusters [GLQ22].

Proposition 2.9. Let κ ∈ (83 , 4], β ≥ 5
8 and α ≤ η(β), where η(β) = η8/3(β) is the Brownian

disconnection exponent. Let K be a standard radial restriction sample in D with exponents (α, β) and

marked points 0 and 1 (i.e. the c = 0 case in Definition 2.7). Let Γ be an independent CLEκ on D.

Let C(K) be the union of K and all loops of Γ that K intersects. Then, the filling of C(K) has the

same law as Pα,β
κ , which is constructed by the radial hypergeometric SLEκ in [Qia21, Section 4.1].

Proof. Note that both the law of the filling of C(K) and Pα,β
κ satisfy the radial c-restriction with

exponents (α, β); see Theorem 1.6 and Lemma 2.1 of [Qia21], respectively. Now, Theorem 2.8 gives

the equivalence between these two.

Remark 2.10. Our analysis can be also adapted to the trichordal case; see [Qia18] and [Qia21,

Section 6.2.2] for related notions. We leave it to the interested reader.

3 The Malliavin-Kontsevich-Suhov measure

This section focuses on the MKS loop measure µ
C

(see Definition 1.4) on the whole-plane. We will

prove Theorem 1.6 in Section 3.2, which implies Theorem 1.5 immediately.

As mentioned before, since the Brownian loop soup on C a.s. has only one cluster for any c > 0,

we will use the SLE8/3 loop soup on C instead, as considered in [KW16]. Recall that Werner’s

SLE8/3 loop measure W on C is induced from the Brownian loop measure µBL on C by taking outer

boundaries. For an MKS loop measure µ
C

, on any simply connected D ⊂ C, define µ̂D by

dµ̂D(η)

dµ
C

(η)
1η⊂D = 1η⊂D exp

( c
2
W(η, ∂D)

)
. (3.1)

We first show that the above (µ̂D)D⊂C is also conformally invariant as the family (µD)D⊂C defined

in (1.5), based on a relation between W and µBL obtained by Carfagnini and Wang [CW24].
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Lemma 3.1. (µ̂D)D⊂C defined above is conformally invariant. That is, for φ : D → D′ conformal,

the pushforward of µ̂D under φ equals µ̂D′.

Proof. Since µ
C

is an MKS measure, we have φ ◦ µD = µD′ , and by (1.5),

∫

{η⊂D}
F (φ(η)) exp

( c
2
Λ∗(η, ∂D)

)
µ
C

(dη) =

∫

{η⊂D′}
F (η) exp

( c
2
Λ∗(η, ∂D′)

)
µ
C

(dη)

for any positive measurable F defined on loops contained in D′. Now we choose

F (η) = exp
( c
2
(W(φ−1(η), ∂D) − Λ∗(φ−1(η), ∂D))

)
G(η).

By [CW24, Theorem 2.5] and the remark after it, we have

F (η) = exp
( c
2
(W(η, ∂D′)− Λ∗(η, ∂D′))

)
G(η).

Hence we obtain
∫

{η⊂D}
G(φ(η)) exp

( c
2
W(η, ∂D)

)
µ
C

(dη) =

∫

{η⊂D′}
F (η) exp

( c
2
W(η, ∂D′)

)
µ
C

(dη),

which is exactly that φ ◦ µ̂D = µ̂D′ , as desired.

We use a superscript 0 to denote the corresponding measure restricted to loops surrounding the

origin. As in Section 2, we will use the SLE8/3 loop soup observables to express quantities of µ0
C

.

Let LW
C

be the SLE8/3 loop soup on C of itensity c
2 , and P,E be the law and the expectation with

respect to LW
C

. Recall the notation introduced above Theorem 1.6. In the following, for any function

f defined on some Ω ⊂ C, we let f(A) := f(A ∩ Ω) for any A ⊂ C.

Proposition 3.2. For any 0 < r < 1, we have µ̂0
D

[ℓ 6⊂ rD] < ∞. Furthermore, for any simply

connected D ⊂ D containing the origin, we have

µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ rD, ℓ ⊂ D] = E⊗ µ̂0
D

[ℓ 6⊂ fD,∞(rD)]. (3.2)

Proof. We use ideas similar to Section 2. First, we define an exploration process analogous to Defi-

nition 2.1 as follows. Let D0 := D, and Dn+1 ⊂ Dn be the connected component containing 0 of the

complement of the union of ∂Dn and all loops in LW
C

that intersect ∂Dn. Using (3.1), we obtain that

µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ rD, ℓ ⊂ D] = µ̂0
D

[
1ℓ 6⊂rD exp

(
− c

2
W(ℓ, ∂D)

)]
= E⊗ µ̂0

D[ℓ 6⊂ rD, ℓ ⊂ D1]. (3.3)

Let fD,n be the conformal map from Dn to D such that fD,n(0) = 0 and f ′
D,n(0) > 0. Iterating (3.3),

we conclude that for all n,

µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ rD, ℓ ⊂ D] = E⊗ µ̂0
Dn

[ℓ 6⊂ rD, ℓ ⊂ Dn+1] = E⊗ µ̂0
D

[ℓ 6⊂ fD,n(rD), ℓ ⊂ fD,n(Dn+1)], (3.4)
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where we used the conformal invariance of µ̂
D

from Lemma 3.1. Using Lemma 2.2, together with the

finiteness of clusters in LW
C

[KW16], and the inversion invariance of LW
C

[Wer08], we have Dn → D∞
in Hausdorff distance, and f−1

D,n → f−1
D,∞ in the locally uniform topology. In particular, we have

1ℓ 6⊂fD,n(rD),ℓ⊂fD,n(Dn+1) → 1ℓ 6⊂fD,∞(rD), E⊗ µ̂0
D

− a.e. (3.5)

Then, by Fatou’s Lemma, taking n → ∞ in (3.4), we obtain

∞ > µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ rD, ℓ ⊂ D] ≥ E⊗ µ̂0
D

[ℓ 6⊂ fD,∞(rD)]. (3.6)

Now, (3.6) implies that µ̂0
D

[ℓ 6⊂ rD] < ∞. Indeed, there is a positive probability p0 under P such

that D∞ ⊃ 1
2D. Note that D∞ ⊃ 1

2D implies f
D,∞(rD) ⊂ 2rD by Schwarz lemma. Then (3.6) gives

∞ > E⊗ µ̂0
D

[ℓ 6⊂ f
D,∞(rD)] ≥ p0 µ̂

0
D

[ℓ 6⊂ 2rD]. (3.7)

It remains to show (3.2). We go back to (3.4). By Schwarz lemma again, Dn ⊂ D gives rD ⊂
fD,n(rD). Hence, we can rewrite (3.4) as

µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ rD, ℓ ⊂ D] = E⊗ µ̂0
D

[ℓ 6⊂ fD,n(rD), ℓ ⊂ fD,n(Dn+1); ℓ 6⊂ rD]. (3.8)

Now we know from (3.7) that E ⊗ µ̂0
D

[ · ; ℓ 6⊂ rD] is a finite measure for any fixed r. Then, taking

n → ∞ in (3.8), by (3.5) and the dominated convergence, we finally obtain (3.2).

In the following, we first provide several basic estimates on µ0
C

and µ̂0
D

in Section 3.1, and then

finish the proof of Theorems 1.5 and 1.6 in Section 3.2.

3.1 A priori estimates on µ
0
C

and µ̂
0
D

Let ‖ℓ‖∞ := maxz∈ℓ |z| for a simple loop ℓ ⊂ C.

Lemma 3.3. There is a λ ∈ (0,∞) such that for any a > b > 0, µ0
C

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [a, b)) = λ log b
a .

Proof. Let U(a, b) := µ0
C

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [a, b)). Then U(a, b) + U(b, c) = U(a, c) for any 0 < a < b < c.

Furthermore, the scaling invariance of µ0
C

gives U(a, b) = U(ka, kb) for all k > 0. Then x 7→ U(1, x)

is increasing with U(1, xy) = U(1, x) + U(1, y); thus U(1, x) = λ log x for some λ > 0.

Corollary 3.4. For c ∈ (0, 1], let µ
C

= SLEloop
κ , i.e. the counting measure on full-plane CLEκ loops,

then the λ in Lemma 3.3 is given by λ = 1
π (

κ
4 − 1) cot(π(1− 4

κ)).

Proof. Let Γ be sampled from the full-plane CLEκ, and NC be the number of loop ℓ’s in Γ surrounding

the origin with ‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [1, eC ). By [ACSW24b, Lemma 9.2] (which is based on [SSW09]), we have
E[NC ]

C → 1
π (

κ
4 − 1) cot(π(1− 4

κ)) as C → ∞. Comparing with Lemma 3.3, the result then follows.

We also mention that for c = 0 and µ
C,c=0 replaced by Werner’s measure W, the corresponding

λ in Lemma 3.3 equals π
5 [Wer08, Page 151].
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Lemma 3.5. There is an α > 0 such that for any 0 < ε < 1
2 , W(εD,S1) = O(εα).

Proof. This basically follows from [NW11]. We add some details here for completeness. First, by

[NW11, Lemma 2] and scaling invariance of W, we have

W(εD,S1) ≤
∫ 2ε

0

1

r
E(Area({z : dist(z, γ) ≤ r})) dr, (3.9)

where Area denotes the Lebesgue measure on R2, and γ under E has the law of the outer boundary

of the Brownian loop of time-length 1. By the proof of [NW11, Lemma 4], the expected area of

r-neighborhood of γ is O(rα) for some constant α > 0. This concludes the proof from (3.9).

In fact, the optimal α in Lemma 3.5 is 2
3 , which can be deduced from the Brownian disconnection

exponents. However, we will not need such an explicit bound.

Proposition 3.6. For any c ∈ (0, 1], there is a constant ζ1 ∈ (0,∞) such that µ̂0
D

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [ε, 1)) =

λ| log ε|+ ζ1 + o(1) as ε → 0.

Proof. By Proposition 3.2, µ̂0
D

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [ε, 1)) < ∞. By (3.1), Lemmas 3.3 and 3.5, we have

0 ≤ µ̂0
D

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [ε, 2ε)) − µ0
C

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [ε, 2ε)) ≤ µ0
C

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [ε, 2ε)) (exp(
c

2
W(2εD,S1))− 1) = O(εα).

This implies that µ̂0
D

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [ε, 1)) − µ0
C

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [ε, 1)) converges to some ζ1 ∈ (0,∞) as ε → 0.

Corollary 3.7. Let β ∈ [0, 12 ]. We have

µ̂0
D

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [ε, aε)) = λ log a+ o(1) as ε → 0,

uniformly for all 1 ≤ a ≤ ε−β, where o(1) is independent of β.

Proof. Write µ̂0
D

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [ε, aε)) = µ̂0
D

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [ε, 1)) − µ̂0
D

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [aε, 1)). The result then follows

from Proposition 3.6.

3.2 The proof of Theorems 1.5 and 1.6

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 1.6, which implies the uniqueness of the MKS

measure (Theorem 1.5) immediately. By scaling invariance of MKS measures, it suffices to prove

Theorem 1.6 for simply connected domains U,D such that {0} ⊂ U ⊂ D ⊂ D. Therefore, we will

assume D ⊂ D throughout this section.

We first define the following important quantity I(D) whenever the limit exists (which is the case

as we will see immediately)

I(D) := lim
ε→0

(
µ̂0
D

[ℓ 6⊂ εD]− µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ εD, ℓ ⊂ D]
)
. (3.10)

Note in particular that I(D) = ζ1 according to Proposition 3.6. We will show that I(D) has a nice

loop-soup expression (see Proposition 3.9), which is the key to Theorem 1.6. Before going any further,

we first show that the limit in (3.10) exists by establishing an equality between I(D) and the µ0
C

-mass

of loops in D that are not fully in D.
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Lemma 3.8. The limit in (3.10) exists and I(D) = µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ D, ℓ ⊂ D] + ζ1 ∈ (0,∞).

Proof. Since D ⊂ D, we have

µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ D, ℓ ⊂ D] = lim
ε→0

(
µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ εD, ℓ ⊂ D]− µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ εD, ℓ ⊂ D]
)

= lim
ε→0

(
µ̂0
D

[ℓ 6⊂ εD]− ζ1 − µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ εD, ℓ ⊂ D]
)
,

where the second line is from Proposition 3.6. Hence I(D) = µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ D, ℓ ⊂ D] + ζ1. Note that

µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ D, ℓ ⊂ D] ∈ (0,∞) thanks to the non-triviality of µ
C

.

The following proposition provides a clean form of I(D) that only involves randomness from the

loop soup.

Proposition 3.9. We have I(D) = λE log f ′
D,∞(0). In particular, ζ1 = I(D) = λE log f ′

D,∞(0).

We first show how to derive Theorem 1.6 (and hence Theorem 1.5) from Proposition 3.9.

Proof of Theorem 1.6, assuming Proposition 3.9. Write µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ U, ℓ ⊂ D] = µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ U, ℓ ⊂ D] −
µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ D, ℓ ⊂ D]. We finish the proof by applying Lemma 3.8 and Proposition 3.9.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. From Theorem 1.6, we have determined µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ U, ℓ ⊂ D] for all simply con-

nected domains U and D satisfying U ⊂ D. This indeed characterizes µ
C

by a rather straightforward

measure-theoretical argument, as presented in [Wer08, Page 146].

In the remaining of this section, we aim to show Proposition 3.9. Our proof relies crucially on the

following loop-soup interpolation of I(D).

Lemma 3.10. We have

I(D) = lim
ε→0

E⊗ µ̂0
D

[ℓ ⊂ fD,∞(εD) \ (εD)]. (3.11)

Proof. Since D∞ ⊂ D, by Schwarz lemma, we have fD,∞(εD) ⊃ εD. Then by Proposition 3.2,

µ̂0
D

[ℓ 6⊂ εD]− µ0
C

[ℓ 6⊂ εD, ℓ ⊂ D] = E⊗ µ̂0
D

[ℓ 6⊂ εD]−E⊗ µ̂0
D

[ℓ 6⊂ fD,∞(εD)]

= E⊗ µ̂0
D

[ℓ ⊂ fD,∞(εD) \ (εD)].

Taking ε → 0, we get (3.11).

We will use the following technical lemma to control the distortion of conformal maps.

Lemma 3.11. Let D be a simply connected domain in D that contains 0. Let f be the conformal

map from D → D with f(0) = 0 and f ′(0) > 0. Suppose ε, β ∈ (0, 1), ε1−β ≤ 1
16 and f ′(0) < ε−β.

There is a universal constant C such that for any z with |z| = ε,

f ′(0)ε(1 − Cε1−β) ≤ |f(z)| ≤ f ′(0)ε(1 + Cε1−β).
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Proof. By Koebe’s 1/4 theorem, we have r := dist(0, ∂D) ≥ 1
4f

′(0)−1 > 1
4ε

β. Consider the conformal

map g(w) := f(rw)/(rf ′(0)) on D, which satisfies g′(0) = 1. By [Law05, Proposition 3.26], for any

|w| = ε
r ≤ 4ε1−β ≤ 1

4 , we have |g(w) − w| ≤ C |w|2 for some universal constant C. Setting z = rw,

we have |f(z)− f ′(0)z| ≤ Cf ′(0)ε2−β , concluding the proof.

Lemma 3.12. For any α0 ∈ (0, 12 ], we have

lim
ε→0

E⊗ µ̂0
D

[ℓ ⊂ fD,∞(εD) \ (εD); f ′
D,∞(0) < ε−α0 ] = λE log f ′

D,∞(0). (3.12)

Therefore,

λE log f ′
D,∞(0) ≤ I(D) < ∞. (3.13)

Proof. By Lemma 3.11, we have
∣∣∣E⊗ µ̂0

D

[ℓ ⊂ fD,∞(εD) \ (εD); f ′
D,∞(0) < ε−α0 ]−E⊗ µ̂0

D

[‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [ε, f ′
D,∞(0)ε); f ′

D,∞(0) < ε−α0 ]
∣∣∣

≤ E⊗ µ̂0
D

[‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [f ′
D,∞(0)ε(1 − Cε1−α0), f ′

D,∞(0)ε(1 + Cε1−α0); f ′
D,∞(0) < ε−α0 ]

≤ O(ε1−α0)P(f ′
D,∞(0) < ε−α0) → 0 as ε → 0,

where we used Corollary 3.7 to estimate the µ̂0
D

-mass of ℓ in the last inequality. It follows that

lim
ε→0

E⊗ µ̂0
D

[‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [ε, f ′
D,∞(0)ε); f ′

D,∞(0) < ε−α0 ]

= lim
ε→0

E[λ log f ′
D,∞(0) + o(1); f ′

D,∞(0) < ε−α0 ] (by Corollary 3.7)

= λE log f ′
D,∞(0) (the o(1) is independent of E).

Combined, we complete the proof of (3.12). Now combining (3.12) and Lemma 3.10, we obtain that

λE log f ′
D,∞(0) ≤ lim

ε→0
E⊗ µ̂0

D

(ℓ ⊂ fD,∞(εD) \ (εD)) = I(D).

By Lemma 3.8, I(D) < ∞, and (3.13) then follows.

Finally, we turn to

Proof of Proposition 3.9. By (3.12) and Lemma 3.10, it remains to show that

lim
ε→0

E⊗ µ̂0
D

[ℓ ⊂ fD,∞(εD) \ (εD); f ′
D,∞(0) ≥ ε−α0 ] = 0.

First, by (3.13), as ε → 0,

| log ε|P[f ′
D,∞(0) ≥ ε−α0 ] ≤ 1

α0
E[log f ′

D,∞(0), f ′
D,∞(0) > ε−α0 ] → 0.

Therefore, by Proposition 3.6, we have

E⊗ µ̂0
D

[ℓ ⊂ fD,∞(εD) \ (εD); f ′
D,∞(0) ≥ ε−α0 ] ≤ E⊗ µ̂0

D

[‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ [ε, 1); f ′
D,∞(0) ≥ ε−α0 ]

= (λ| log ε|+ ζ1 + o(1))P[f ′
D,∞(0) ≥ ε−α0 ],

which tends to 0 as ε → 0. The proof is now complete.
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4 Electrical thickness

This section is to establish Theorem 1.9 from Theorem 1.6. We inherit the notation from Section 3.

We first show that the µ0
C

-mass of loops that intersect the unit circle S1 is finite.

Lemma 4.1. For any c ∈ (0, 1], we have ζ2 := µ0
C

(ℓ ∩ S1 6= ∅) < ∞.

Proof. According to the uniqueness of the MKS measure (Theorem 1.5), it suffices to prove the

statement for µ
C

= SLEloop
κ , the counting measure on the full-plane CLEκ configuration Γ. First, there

is a universal u > 0 such that for any simply connected domain D containing 0 with dist(0, ∂D) < 1,

with probability at least u, the outermost CLEκ loop in D surrounding 0 is contained in 1
2D (this is

directly from the loop-soup construction of CLEκ [SW12]; see e.g. [KW16, Section 3.1, Fact 4]). Then

by the Markov property of CLEκ, the number of loops in Γ intersecting S1 is stochastically dominated

by a geometric distribution with parameter u, i.e., µ0
C

(ℓ ∩ S1 6= ∅) ≤ ∑
n≥1 nu(1− u)n−1 < ∞.

Denote Aε,R := {z : ε < |z| < R}. The following gives the µ0
C

-mass of loops that intersect Aε,R.

Lemma 4.2. For any c ∈ (0, 1], let

ζ := ζ2 − 2ζ1 = µ0
C

(ℓ ∩ S1 6= ∅)− 2λE log f ′
D,∞(0) ∈ (−∞,∞), (4.1)

where ζ1 and ζ2 are defined in Proposition 3.6 and Lemma 4.1 respectively. Then, we have

lim
ε→0,R→∞

(
µ0
C

(ℓ ∩Aε,R 6= ∅)− µ̂0
D

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ (ε, 1)) − µ̂0
D

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ (R−1, 1))
)
= ζ. (4.2)

Proof. The last equation of (4.1) follows from Proposition 3.9. To show (4.2), write ‖ℓ‖min :=

minz∈ℓ |z|, and we decompose the mass of loops as

µ0
C

(ℓ ∩Aε,R 6= ∅) = µ0
C

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ (ε, 1)) + µ0
C

(‖ℓ‖min ∈ (1, R)) + µ0
C

(ℓ ∩ S1 6= ∅). (4.3)

Note that µ0
C

(‖ℓ‖min ∈ (1, R)) = µ0
C

(‖ℓ‖∞ ∈ (R−1, 1)) by inversion invariance. Using Proposition 3.6

to estimate the first two terms on the right-hand side of (4.3), we finish the proof.

Next, we consider general simply connected domain D ⊂ C containing 0 (without the assump-

tion that D ⊂ D). The definition of I(D) given in (3.10) can be extended to this general case

straightforwardly. We can generalize the result in Proposition 3.9 to D ⊂ C by scaling.

Proposition 4.3. For any simply connected domain D ⊂ C containing 0, we have

I(D) = λE log f ′
D,∞(0). (4.4)

Proof. Let a := supz∈D |z| and D̃ := a−1D. By (3.10) and scaling invariance of µ0
C

, we have I(D) =

I(D̃) − λ log a. Further, since D̃ ⊂ D, Proposition 3.9 gives I(D̃) = λE log f ′
D̃,∞(0). Moreover, by

scaling invariance of the whole-plane SLE8/3 loop-soup, f ′
D,∞(0) has the same law as a−1f ′

D̃,∞(0).

Combined, we obtain I(D) = λE log f ′
D̃,∞(0)− λ log a = λE log f ′

D,∞(0), as desired.
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Now we complete the proof of Theorem 1.9. Let V be any connected compact set separating 0

and ∞, and recall the notation introduced above Theorem 1.9. For clarity, we fix the conformal maps

fV∞ and hV∞ such that f ′
V∞

(0), h′V∞
(∞) > 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. By Proposition 4.3 and inversion invariance, we have

I(ΩV,∞) = lim
ε→0

(
µ̂0
D

(ℓ 6⊂ εD)− µ0
C

(ℓ 6⊂ εD, ℓ ⊂ ΩV,∞)
)
= λE log f ′

V∞
(0), (4.5)

lim
R→∞

(
µ̂0
D

(ℓ 6⊂ R−1
D)− µ0

C

(ℓ 6⊂ RD∗, ℓ ⊂ Ω∗
V,∞)

)
= −λE log h′V∞

(∞). (4.6)

Moreover, for any 0 < ε < R < ∞ such that V ⊂ Aε,R, we have

µ0
C

(ℓ ∩ V 6= ∅) = µ0
C

(ℓ ∩Aε,R 6= ∅)− µ0
C

(ℓ 6⊂ εD, ℓ ⊂ ΩV,∞)− µ0
C

(ℓ 6⊂ RD∗, ℓ ⊂ Ω∗
V,∞)

=
(
µ̂0
D

(ℓ 6⊂ εD)− µ0
C

(ℓ 6⊂ εD, ℓ ⊂ ΩV,∞)
)
+

(
µ̂0
D

(ℓ 6⊂ R−1
D)− µ0

C

(ℓ 6⊂ RD∗, ℓ ⊂ Ω∗
V,∞)

)

+
(
µ0
C

(ℓ ∩Aε,R 6= ∅)− µ̂0
D

(ℓ 6⊂ εD)− µ̂0
D

(ℓ 6⊂ R−1
D)

)
.

Taking ε → 0 and R → ∞, using (4.5), (4.6) and Lemma 4.2 to deal with the three terms on the

right-hand side above respectively, we conclude that

µ0
C

(ℓ ∩ V 6= ∅) = λE log f ′
V∞

(0)− λE log h′V∞
(∞) + ζ = λE [θ(V∞)] + ζ,

which finishes the proof.

Remark 4.4. Theorem 1.9 can be straightforwardly extended to the case c = 0 (i.e. κ = 8
3). Now

ζ = µ0
C,c=0(ℓ ∩ S1 6= ∅) by (4.1), and V∞ is simply V . Namely,

µ0
C,c=0(ℓ ∩ V 6= ∅) = λθ(V ) + µ0

C,c=0(ℓ ∩ S1 6= ∅), (4.7)

where θ(V ) is the electrical thickness of V . Note that (4.7) looks similar to [WX24, Corollary 4.8],

which computes the total mass of Brownian loops with winding m ∈ Z+ around 0 and hitting V .

As mentioned before, if µ
C,c=0 is Werner’s measure W, then λ = π

5 [Wer08]. One can also

determine that W0(ℓ ∩ S1 6= ∅) = W(ℓ surrounds 0, ℓ ∩ S1 6= ∅) =
√
6

15 .
2

5 Discussions and Possible Extensions

At the end of this paper we briefly list several remarks and open questions.

General Riemann Surfaces. Both the Brownian loop measure and the SLE loop measure can be

defined on a general Riemann surface Σ, see e.g. [Wer08, Law11, Zha21]. It is interesting to see how

our approach in Section 3 can be extended to the SLE loop measure µΣ on Σ. For instance, one can

2Let Z8/3(τ ) be the total mass of W on non-contractible loops in {z : e−2πτ < |z| < 1}. Then W(ℓ surrounds 0, ℓ ∩

S

1 6= ∅) = limτ→∞ Z8/3(2τ ) − 2Z8/3(τ ). The explicit formula of Z8/3(τ ), up to a multiplicative constant, is given by

Cardy ZCardy(τ ) [Car06, (5)] and proved by [ARS22]. By a forthcoming work of Liu, Qian, Sun, Wu and the first author

of this paper, this multiplicative constant can be further specified, i.e., Z8/3(τ ) =
3
√

2
5

ZCardy(τ ).
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consider the SLE8/3 loop soup on Σ, and relate it to the quantity µΣ[ℓ ⊂ A and non-contractible in A]

for some annular region A ⊂ Σ.

Note that recently Wang and Xue [WX24] demonstrated that there is a deep connection between

the Brownian loop measure and the length spectrum of geodesics on Σ. Hence, it is natural to ask

that on Σ how the SLE loop measure relates to such geometric quantities.

The regime c < 0 or κ ∈ (0, 83). Our approach relies on the interpretation of the loop-mass term

in the generalized conformal restriction through the Brownian loop soup, which indeed utilizes the

coupling from SLE8/3 to SLEκ for κ > 8
3 . It would be interesting to see whether a similar approach

can be adapted to the regime c < 0. This is connected to an alternative characterization of SLEκ for

κ < 8
3 as the unique simple curve with the property that, when augmented with a specific density of

Brownian loops, the resulting hull coincides with the union of certain Brownian motions [Wer03].

Integrability of the SLE loop. Our results, Theorems 1.6 and 1.9, establish relationships between

natural quantities of the SLEκ loop measure and the SLE8/3 loop soup. A natural follow-up question

is whether these quantities can be expressed as exact functions, and whether further integrability

for the SLEκ loop measure can be obtained. To date, only a few results on the integrability of the

SLEκ loop measure are known, including its two- and three-point Green functions and its electrical

thickness [ACSW24a, ACSW24b], by Ang, Sun, Wu and the first author of this paper.
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