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CONFORMAL WELDING AND THE
MATTER-LIOUVILLE-GHOST FACTORISATION

GUILLAUME BAVEREZ AND ANTOINE JEGO

ABSTRACT. We study the action of local conformal transformations on several measures related
to the Gaussian free field and Schramm-Loewner evolutions. The main novelty of our work
is a Cameron—Martin-type formula for the welding homeomorphism of the SLE loop measure
(k € (0,4]); its proof relies on a rigorous interpretation (and computation) of the “Jacobian” of
the conformal welding map, which we relate to the “bc-ghost system” from bosonic string theory.
We also give an intrinsic definition of the trace of the GFF on SLE, and prove a characterisation
of the free boundary GFF in D. As an application, we introduce a new and intrinsic approach to
the conformal welding of quantum surfaces.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This article stems from a recent line of research pioneered by Yilin Wang (see [Wan24]| for
a review) exploring the rich links relating random conformal geometry, Teichmiiller theory and
Schramm-Loewner evolutions. The crux of these connections is the equality between the universal
Liouville action (a K&hler potential for the Weil-Petersson metric on the universal Teichmiiller
space [TT06]), and the Loewner energy (the Dirichlet energy of the SLE driving function) [Wan19].
The Loewner energy can also be seen as a dissipation term for the Dirichlet energies during cutting
or welding operations [VW20]. This particular identity corresponds precisely to the semiclassical
limit x — 0 of Sheffield’s celebrated quantum zipper [Shel6]. However, Viklund—Wang’s identity
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does not explain Sheffield’s result for a fixed x € (0,4], in particular because of apparently
mismatching constants in the action functional. One of our main motivations is to uncover the
reason for this anomaly, by computing what amounts formally to the Jacobian determinant of
the welding map. The rigorous formulation of this computation takes the form of an integration
by parts formula for the welding homeomorphism of SLE. As an application, we give a new
proof that the conformal welding of quantum discs produces a quantum sphere decorated by
an independent SLE (originally due to [AHS23a], building on techniques of Sheffield’s original
paper). While Sheffield’s proof is probabilistic, our approach is more algebraic (borrowing from
the representation theory of the Virasoro algebra) and makes explicit connections with conformal
field theory. In particular, we can relate the Jacobian of the welding map to the be-ghost system
from bosonic string theory. Furthermore, our approach is intrinsic and will be generalised to non
simply connected surfaces in an ongoing work with Xin Sun and Baojun Wu.

1.1. Background. We start by giving some background on the main characters of this paper.
Throughout the paper, the following parameters are fixed once and for all:

2
v =k € (0,2]; Q:% ;ZQ;
1.1
o 1 6<—2 —\/E>2<1 14 6Q% =26 > 25
=1 — — ; cr = =26—-c .
m \/E 2 >~ 1, L m =

Space of Jordan curves and SLE. A Jordan curve in the Riemann sphere C is a continuous
simple loop (viewed up to parametrisation). We will denote by Jp ~ the space of Jordan curves
separating 0 from oo, equipped with the Carathéodory topology. For a curve n € Joy o separating
0 from oo, we will denote by int(n) and ext(n) the “interior” and “exterior” of n which are
the connected components of C \ 7 containing 0 and oo respectively. We will often consider
conformal maps f : D — int(n) and ¢ : D* — ext(n) where D* = C \ D. By Carathéodory’s
theorem, these maps extend continuously to homeomorphisms between the closures D — int(n)
and D* — ext(n). Fixing the normalisation of f and g by requiring that f(0) = 0, f/(0) = 1,
g(c0) = oo and g(1) = f(1), the homeomorphism h = g~! o f : S! — S! is called the welding
homeomorphism of 1.

Schramm-Loewner Evolutions (SLE) are random fractal curves of the plane, initially introduced
by Schramm [Sch00], which describe the scaling limit of interfaces of critical models of statistical
mechanics. In this article, we will consider the SLE loop measure, as introduced by [Wer08, BD16,
KW16, Zha21], focusing on the case k < 4 where the curve is simple. Its restriction v to the space
of loops separating 0 from oo is a Borel measure on Jy o [BJ24, Proposition B.1]. The measure
v is infinite due to small and large loops. More precisely, by scale invariance, the marginal of
the logarithm of the conformal radius of the complement of the curve seen from the origin is a
constant multiple of Lebesgue measure de on R. Fixing this constant to be 7~ /2, the measure v
then decomposes as

(1.2) v=n""2dce v

where v# is the SLE shape measure: a probability measure on the space of curves 7 in Jo,00 With
unit conformal radius at the origin. Samples of v# are fractal curves of almost sure Hausdorff
dimension 1 + /8 [Bef08]. Moreover, for v#-almost every curve 7, the (1 + x/8)-dimensional
Minkowski content m,, of 1, as constructed in [LR15], is a nondegenerate measure supported on
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the curve 7 defined by

2+(1+%)

(1.3) m, = lim 7~ ]ldist(z,n)<r|dz|2'

r—0

Gaussian free field. The Gaussian free field is a random centred Gaussian field whose

covariance is given by the Green function of the Laplace-Beltrami operator. Several variants are
possible including:

e The GFF on a connected compact surface (3, g) with some background Riemannian metric g.
Its covariance is given by the Green function of the Laplace-Beltrami operator in (3,¢). In
this article, we will focus on the Riemann sphere C. For concreteness,

E[X(2)X(Q)] = —log |2 — (| +log|z|+ +log [+, 2, (€C,

corresponding to the metric (1V |z])~#|dz|? [KRV20, Section 2.1].

e The GFF with Neumann (or free) boundary conditions (resp. Dirichlet boundary conditions)
in a proper, simply connected domain of C. Its covariance is the Green function with Neumann
(resp. Dirichlet) boundary conditions. For instance, for the unit disc D, it is given by

(z,()H—log{(z—()(l—zf){, resp. (Z,C)Hlog‘ .

In all the above cases, the GFF takes values in a suitable Sobolev space of negative index. That is
to say, it is a random generalised function but not a function with well-defined pointwise values. In
addition, on compact surfaces or in a domain with Neumann boundary conditions, the associated
Laplace operator vanishes on constant functions. In theses cases, the GFF is then only defined
up to a global additive constant that we will fix in some specific way depending on our needs. We
refer to the book [BP24] for more details on the Gaussian free field.

Random surfaces. The theory of Gaussian multiplicative chaos (GMC), initiated by Ka-
hane [Kah85] and rediscovered by Duplantier and Sheffield [DS11] (see [BP24, RV14, Pow21] for
introductions to this topic), defines random measures of the form

(1.4) Xy = lim €°/2e7X(*)y,
e—0

where v € (0,2) is a parameter, X is some variant of the Gaussian free field and v is the volume
form of the underlying surface/domain. In the above limiting procedure, X, is an e-smoothing
of the field X (e.g. using convolution approximations), and the limit is in probability for the
topology of weak convergence of measures. This leads to a notion of “random surface” where
the volume form is replaced by the measure (1.4). One can also construct the associated random
metric [DDDF20, GM21], fully making sense of a random metric measure space. As understood by
Polyakov in his seminal paper [Pol81], these “LQG surfaces” are natural random perturbations of
the background surface. They are conjectured to describe the scaling limit of large random planar
maps and have deep connections with many mathematical objects. We refer to the expository
articles [Gwy20, DDG22, GHS23, She22] for more background, or again to the book [BP24].

Due to the renormalisation procedure needed to define these GMC measures, they obey the
following distorted change-of-variables formula. Let X be a GFF with Dirichlet boundary condi-
tions, say, in some proper, simply connected domain D and let ® : D — D’ be a conformal map.
Then, the pullback of e7X|dz|? by ® is the GMC measure associated to the field X o ® +Q log |®|
where, as in (1.1), Q@ = v/2+42/v. See e.g. [BP24, Theorem 2.8|. This motivates the introduction
of the following actions:
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e The space of maps P : C — C conformal in some domain D acts on the space of generalised
functions (“fields”) ¢ in D by

(1.5) 0 ®:=pod+ Qlog|P|
e The space Diff*(S') of analytic diffeomorphisms h of S' acts on the space of fields ¢ on S' by

/

h
(1.6) Lp-h:zapoh—i—Qlog%.

These two actions are equivalent in the sense that, if the restriction h = ®|g1 of a map ® conformal
in a neighbourhood of S is a diffeomorphism of S', then for all z € St, |®'(2)| = zh/(2)/h(2). We
thus use the same notation for both actions. The chain rule shows that these actions are indeed
group actions in the sense that, for all maps ¢, ®5 conformal in suitable domains and field ¢,

(17) (QD(I)l)‘I)Q :go(‘l)loq)g)

1.2. Welding homeomorphism of SLE. In this section, we want to understand the law 7 = 7,
of the welding homeomorphism of a curve 1 sampled from the SLE shape measure v (1.2), which
is a probability measure on the group Homeo1(S') of positively oriented homeomorphisms of S
fixing 1.

As a motivating example, consider the case k = % (cra = 0). Since the central charge vanishes,
we can view vgs3 as the “uniform measure on Jordan curves”, or more precisely the invariant
measure under local conformal transformations. One could naively expect Ig/3 to be an invariant
measure under left /right composition, i.e. to be a Haar measure on Homeo; (S!). This is of course
not possible since Homeo; (S!) is not locally compact. Intuitively, we are missing the Jacobian
of the change of coordinates between the invariant coordinate on Jp (under local conformal
deformations) and the invariant coordinates on Homeo; (S'). The main contribution of this section
is to give a precise meaning to this idea, and this will take the form of an integration by parts
formula for 7. It allows us to assign the value exp(—%sl — 2K) to this determinant, where S;
is the universal Liouville action [TT06, Eq. (0.1)], and K is the logarithmic capacity [KY87]: for

1

a homeomorphism h = g~ o f in the Weil-Petersson Teichmiiller space [Wan19] (corresponding

2
(1.8) K(h) =log I |dz|?> — 4 log

precisely to those homeomorphisms h where Sy (h) is finite) with g(co) = oo, these quantities are
/ /
g d si() = / g(co) ‘ .

defined as
2
d 2
7{0) o 7| 19 +/W 70)

Both K and S; are very natural quantities in the theory of the universal Teichmiiller space: the
first is a potential for the Velling—Kirillov metric [TT06, Chapter 1, Theorem 5.3], while the
second is a potential for the Weil-Petersson metric [TT06, Chapter 2, Theorem 3.8]. Thus, one
can think heuristically of 73 /3 as the formal path integral

gl/
g

13
“ dg3(h) = exp (‘Esl - 2K> Dh”,

where Dh is the non-existent Haar measure on Homeos (S'). For a generic value of x € (0,4], 7y
is related to g/3 by the path integral dv, = exp (£2S1) dig 3 [CW24, BJ24, GQW25] (this is
only formal since the two measures are mutually singular for k # %), so we can more generally
think of 7, via the path integral

. Cm — 26
(1.9) “dp,(h) = exp < Y

Si — 2K> Dh”.
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The formula for the determinant can be related to the “ghost determinant” from bosonic string
theory, which is supposed to contribute —26 to the central charge and —1 to the conformal
weight in order to get an integration measure on Teichmiiller space [CEMR24, Section 2.2]. In
our formula, these contributions are given respectively by the universal Liouville action and the
Velling—Kirillov potential. In the probabilistic literature, this has been used implicitly and in a
remarkable way in [ACSW24, ACSW21] in the proof of the structure constant for the conformal
loop ensemble (CLE). As explained to us by Xin Sun, the factor e=2K
measure on the Mobius group used in these papers. Theorem 1.1 below can be understood as the

can be related to the Haar

hidden structure explaining why the coupling used in these papers is so relevant.

Let us now close this heuristic discussion and state the main result. In the statement, the
operators £, (resp. %)) correspond to the Lie derivative along the left (resp. right) composition
by infinitesimal homeomorphisms generated by a Beltrami differential u. These operators are
defined precisely in (5.2). Before stating the result, we borrow some notation from [BJ24]: given
f (resp. g) conformal on D (resp. D*) with f(0) = 0 (resp. g(co0) = o), and a Beltrami differential
w compactly supported in D (resp. D*), we define

0y(0) =~ [ Sr@muEasP Golu) == [ Saeu:)lasPs

m) = [ (F - S umaers =1 [ (L -2 woesr

Here, Sf denotes the Schwarzian derivative of f:

f/// 3 f// 2
1.10 S :———(—) .
( ) f f/ 2 f/

Theorem 1.1. For all Beltrami differentials pn compactly supported in D* (resp. D), we have on
L2(D,):

Cl,——

SU(n) — = (n).

* > CL=, \ , =~ N _
(L11) L =Lt 50w + () resp. A= B

Owing to the fact that (see [TT06, Chapter 1, Theorem 5.3 and Chapter 2, Theorem 3.8])
(1.12)

%ﬂ(u) + () = ~R, (;4—L7Ts1 + 2K) and i—;ﬂ(ﬂ) + &) = 2, (21—st1 + 2K) ,
these relations are exactly the ones we would obtain if we could make sense literally of (1.9), and
give a mathematically rigorous interpretation of this path integral. In fact, it is then straight-
forward to integrate the identity of Theorem 1.1 to get a variational formula for the welding
homeomorphism of SLE under left/right composition by analytic diffeomorphisms. In the next
statement, we define

CL,

1.1 Q =

(S1(h2) — S1(h1)) + 2(K(h2) — K(h1))

if hy,hy € Diff‘”(Sl). The variation of Sy is equal to the variation of the normalised mass of
Brownian loops intersecting the welding curve of h and the welding curve of he [FL13, APPS22].
If h is a sample from 7, and ® € Diff“(S') is fixed, both S1(®oh) and S (k) are infinite. However,
the variation of the mass of Brownian loop is finite, which means that Q(® o h, h) is well defined
and finite for 7.-a.e. h and all & € Diff“(Sh).
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Corollary 1.2. Let ® € Diff*(S') and h sampled from .. Then, the laws of ® o h and ho® are
respectively given by

MmN (h)  and e PPN ap, ().

We will prove this corollary in Section 5. As communicated to us by the authors, [FS25,
Theorem 1.2] shows that the laws of ® o h and h o ® are absolutely continuous with respect to
i for less regular ® (namely, in the Weil-Petersson class), without exhibiting the expression for
the Radon—Nikodym derivative. Their study was developed independently, and their strategy
is in fact orthogonal to ours. They first establish an analogous result for the restriction of the
Neumann GFF on S!. Then, they “lift” this property to the welding homeomorphism of SLE
using the conformal welding result of [ACSW24]. Using a limiting procedure, it should be possible
to extend Corollary 1.2 to the class of homeomorphisms exhibited in the main result of [F'S25].

In [BJ24, Section 2], we considered a representation of the Virasoro algebra with central charge
cm and used it to write L?(v) as a direct integral of highest-weight representations of weight in
A € iR. Doing a modification of the operators .%),, %, similar to the one appearing in [BJ24,
Section 2.4], it should be possible to obtain a representation of the Virasoro algebra with central
charge c1, = 26— ¢, and write L?(e*8 ) as a direct integral of highest-weight representations with
weight A € 1—iR. This is an instance of the duality mentioned in [FF84, Remark 2.4], relating the
Verma module of charge ¢ and weight A to the Verma module of charge 26 — ¢ and weight 1 — A.
In particular, for the degenerate conformal weight A, (k) = £ (1 —r%) + (1 — s?) + (1 — rs),
we have 1 — A\ s(—K) = A\ 5(K).

1.3. The GFF on SLE and its variation. Let X be the GFF in C equipped with the metric
|dz

(1v]z)*
one can define the trace of X on 7: this is also a log-correlated field whose covariance is the

(see Section 1.1). Let n be a (deterministic) analytic Jordan curve. It is well known that

restriction of Green’s function to 7. More intrinsically, its covariance is the resolvent of the jump
operator across the curve.

Here, we want to generalise this construction to the case where 7 is a sample from the SLE
loop measure v. Samples of v are fractal curves, so it is not clear a priori how to define a jump
operator across an SLE loop. In Section 2.1, we address this question by constructing a Dirichlet
form (&,,F,) on L?*(n,m,), where m, is the Minkowski content of the curve n (1.3). Taking
the Friedrichs extension of this quadratic form allows us to define a self-adjoint operator D, on
L3(n, m,)) corresponding to the jump operator across the curve. This operator allows us to define
a family of “Sobolev spaces” H®(n,m,) = (Id + D,)"*L?*(n,m,), as well as a Gaussian measure
IP,, associated to the inner-product induced by D,. Samples of P, can be viewed intrinsically
as elements of H*(n,m,) for s < —1/2, or as random harmonic functions in C\ 1. Because
ker(D,) = R, the field is defined only up to constant. It will be convenient for us to fix the
constant by imposing that the harmonic extension at oo vanishes, i.e. P,¢(c0) = 0. For reasons
that will become clear in the sequel, it is natural to “sample” the zero mode from the measure
e 29%dq, i.e. we consider the tensor product e*QQ‘LdadIP’T7 whose samples are fields ¢ + a with
P,p(c0) = 0.

Now, let ® be a conformal map defined in a neighbourhood of 7, and let

(1.14) Py be the law of ¢ - ® = ¢ 0 ® 4+ Qlog |®’| when ¢ is sampled from Pg,).
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Our main result is a formula for the infinitesimal variation of the family of measures ® +— P, ¢.
In words, Theorem 1.3 below shows that this differential is the sum of the stress—energy tensor
T, (see Section 3.1) and the Schwarzian derivative Sf~! (1.10) of the inverse of the uniformising
map f: D — int(n) with f(0) =0, f/(0) > 0.

Theorem 1.3. For v-almost every n, the following holds. Let v be a Beltrami differential com-
pactly supported in int(n), and for t € C small, let ®; be the unique solution to the Beltrami
equation with coefficient ty with ®4(0) = 0, ®(c0) = 00 and P}(c0) =1 (see Section 2.2 for some
background on quasiconformal maps). Then, for all s < —1/2 and for all F € C°(H*(n,m,)), we
have

/ B2 [F(p+ a)]e_ZQada N / En[F(SD + a)]e_QQada
R R

= —2R6<t/REn [(1—128]”_1 + Ty, M)F(cp + a)} e‘zQ“da> + o(t).

If p is compactly supported in ext(n), normalise ®; by ®4(0) = 0,P,(0) = 1 and Py(c0) = ©
instead. The above result then also holds in this case when replacing %Sf_l + Ty by %Sg_1 +
Ty +2QJ,p (with Jyp(z) = 10.Pyp(z) (3.1)).

1.4. The boundary Neumann GFF. Axiomatic characterisations of the law of the GFF has
been at the heart of some recent research [BPR20, BPR21, AP22, AW24]. In this section, we
describe a novel characterisation of the law of the GFF on S' based on the description of the
infinitesimal perturbation of the law by the action of Diff(S!). Contrary to the aforementioned
literature, we are able to treat a GFF with Neumann boundary conditions solving [BPR20, Open
Problem 6.4] in the case of the unit circle.

The trace on the unit circle of a Neumann GFF in D (see Section 1.1) is the centred Gaussian
field with covariance (z,¢) — —2log |z — ¢|. We will denote its law by P, and its samples by ¢.
We normalise the field to have zero average on the unit circle, so that P is a probability measure
on H*(SY) = {¢ € H*(SY) fo% $(e?)dd = 0}, for all s < 0. Writing an expansion in Fourier
modes ¢(z) = 2Re(d> 7| ¢mz™), the coordinates (¢, )m>1 are independent complex Gaussians
Ne(0, %) under P. We may choose the zero mode ¢ from the measure e~““de, and we will denote
the sample ¢ + c.

Recall from (1.6) that we consider the action of Diff(S!) on the space of distributions on S!
by

¢-h:=¢oh+Qlog(zh'/h), Vh € Diff“(St), ¢ € C>(S').

Taking Lie derivatives along the infinitesimal generators of this action, we get a representation
(Dp)nez of the Witt algebra, acting as (unbounded) operators on L?(e~2¢dec®P). See Section 4.2
for the details of this construction, and Lemma 4.3 for the commutation relations. By “Laplace
transforming” in the variable ¢, we obtain for each a € C a Witt representation (D, o)ncz on
LQ(P). In Lemma 4.5, we compute the adjoints of these operators on L? (P) The operators D,, o
and their adjoints are first order differential operators with polynomial coefficients in ¢, dm.
Theorem 1.4 below shows that these relations characterise P in the strongest possible sense. In
order to state the result, we introduce the Kac tables kact, kac™ C C:

(1.15) kact = {(1:|:r)%+(1:|:8)2: T,SGN*}.

v
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Theorem 1.4. Let Q be a Borel probability measure on CN° (endowed with the cylinder topology).
Let a € C\ (kact Ukac™), and suppose that the adjoint relations of Lemma 4.5 hold on L*(Q)
for this a.. Then, for Q-a.e. (¢m)m>1, the series z — 2Re(Y | ¢mz"™) converges in H5(SY) for
all s <0, and Q =P as Borel probability measures on HS(SI).

We will prove this result in a somewhat indirect way by first proving an analogous statement
for Feigin—Fuchs modules, see Section 4.1. The two setups are related, but the treatment of
Feigin—-Fuchs modules is easier.

1.5. Coupling SLE with the GFF. The three families of results described in Sections 1.2,
1.3 and 1.4 come together to introduce a new approach to Sheffield’s quantum zipper [Shel6].
Intuitively, this result states that when we cut the GFF on C with an independent SLE and
uniformise, we obtain two independent GFF in the unit disc. Recall from (1.5) the notation

- P =ypod+Qlog|d|

Theorem 1.5. Let r € (0,4]. Sample (a,b, p,n) from e~29%a @ db @ AP, ()XW v#(dn), and
denote the welding maps of n by f and g. Define the fields

dp+c=¢-f+a+bd and P +c i =¢-g+a-—0b.
Then, there exists a constant Co > 0 such that (¢ + ¢, ¢* + ¢¥) o (P ® Coe=@ede)®2.
We emphasise that adding and subtracting the zero mode b completely decouples the two fields
¢+ cand ¢* + ¢* (see the elementary Lemma 6.1). This simple trick is new and allows to remove
the conditioning that the quantum lengths must match.

Our formulation differs from Sheffield’s in the sense that Theorem 1.5 describes the laws of the
boundary fields, while Sheffield works with quantum surfaces, where the law of the field inside the
surface is prescribed. Similarly, [AHS23a] consider quantum discs and spheres. See Appendix B
for a detailed comparison with the result of [AHS23a].

Theorem 1.5 describes the joint law of the boundary fields when we uniformise the GFF on SLE
to the unit disc. Combining with important results on the quantum length recalled in the proof
of Corollary 1.6 below, it is standard to go the other way around, i.e. get a conformal welding
result. As already alluded to, conformal welding of random surfaces is a subject that has been
pioneered by Sheffield [Shel6]. We refer to the book [BP24] for a detailed exposition of Sheffield’s
approach. Extensions of his result to other settings have been instrumental in a spectacular
programme on the derivation of structure constants for boundary Liouville CFT, the conformal
loop ensemble, and critical exponents in statistical physics models [ARS23, ARSZ23, ACSW24,
ACSW21, NQSZ23, AHS24]. In parallel, there have been some attempts for a “classical” approach
to the quantum zipper [AJKS11, BK23, KMS23], but a complete solution is still out of reach due
to the very rough nature of the objects involved.

To state our welding result, we need to recall that if ¢ is sampled according to the measure P,
then the theory of Gaussian multiplicative chaos allows to makes sense of d[;(ﬂ) = e3%")d0 as
random Borel measure on S!. Concretely, when v < 2, it is defined as the weak limit in probability

; 2 —e+i
(1.16) dr)(¢) = lim €7 e3Pede g,
e—0

When ~ = 2, the above limit degenerates to 0 corresponding to the critical case of GMC (see
[Pow21] for a review of the critical theory). One needs an extra renormalisation in this case. For
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instance, one can define the critical measure as a limit of the subcritical measures by

1
2= lim ———1].
'ygg‘ 22—7) ¢
Corollary 1.6. Let v € (0,2]. For P®2-almost every (¢,¢*), the following holds. Let h be the
unique element of Homeo1(S') such that the following two probability measures on S agree
! ) = ! 0..
[;(Sl) ¢ Iz)* (St) ¢

Then, there ezists a unique (up to Mobius transformations of @) Jordan curve n, such that h =
g Lo fls1 is the welding homeomorphism of .

By Theorem 1.5, the curve n in Corollary 1.6 follows the law 2Ky where k = ~2.

Proof of Corollary 1.6, assuming Theorem 1.5. Sample (¢, ¢*) ~ C2e~?°dc ® e~?¢"dc* indepen-
dently of (¢, ¢*) from P®2. By Theorem 1.5, (¢ + ¢, ¢* + ¢*) has the same law as (p- f +a + b,
¢ - g+ a—b) where (¢,a,b,n) is as in the statement of Theorem 1.5.

By [Shel6], both ¢ - f and ¢ - g admit a 3-GMC measure [;.f,gl’
in the same sense as (1.16). Moreover, the measures f*[;. 1 and g*l .41 are in fact equal and

[;_9781 on the boundary S!,

correspond to a notion of “quantum length” of 7, with respect to . Sheffield’s result concerns
the subcritical case k < 4 but was extended to the critical case k = 4 in [HP21]. By [Benlg]
(k < 4) and [PS24] (k < 4), the quantum length of 7 is nothing else but a multiple of the -
GMC measure with respect to the Minkowski content m, (1.3) of . Let us mention that the

recent article [PS24] gives an elementary treatment of these questions which does not rely on
g

f.S1
with h = g~' o f|s1 € Homeoy(S') the welding homeo?;l];rphism of n.

Going back to (¢, ¢*), we have [;781 = (bt
this multiplicative constant. This shows the existence part of the statement. Uniqueness is known
by conformal removability of SLE. When x < 4 this follows from the fact that the two components
of C\ i are almost surely Holder domains [RS05], a condition that is known to imply conformal
removability [JS00]. The delicate case k = 4 was only treated recently in [KMS22]. O

Sheffield’s quantum zipper. In particular, we have [ = h* [;_g g as Borel measures on St,

*
[

T C)h*[¢*7gl. Dividing by the total mass removes

1.6. Notations. Here is a list of notations commonly used in this paper.

vt =it SLE, shape measure (1.2). Samples usually denoted by 7.

m,: (1 + §)-Minkowski content on 7 (natural parametrisation) (1.3). Sometimes abbreviated m.
7. Law of the welding homeomorphism of the SLE, loop.

IP,,: Law of the trace of the GFF on 7. Samples usually denoted by ¢. See Section 2.1.

D,): Jump operator (2.2) across 1, acting on L?(n, m,). Associated quadratic form is (&,, ) (2.1).
P: Boundary Neumann GFF. Samples usually denoted by ¢. See Section 1.4.

Si: Universal Liouville action (1.8).

K: Logarithmic capacity, a.k.a. Velling—Kirillov potential, a.k.a. electrical thickness (1.8).

T pp: Stress—energy tensor in D induced by a function ¢ on 0D (3.1).

Jpp: Heisenberg tensor induced by a function ¢ on 9D (3.1).
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(D,): Witt representation on L%(e~%¢de @ P) (4.7).
(LEFQ): Feigin-Fuchs representation on L?(Pg1) (4.3).
Ly, %, Lie derivatives induced by left /right composition along a Beltrami differential p (5.2).
D, D*: The unit disc and its complement C \ D.
Diff(S!): Analytic diffeomorphisms of S!.
¢ : The inversion map C — @, z = %
|dz|> = £dz A dz: the Euclidean volume form.
v, = —2"t19,,n € Z: basis of Laurent polynomial vector fields C(2)d..
If f: C — C is a differentiable function, we will denote by 0, f and 0sf the partial derivatives

of f with respect to z and z, while df, df will denote the 1-forms O, f(2)dz and 9 f(z)dz,
respectively.

A Beltrami differential is a (—1,1)-tensor (locally of the form ,u(z)%). A vector field is a
(—1,0)-tensor (locally of the form v(z)0,). A quadratic differential is a (2,0)-tensor (locally of
the form ¢(z)dz?). The product of a Beltrami differential (resp. vector field) with a quadratic
differential is a (1,1)-form (resp. (1,0)-form) which can be integrated over a domain (resp. on a
contour). The natural pairings are

117 (g 1) = %/q(z),u(z)|d2|2; (0:0) = 5

where the integral is over a common domain (resp. contour) of definition of ¢ and u (resp. v).
Such a domain will always be clear from the context or specified explicitly.

q(2)v(2)dz,

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Xin Sun and Baojun Wu for helpful discussions on
quantum surfaces and their relations to Liouville CFT and to Nathanaél Berestycki for comments
on a preliminary version of this article. We thank Shuo Fan and Jinwoo Sung for communicating
their results to us. G.B. is supported by ANR-21-CE40-0003 “Confica”.

2. SETUP AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

2.1. Trace of the GFF on SLE. The goal of this subsection is to make sense of the trace of
the Gaussian free field (and the Liouville field) on an SLE loop.

To achieve our goal, we need to define the jump operator D, across an SLE loop 7, as a
densely—defined, non-negative self-adjoint operator D, on L3(n, m, ), where m,, is the Minkowksi
content of 1 (1.3). The first step is to construct the quadratic form of D,;, using some (minimal)
input from the theory of Dirichlet forms. Especially, we will apply the general setup of [FOT11,
Section 6] in the special case of planar Brownian motion (see also [GRV 14, Section 1] for a concise
summary). We note that m,, is a Revuz measure in the sense of [FOT11], as it is a positive Radon
measure charging no set of zero logarithmic capacity (i.e. polar sets for planar Brownian motion).

The domain of our quadratic form is defined to be
Fpi={ue L*(n,m,)|3F € H'(C) s.t. F(2) = u(2) for m,-a.e. z}.

This definition makes sense since any function in H!(C) has a modification defined away from a set
of zero logarithmic capacity (e.g. the quasicontinuous modification of [FOT11, Theorem 2.1.3]),
and the Minkowski content m,, does not charge such sets. By Lemma A.1, we can define a local
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time I7 of Brownian motion on 7 (measured with respect to m,)), which is the positive additive
continuous functional (PCAF) associated to m, by the Revuz correspondence. Following the
terminology of [FOT11] (see also [GRV14] for a review), Lemma A.1 shows that the local time is
a PCAF in the strict sense, and that the support of this PCAF is n (see [FOT11, (5.1.21)] for the
definition).

Every u € F, has a modification @ such that @ is defined away from a polar set, and @ = u
on a set of full m,-measure. For such a modification, we can then define (as in [FOT11, (6.2.2)])
P,u(z) := E.[a(B,)] for all z € C, where (B;);>¢ is a Brownian motion started from z under
IP., and 7 is the hitting time 7 = 7. By virtue of [FOT11, Lemma 6.2.1], P,u is independent
of the choice of modification @. Thus, the harmonic extension of functions in 7, is defined
unambiguously. We can now define the Dirichlet form by
(2.1) Ep(u,v) == L VP, u - VP,v|dz|?, Yu,v € Fy.

21 Je
By [FOT11, Theorem 6.2.1, Item (iii)], the pair (&,,F,) is a regular Dirichlet form on L?(n, m,)).
By definition, this means that (&,, F,) is a closed quadratic form, and C°(n) N F,, is dense in both
Fy (with the norm H-H%Q(n,mn) +&,(-,+)) and C°(n) (with the uniform norm).

By the procedure of Friedrichs extension [RS80, Theorem VIII.15], the quadratic form (&, 7))
induces a (unique) densely defined, self-adjoint operator (D,;, Dom(D,))) on L?(n,m,). The do-
main is
(2.2) Dom(D,) = {u € F,|3C >0, Vv € Fy, |&,(u,v)| < C ||v||L2(n’mn)} :
and for each u € Dom(D,), D,u is the unique element of L?*(n,m,) such that &, (u,v) =
(Dt 0) £2(5m,)-

Definition 2.1. The operator (D,,, Dom(D,,)) is the jump operator across n (with respect to the
natural parametrisation).

Of course, we have ker(Dy) =R (the constants) and [|1]|2(, ) = v/My(n). Thus, Id 4+ Dy, is
a positive, self-adjoint operator on L2 (n,m,). For s € R, we may then define the Hilbert space

H*(n,my) := (Id + Dn)_st(n, my,).
Note that F,, = H'/2(n, m,). We recall that for s > 0, we have (Id+D,,)~* = ﬁ I e tDnetysdt,
and the semigroup e *P7 is nothing but Brownian motion parametrised by its local time on 7

(measured with respect to the Minkowski content), which can be understood as the natural Cauchy
process on 7).

Now, we want to identify H*(n,m,) with a space of harmonic functions. To do so, we simply

observe that the map

(Id — A)% oP, o (Id + Dn)k% : H(n,m,) — {F € HS‘L%((C)| F harmonic in C \ n}
is a topological isomorphism. In particular, we get an isometric embedding of H*(n, m,) into
H5+3(C).

The space F,, = H 1/2 (n,my) allows us to define a Gaussian process ¢, with law P,, correspond-
ing to the trace of the Gaussian free field on 7. By definition, this means that ¢ is the centred
Gaussian process (¢u)ucr, such that ¢, ~ N(0,&,(u,u)) for all uw € F,. Now, let X be the
Gaussian free field in C equipped with the metric (1V |z])~#|dz|?; we have (X, Pyu) oy ~ ¢u for
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all u € F,. Hence, we can identify ¢ with a random function in H*(C) (s < 0) harmonic in C\ n
and ¢ € H*(n) almost surely for all s < —%. Since ker D,, = R, samples of P,, are only defined up
to constant a priori. It will be convenient for us to fix the normalisation such that the harmonic
extension at oo vanishes, i.e. P, is now a probability measure on {¢ € H*(n)|P,p(c0) = 0}.
Finally, we “sample” the harmonic extension at oo independently from e 2?%da on R, describing
afield a + ¢ € H*(n) ~ R x {¢ € H*(n)| P,p(c0) = 0}. The choice of the measure e~2?%da for
the zero mode is due to the expression for the Liouville action (3.13).

To be consistent with the literature (see Appendix B), we call the measure e~ 2Qadq dP,(¢) on
H?(n) the trace of the Liouville field on 7, although we will not use this terminology much.

2.2. Background on quasiconformal maps. We recall some basic facts about quasiconformal
maps following [Ahl66].

A homeomorphism & : C — C is said to be quasiconformal, with given dilation g, if it is
differentiable almost everywhere and solves the Beltrami equation: for almost every z € C,

0:P(2) = p(2)0,P(2),

where p is a complex-valued measurable function with ||u]|c < 1. Solutions to this equation
are known to exist [Ahl66, Chapter V, Theorem 3] and are in fact quite regular. Indeed, their
partial derivatives 0,®, 0;® are locally LP for some p > 2 depending on ||i1]|oc [Ahl66, Chapter V,
Theorem 1] and ® is locally Hélder continuous [Ahl66, Chapter V, Equation (10)]. By Weyl’s
Lemma ([Ahl66, Chapter II, Corollary 2]), if u vanishes in some open set U, then ® is actually
conformal in U. Moreover, if ® is a solution to the above equation, then f o ® is also a solution
for any Mobius map of C. The solution is unique if one fixes these 6 degrees of freedom. Here are
two natural ways to do so:

e One can require that ®(0) = 0, ®(1) = 1 and ®(c0) = oo corresponding to what is sometimes
called the “normalised” solution.

o If ;1 vanishes in a neighbourhood of oo (resp. 0), one can require that ®(0) = 0, ®(c0) = co and
®'(00) =1 (resp. ®'(0) = 1), corresponding to what is sometimes called the “normal” solution.

The inversion map ¢ : z — 1/z acts on Beltrami differentials p € L™ ((IA:) by

(2.3) Gu(z) = (2/2)%u(1/2), z€C.

This definition is motivated by the fact that, if ® is a quasiconformal homeomorphism with
Beltrami p 4 ¢*p fixing 0 and oo, then ® preserves the unit circle S'. This simply follows from
a chain rule computation which shows that ¢ o ® o ¢ is solution to the same Beltrami equation.
Since it also fixes 0 and oo, by uniqueness of solutions, there exists a rotation parameter § € R
such that 1o ® o1 = 0P,

Lemma 2.2. Let u be a measurable map with H,uHOO < oo and let

(2.4) /C )y (>, zeC.

For t € C small, let ®, and ®; be the unique quasiconformal homeomorphisms fizing 0,1 and co
with Beltrami tp and tp + tu*p, respectively. Then

(2.5) ®4(2) = z+itzwy(2)+o(t), z€C, and ®y(2) = z+2izRe(tw,(z))+o(t), z€ S
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where o(t) — 0 as t — 0 uniformly on compact sets of C. In addition, if u € LP(C) for some
p > 2, then
(2.6) 0z (izwy,) = p.

Proof. The estimate (2.5) concerning ®; is the content of [Ahl66, Chapter V, Theorem 5]. The
estimate (2.5) concerning ®; follows from the same result and the fact that for all z € S!,

twy(2) + tw,,(2) = 2Re(tw,(2)).

This in turn follows from the fact that ®;(S') € S! for all t € C (or is simply a direct computation).
Now, assume that p € LP(C) for some p > 2. Expanding the integrand defining w,,, we have

i) = =1 [ (25 - guolac? = 2 [ (7= =g uolact

Both of these integrals converge by Holder inequality and the assumption that p € LP(C). The
partial derivative in Z only involves the first integral and we conclude from [Ahl66, Chapter V,
Lemma 3] that 0z(izw,) = p. O

We will sometimes have to consider different normalisations than the one in Lemma 2.2 above.
Consider for instance the case where p € LOO(@) is supported in D* and ®; is solution to the
Beltrami equation with coefficient ¢ty and such that ®,(0) = 0, ®,(0) = 1 and ®;(c0) = oo. Then,
by composing with a well chosen M&bius map, we can recover a solution fixing 0, 1 and oo to

show that
(2.7) Dy(2) = 2 + t(vu(2) — vu(0) — 2v,(0)) + o(t), where vu(2) = tzwy(2).
We now state a lemma that will allow us to transfer the expression of some derivatives at ¢t = 0

to derivates at any t = tg.

Lemma 2.3. Let 1 be a measurable map with ||p||co < 00. Fort € C with t < 1/||pt]|oo, let @ be
a solution to the Beltrami equation with coefficient ty. Let tg € C with t < 1/||pt]|lco. Then, for
all t € C small, ®yyy, 0 CID;)I solves the Beltrami equation with coefficient tuy, + o(t) where

(2.8) [ty = 0@y 1 (10 Dy,) 0 @1
Proof. This is a simple computation using the chain rule. O

Expanding on (2.3), we will furthermore consider for all conformal map f and Beltrami differ-
ential ,u(z)%, the pullback f*u and pushforward f.u defined by
) f'(z)dz 1 (T (R)dE

2.9 = — d = —
( ) f/’[/ MOf(Z)f,(Z)dZ an f/’[/ /’[/Of (Z)(f_l)/(z)dz

We record for ease of reference the following elementary fact. If f is a map which is conformal in

the support of i, then

(2.10) (SFH fam) = —(Sf.m).

Indeed, by the chain rule for the Schwarzian derivative, Sf=! = —((f~1)")2(Sf) o f~'. So by
definition (2.9) of f.u, and then by a change of variable, we have

(S5 g == [SD o @me FAEIE Y @PIER] = (ST
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3. VARIATIONAL FORMULA FOR THE GFF oN SLE: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

In this section, we prove our variational formula stated in Theorem 1.3. To do so, we first
introduce the Liouville action and study its infinitesimal variation under the action of the quasi-
conformal group. The main result is that the differential of the Liouville action is the stress—energy
tensor. We introduce this tensor in Section 3.1, compute the variation of the Liouville action in
D in Section 3.2, and deduce the variation of the Dirichlet energy &, in Section 3.3. Theorem 1.3
is then derived in Section 3.4.

3.1. The stress-energy tensor. Let D C C be a simply connected domain different from C
and ¢ : 9D — R be a distribution whose harmonic extension Ppp in D is well defined (see
Section 2.1). The stress-energy tensor and the Heisenberg tensor are respectively defined to be
the functions

(3.1) Tpp(2) == —(0.Ppyp(2))* + Q0°.Ppy(z) and Jpp(z):= éaszap(z), zeC.

Because a harmonic function is the real part of a holomorphic function, T p¢ is holomorphic and
Jpp is meromorphic. If D is the interior or exterior of a curve 7, we will often write T, and
J,¢ instead of Tpy and Jpe.

The following elementary lemma gives a chain rule for the stress—energy tensor, showing that

in transforms as a (6Q?)-projective connection in the terminology of [FS87].

Lemma 3.1. Let f : D — D be a conformal equivalence, and ¢ : 9D — R be a distribution whose
harmonic extension P pp is well defined. Recalling that ¢ - f = po f+ Qlog|f'|, we have

Q2
Tplp-f) = (f)’Tppo f+-Sf.

In particular, for all p € L=(D), recalling that f*u = f'/f'wo f, we have
(3-2) (Tple- f), fu) = (Tpp, p) + (S, f7u).

Proof. We record the elementary formulas (recall Af = ff—/,/ is the pre-Schwarzian derivative):

0.(po [ +Qloslf) = f(0.0) o T + SAS:

2

(0:(¢ 0 f +Qlog|f'))* = (f)*(0:9)* o f + Qf"(9:0) o f + - (AF)

P00 f+Qloglf) = (1) (@%0) o f+ 1(0-0) o ] + LAY,

From this, we deduce that Tp(p- f) = —(f")?(0.0)% o f — %Q(Af)z + %Q(Af)’ = (f")?Tppof+
%28 f. The identity (3.2) then follows by a change of variable. O

We also note the following important reflection formula.

Lemma 3.2. Let ¢ € C®(S'). For all z € D*, we have

1.

~1 Ipp(1/2) = Tp-p(2) + 2QIp-p(2).
In particular, for all p € L>(C), (Tpp, t*u) = (Tp=p + 2QIp-p, 1).

Proof. This follows from the chain rule and the fact that Pp+¢(z) = (Ppg)ow(z) forall z € D*. O
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3.2. Variation of the Liouville action in D. We define the Liouville actions of a field ¢ €
H'Y2(SY) to be

0 5 _1 Q dz.
(33)  So(6) =L /D OP6 N IP3o + 2QP5(0) = — 748 40P+ 748 6%

(34)  S0:(8) == | OPp6 A TPpep — 2QPpp(00) = - 7@ 60Ppg— 2 ﬁ o)L

D*

Since Pp+¢(2) = Pp¢(1/2), we have Sp(¢) = Sp=(¢).

In Proposition 3.3 below, we study the infinitesimal variations of ¢ — Sp(¢ - h; 1) and t +—
Sp-(¢-hy ') where (hy); is a family of analytic diffeomorphisms of S'. These diffeomorphisms will
be defined as the restriction to S' of symmetric quasiconformal maps (see Section 2.2). We recall

from (1.6) that ¢ - h = ¢ oh + Qlog(zh'/h).

Proposition 3.3. Let p be a Beltrami differential compactly supported in' D (resp. D*). For small
t € C, let hy be a solution to the Beltrami equation with coefficient ty + tu*p, normalised to fix 0
and co. For all ¢ € C=(SY), the map t — Sp(é - hy ') (resp. t — Sp«(¢ - by 1)) is continuously
differentiable in a complex neighbourhood of t =0 and, as t — 0, we have

(3.5) Sp(¢- i ') — Sp(¢) = 4Re(H(Tné, 1)) + o(t),
(3.6) resp.  Sp=(¢-h; ') — Sp=(¢) = 4Re(t(Tp-p + 2QIp-, 1)) + o(t).

Proof of Proposition 3.3. By invariance under rotations centred at the origin, we can assume
without loss of generality that h; fixes 0, 1 and co. We start by dealing with the case where p is
compactly supported in I and will deduce the other case from the first one. By definition (1.6)
of ¢ - hy' and definition (3.3) of the Liouville action, we have

(3.7) Sp(¢-h;t) — Sp(e) = %7{@3 h'oPp(po hyt) — %}Mapw
—1y\/

(3.8) + 2QRe (% 7{1og (Z(:tl) ) OPp(¢ o h;1)>

(3.9) +2QPp(¢ - by 1)(0) — 2QPpe(0).

We will then break down the proof into several lemmas, each dealing with one of the right hand side
terms in the above display. We will heavily use the expansion h(2) = z+2izRe(tw,(z))+o(t) (2.5)
where o(t) — 0 uniformly on S'. The function w), is defined in (2.4) and satisfies 95 (izw,(z)) =
w(z) (2.6). In particular, since we are considering the case where the support of y is included in
D, izw,, is holomorphic in a neighbourhood of D*.

We start with the variation of Pp¢(0), i.e. considers the term in (3.9).

Lemma 3.4. We have

Pp(o - h71)(0) — Ppo(0) = —%Re <t él wuﬁPDQS) + o(t).
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Proof. By definition, ¢ - h; ' = ¢ohy ' + Qlog(z(h; ') /ht), so we need to control both terms. By
the circle average principle and a change of variable, we have

zhi(z) dz
p(¢o h 7{ o(h 21712 N 7{1 ¢(2) hi(z) 2imz

=Ppo(0) + ;Re <t 3 ¢(z)w;L(z)dz> + o(t) = Ppo(0) — %Re <t 3 8ZPD¢(z)wu(z)dz> + o(t).

Moreover, ¢ log (Z}Z;((ZZ))> L — LRe(t oy dw,) + o(t) = o(t), concluding the proof. O

We continue with the variation of the Dirichlet energy under ¢ — ¢ o h™!, i.e. considers the
right hand side term in (3.7).

Lemma 3.5. Let h € Diff“(S'). We have for all ¢ € C*(S!),
1 1
= ¢o hloPp(poht) — Ejéwpw = ——jéjé ( O) d¢(2)de(C).

T

Proof. By Cauchy’s integral formula and then an integration by parts, we have for all z € D,

1y L Pp(poh Q) . ¢oh ()
0. Pp(poh )(z)—%}gl 2 dC—% o de
_ 1 P(Q) 1 do(¢)
~ 5 b G0 - O = 5 g
Hence,
1 1 (2)
g LN LoPp(¢ o 2772 il L h d¢(€)
524, 72 T g 90
where the integral is understood in the principal value sense. It follows that
i ¢oh LoPp(poh™! ——7§¢8PD¢ 5 274]% ( (Z (C) - Zic>dzd¢(4)
_ h(z) — h(C)
=5z § fros ("2=1D) aviapaac)
concluding the proof. O

Now, we take h = h; as in the beginning of the section and differentiate at t = 0.

Corollary 3.6. We have
1 1 2

(3.10) = }[¢ o hy'oPp(poht) — — }[QsaPng = —"Re (t]é(?ZPng(z)sz“(z)dz) + o(t).
7r 7r T

Proof. From Lemma 3.5 and the expansion (2.5) of hy, the left hand side of (3.10) equals

Re (“ § ot Cw““)dw)dwo) +o(t)

:——R (” 74 74 20ul2) apw )aPD¢<<)) + olt).
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Applying Cauchy’s principal value theorem, we further have for all z € S,

) 1
L § 0Po0(0) = 0. Poo(),

which concludes the proof. ]

Finally, we treat the cross—term (3.8).

Lemma 3.7. We have
(3.11)

2Re <% f{ log (%) OPp (6o ht1)> _ %Re (t f{ 2w, ()02, Pog(z) +t f{ w“aPD> o(t).

Proof. Because the Beltrami u is supported in D, zwL

pansion (2.5), we have log( 2(hy )/) = —2Re(itzw;,(2)) + o(t). Hence, the left hand side of (3.11)
t

equals

is holomorphic in D* and, using the ex-

" Re (% 74 Re(itzw;(z))aPm(z)) +o(t) = —%Re (t }[ zw;(z)aPW(z)) e

= Zhe (1 f zuo0(2) ) + 21 (1 fwn10P0()) + o)

where we performed an integration by parts in the last equality. O

Putting the previous lemmas together and going back to (3.7), we find that

Sp(¢-hy') — Sp(o) = %Re (t ]é (=0Ppo(2)* + Q0..Ppo(2)) zwu(z)dz> + o(t)

2
(3.12) = ;Re <t7{TDq§(z)zwu(z)dz> + o(t).
Because Tp¢ is conformal in D, we have

d(Tpo(2)zw,(2)dz) = 2iTpe(2)0z(2wu(2)) |dz|2.

By Stokes’ formula, we can thus rewrite

Ze (¢ § Too@)zuy(210z) = 2Re (1 [ Toooutzu lask)

By (2.6) in Lemma 2.2, 03 (zzwu( z)) = O0zv,(z) = p(z). We have obtained:

Sp(¢-hi') —Sp(e) = —Re < / Tpo(z ]dz[2> + o(t) = 4Re(t(Tpo, p)) + o(t).

This gives the differentiability at ¢ = 0 stated in (3.5). Using the structure of group action
(¢,h) — ¢ - h (see (1.7)), we immediately get that t — Sp(¢ - h; ') is differentiable for all ¢, and
the formula for the differential is obviously continuous.

We now assume that p is supported in D* and prove (3.6). Since by definition Sp(¢) = Sp-+(¢)
Spe(¢ - hy ') = Sp+(#) = Sp(é - hy ') — Sp(9).

Applying (3.5) to the Beltrami +* 1 whose supported is compactly included in D, and then using
Lemma 3.2, we get that

Sp+ (¢~ hy ') — Sp+(¢) = 4Re(H(Tpo, t* 1)) + o(t) = 4Re(t(Tp-¢ + 2QIp-¢, 1)) + o(t).



18 GUILLAUME BAVEREZ AND ANTOINE JEGO
This proves (3.6). O

3.3. Variation of Liouville action for smooth curves. Let n be an analytic Jordan curve.
Given ¢ € C*>(n), and recalling the definition (2.1) of the Dirichlet energy &,(¢) of ¢, we define
the Liouwille action:

(3.13) Sy(p) = &y(p) + 4QPyp(c0).

According to [VW20, Theorem 3.6], this Liouville action is related to the Liouville actions Sp and
Sp- considered in Section 3.2 by!
Q2

(3.14) Sy() = Snle - f) +Sp(¢ - 9) = 5-S1(n),

where f: D — int(n) and g : D* — ext(n) are uniformising maps fixing 0 and oo respectively and
S1(n) is the universal Liouville action (1.8).

Proposition 3.8. Let o be a Beltrami differential compactly supported in int(n) (resp. ext(n)),
and O, be the solution to the Beltrami equation with coefficient tu, normalised such that ®4(0) = 0,
®4(00) = 00, and ®y(o0) =1 (resp. ®y(0) = 1). For all ¢ € C*(n), the map t — Sg, ;) (p) is of
class C' in a complex neighbourhood U of t = 0 and for all u € U:

Sw,() (¢ D7) = Sw, (¢ - @) = 4Re((t — u)(Ta, () (¢ - D5 1), 1)) + 0t — ),

where o(t —u) /|t —u| — 0 as t — u and where p, is defined in (2.8).

In the above setting where 1 is compactly supported in int(n), Pg, ) (¥ - o) = Po, (w0
P, 1) + Qlog |®}(c0)| = P,p(c0). So we are effectively computing the differential of the Dirichlet
energy &,.

Proof. We only treat the case where p is compactly supported in D = int(7), since the other one
is identical. Let ®1, ®s quasiconformal on C with ®; (resp. ®2) conformal on a neighbourhood
of D* (resp. ®1(D¥). By the structure of group action (1.7), we have Sg, o, () (¢ (P20 ®1)71) =
S (@1 (n)) (¢ - 1) - @, 1), Together with Lemma 2.3, we see that it suffices to show that t —
S, () (¢ - ®, 1) is differentiable at t = 0.

Writing f;, g¢ for the welding maps of the curve ®;(n), we have f; = ®;0 fod; ! and g; = ®; 0y,
where @ is a solution to the Beltrami equation with coefficient ¢ f*p+t.*(f*pn) (2.9), fixing 0 and
co. By (3.14), we have

Sa.(n) (@ @7 = Sy(@) =Sp ((p- @) - fi) —Sp (¢ f) + S+ (¢ ;) - gt) — Sp- (¢ - 9)

2
_ % (S1(®4(n)) —S1(n)) .

By (1.7), (p-®;7 1) -g; = (p-®; 1) - (®;09) = - g and so the variation of the Liouville action in D*
simply vanishes. On the other hand, we have (¢- <I>;1) fr=1(p-f)- @;1 and so by Proposition 3.3
the variation of the Liouville action in D equals

ARe(t(To(p - f), [ ) + o(t).

In [VW20], the Liouville action in D* is defined to be Sp(¢) —4QP¢(0), while in our convention Sp- (¢) = Sp(¢).
This is because they work with the Euclidean metric in D* (which has negative geodesic curvature on S' = 9D*),
while we choose the metric |43|? identifying D* with a copy of (I, |dz|).
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Using [TT06, Chapter 2, Theorem 3.8] for the variation of S; and then the chain rule (3.2) for
the stress—energy tensor, we deduce that

S, (0 ©; 1) = Sy(w) = 4Re (1 (Tn(p - f), [*1)) — 2Q°Re (¢ (Sf, [*p)) + o)
= 4Re (t (Tpy, u)) + o(t).

This proves that t — S¢t(n)(cp -0, 1) is differentiable at ¢ = 0, and hence in a neighbourhood of
t = 0. The formula for the differential is clearly continuous, so the map is indeed continuously
differentiable. O

Corollary 3.9. Consider the setting of Proposition 3.8 except that the field © onn is only assumed
to belong to some Sobolev space H*(n, m,) for some s € R. Then the difference Sg, () (¢) — Sy(p)
1s well defined and the same conclusions hold.

Proof. Consider the case where p is supported in int(n). Let (¢¢)eso be an approximation of ¢
by smooth fields and let t € C be small. Assume without loss of generality that ¢ € R. Then by
Proposition 3.8, for all € > 0,

t
S@t(n)(gpe : (I);l) - Sn(@e) = 4/0 Re((Tint(q)u(n))(SDe : q)zjl)nuu))dU,

where p,, is the Beltrami (2.8). The stress-energy tensor in the above integral is smooth in
int(®,(n)). Since p, is compactly supported in this domain the right hand side term clearly
converges and we get that

t
Sa,m) (- ;) — Sylp) = 4/0 Re ((Tine(@ () (0 - @0 ), 1)) du,

where the LHS is defined by this identity. O

3.4. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Theorem 1.3 assumes a particular normalisation of the solution
to the Beltrami equation. Different choices of normalisation differ only by scaling, so we need to
study the variation of the measure e~2%%da IP;, under rescaling. To this end, let A € C*. We have
for all test functions F'

/ Epx [F(p +a)le”*?da = / Exg (A1) = Qlog |A] + a))e 2%%da
R R
= A7 / E,[F(¢ + a)le”2?da.
R

In the last equality, we have used the change of variable a + a+ @ log || and the fact that (A1)
has the law Py, if ¢ is sampled from P, (by scale invariance of the Dirichlet energy).

Assume for a moment that 7 is an analytic Jordan curve, instead of a sample from the SLE
loop measure. Let ® be a quasiconformal transformation of (E, assumed to be conformal in a
neighbourhood of 7. Recall that P, ¢ is the law of ¢-® where (a, ¢) is sampled from e*2Q“dadIP’¢(n).
By [GKRV21, Lemma 5.3], P, ¢ is absolutely continuous with respect to P,, and the Radon-

s
Nikodym derivative RN, ¢ = dgﬁ,{f takes the following explicit form:

lurysy

1/2 1
RNy () = (T Bhdctr, (DayDy 1)) ex (= (Eain o707 = E() ) ¢ €
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Here s < 0 is fixed, &, is the Dirichlet energy (2.1), D, is the jump operator (2.2), detp denotes
the Fredholm determinant and |m,| denotes the total mass of the one-dimensional Hausdorff
measure of 7.

In the rest of this section, we consider the following setup. Let n be a Jordan curve and p
be a Beltrami differential compactly supported in int(n). For small ¢t € C, let ®; be the unique
solution to the Beltrami equation with coefficient ¢4, normalised so that ®.(0) = 0, ®;(c0) = o0,
and ®}(c0) = 1.

In Proposition 3.8, we described precisely the infinitesimal perturbation of the Dirichlet energy.
The following lemma takes care of the partition function:

Lemma 3.10. Assume that n is an analytic Jordan curve. Then,
1/2
m 1
Bl gy, (D4, (DY) ) =1 - SRe(t(S 7)) + o(0)
|my| 6

Proof of Lemma 3.10. According to [Wan19, Theorems 1.3-4], log(%a")) equals r3— times the
universal Liouville action defined in [TT06, (0.1)] (see also [Wanl19, (17)]. The variation of the
universal Liouville action is computed in [TT06, Chapter 2, Theorem 3.8] and gives the statement

of the lemma. 0

Combining Corollary 3.9 and Lemma 3.10 and assuming that 7 is analytic, we get that
1o,
(3.15) RN, ¢, (p) =1 — 2Re(t(ESf Y4 Ty, n)) +o(t), @€ H(n,my).

Integrating, we deduce that for all F € C°(H*(n,m,)),

By, [F(9)] ~ By (9)] = ~2Re (18, [ (15857 + Ty ) F(9)] ) + o).

More generally, by Lemma 2.3 we can get an expression of the derivative at any fixed small v € C.
Recalling that i, is defined in (2.8) and letting f,, : D — int(®4(n)) be a uniformising map, we
get: for all t € R small

(816)  Eya,[F(¢)] — Ey[F(p)] = —2Re( /0 Bowin [ (585 + Towi i) Pl ,)] du).

We now want to transfer this result to samples 1 of the SLE loop measure. The main point is
that, since p is compactly supported in int(n), the integrals appearing in the right hand side only
feature well behaved terms, far from the irregular boundary. Assume now that 7 is sampled from
v#. All the statements below are valid for v#-a.e. .

For ¢ > 0 and t € C small, let n. = g(e‘S!) and fi, : D — int(®4(n)) be the normalised
Riemann mapping. We will simply write fc instead of fo..

Lemma 3.11. For all t € C small, (f.o f~1)*P,. o, — Pyo, weakly as e — 0 in H*(n,m,) for
any s < —1/2.

Proof. We first recall a tightness criterion from [Bog98, Example 3.8.13]. Let I' be a family of
centred Gaussian measures on some separable Hilbert space X. Then I' is tight with respect to
the weak topology as soon as

sup [ ol*9(do) < oc.
yel’
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We apply this to the space X = H*(n,m,) for some s < —1/2. It is then an elementary com-
putation to show that E, &,[|l¢ o fco flequ(n’mn)] is uniformly bounded. The family ((fc o
F7Y*Py, 0, )e=0 is thus tight in the space of probability measures on H*(n,m,). Moreover, any
subsequential limit is still Gaussian and has the correct covariance kernel. ]

Let F € C°(H*(n,m,)) and ¢ € R small. By Lemma 3.11 combined with (3.16) applied to the
analytic curve 7, we have

En0.[F ()] = Ey[F ()] = lim (Ey, 0, [F(¢ o (feo f)] = Ey[F(po (feo F7H)])

= —2lim Re(/ot Eg.(n) {<1_12‘9sz3 o Ting(a (r) 2 1 ) F((9 - @) 0 (fe 0 f71)) | du).

e—0

As already alluded to, the support of the Beltrami p,, is assumed to be at a macroscopic distance
to the rough curve ®,(n), so the above expectation converges and we get

Ep.a. [F(#)] = Ey[F ()]

_ —2Re< /0 t Eo, () [(1—125 Fod + Tint(@u ) @ pu) Flp- @u)}d@

which concludes the proof of Theorem 1.3. U

4. CHARACTERISATION OF THE NEUMANN GFF: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

In this section, we apply the results of Section 3 to the case = S' in order to derive an
integration by parts formula and a characterisation of the boundary Neumann GFF as stated
in Theorem 1.4. In Section 4.1, we recall some facts about Feigin—Fuchs modules (based on
[KRR13, Lectures 2 & 3]) and prove a characterisation of the log-correlated field on the unit
circle (Theorem 4.1). In Section 4.2, we define a representation of the Witt algebra on the L2-
space of the Neumann GFF. We combine all these ingredients in Section 4.3 and prove Theorem
1.4.

4.1. Feigin—Fuchs modules. We denote by Pg1 the probability measure on the Sobolev space
H=3(SY = {¢ € H>(SY)| f027r #(e?)dh = 0} whose samples are centred Gaussian fields on S!

with covariance

(4.1) Esi[6(2)9(C)] = —log|z —¢|,  Vz,¢es

This differs from the boundary Neumann GFF on S' by a factor of 2; see Section 4.2. We may
write such a field in Fourier series ¢(z) = 2Re(D>__; ¢m2z"), and under Pg1, the modes (¢, )m>1
are independent complex Gaussians N'(0, 5--). Let L2 (Pg1) be the closure in L?(Pg:1) of the space
C[(¢m)m>1] of holomorphic polynomials.

We can represent an integer partition by a sequence k = (K )men+ € NN containing only
finitely many non-zero terms, where the number partitioned by k is |k| = >_>°_| mk,,. We denote
by T the set of all integer partitions.

Fix o € C and set A, := §(Q — §). For n € N5, we define the following endomorphisms of
Cl(@m)m=1]:

(4.2) A, = L(%n, A_, = \/Enqﬁn, Apo = —F=(Q — ).

7

5
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They satisfy the Heisenberg algebra [A,,, A,,] = nd, _p, for all n,m € Z. Moreover, A} = A_,
on Lﬁol(]P’Sl) for all n # 0, and Aj , = Ag2g-a- For n # 0, we define the operators
1

1 o0
QQnAn + 5 Z ApmAm, Lg}; = As + Z A A,

(4.3) LyF =
\/_ meZ m=1

and for any integer partition k = (k;,)men+ € T, denote by
FF FF \k3 (T FF k(7 FF \k FF FF \k1 (7 FF \ka (1 FF \k
L—k,a = (L73,a) 3(L72,a) Q(Lfl,a) 17 Lk,a = (Ll,a) 1(L2,a) Q(LB,Q) R

Note the reversal of the order in which we read the partition. From [KRR13, Section 3.4], these
operators satisfy the Virasoro algebra with central charge ¢, = 1 + 6Q?, namely

C
Lo Lhla) = (0 = m)LEE, 4 2 (0 — )0 .

Moreover, for all k € T, (LEP;)* = LEIIZQQfo? on L} (Ps1). The module
(4.4) Vo i=span{¥, k 1= Lliia]H keT}

is a highest-weight representation with weight A,. If a & kac™ is not on the Kac table (1.15),
we have V, = C[(¢m)m>1] and the states W, are linearly independent and form a basis of
Cl(¢m)m=1] [Fre92].

Theorem 4.1. Let a € C\ (kact Ukac™). Let Q be a Borel probability measure on CN (equipped
with the cylinder topology) such that the adjoint relations LE%Q = (LS};Qf@)* hold on L} (Q)
for alln > 0. Then, Q-a.s., the series z — 2Re(Y oo_; ¢m2z") converges in H—*(S') for all s > 0,
and Q = Ps1 as a Borel probability measure on H~5(S!).

Proof. For all integer partitions k, k” with |k’| > |k| say, we have from the adjoint relations that

/‘I’avkﬁw—a,k’d(@ = (Yaio V20-ax)rz @ = (L allial Dz (o)
Since V, is a highest-weight representation, LE,FQLEI; o1 =By (k,k')1 is a constant multiple of 1
and thus

[ ¥arag-andQ = Balk k)L 1)1z o = Balk K)

because Q is a probability measure. The same is true for Pg1 so that, for all k, k' € T,
/\Da,kﬁ2Qa,k’d@ = /\I}a,kﬁ2Qa,k’dPSL

Since a ¢ (kac™ U kac™), we have Vo ® Vag—a = C[(dm, dm)m>1], hence V, @ Vag_g is dense
in L'(Pg1) (here the overline denotes complex conjugation). Thus, Q extends (uniquely) to a
continuous linear form on L!(Pg1), and it coincides with Pg1 as such. In particular, it gives full
mass to the event that Y oo, [¢m[*m ™ < oo for all s > 0, i.e. the field z — 2Re(Y oo ¢ 2™)
converges in H ~5(S') with Q-probability 1 and we can view Q as a Borel probability measure on
H~*(S"). Moreover, for all Borel sets E ¢ H=5(S"), we have 15 € L' (Pg1), so Q(E) = Pgi1(E). O
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4.2. Witt representation. Recall that the boundary Neumann GFF with zero average on S' is
the centred Gaussian field on S' with covariance

E[p(2)¢(¢)] = —2log|z —¢|,  Vz,( €S

The corresponding probability measure is denoted P and gives full mass to H —5(SY) for all s > 0.
Note the difference by a factor 2 with (4.1): this may look innocent, but it is the source of all the
differences in how the symmetry is encoded in the system.

Samples of P have a Fourier expansion ¢(2) = 2Re(3 °°_, ¢,,2™), where the modes (¢, )m>1
are independent complex Gaussians N (0, %) The boundary Liouville field is the measure

e 9dc @ P, ie. we independently sample the zero mode from e~%®¢de. The space of polyno-
mials C[(¢m, ¢m)m>1] is dense in L?(PP), and the space

(4.5) C = S(R) @ Cl(¢m, Pm)m>1]

is dense in L?(dc ® ), where S(R) denotes the Schwartz class in the variable c.

Let us consider the group Diff“(S!) of analytic diffeomorphisms of S' on LQ(IP’). Its Lie algebra
is the space Vect$(S!) = i2C¥(S!)d, of (real) analytic vector fields on S! (where C¥(S') denotes
the space of real-valued functions on S' with an analytic extension to a complex neighbourhood
of S1). It is generated by the vector fields ((a,)n>0, (bn)n>1) with a, = £z(z" 4+ 27")0, and
by, = %z(z" — 27™)0,. These generators satisfy the commutation relations
[aru am] = %bn-l—m + HTmbn—nﬁ [bna bm] = I mbn—l—m + z —; o

n—m n—+m
2 an+m+ 2

In the sequel, we will use the convention by = 0.

Let u = izu(2)0, € Vect®(Sh). Its exponential h; = e is defined in Diff*(S!) for real ¢, and
satisfies hy(2) = z+itzu(z) +o(t) ast — 0. We say that a function F' € L?(de®P) is differentiable
in direction u if the function ¢ — F(c + ¢ - hy) is differentiable at ¢ = 0, for all ¢ + ¢ € H~5(S'),
where ¢ - hy is the action (1.6). In this case, we write

b —m;

(4.6)

(2, byn] = —

An+m-

d
DyF(c+¢) = AR )L

Moreover, for all n € Nsg, we define
(4.7) D, :=iDy — Dy  and  D_,:=iDs +Dp .

Lemma 4.2. For all u € Vect{(S'), DX defines an endomorphism of C. Moreover, for all
n € Nsg, we have:

D, = nQ0y, — NnnOe + Z (m —n)pm—ndyg,, — (m+ n)$m+n8(5m;
m=1

Doy = =nQ05, +ndnde+ Y (1m+1)dmindy,, — (m = 1)dm-nd,,;

m=1
[eS)

DO = Z m¢m3¢m — m&maq;m

m=1
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Proof. To ease notations, we will write ¢g instead of ¢ in this proof. It suffices to compute Dfn
and D{i. For a,, we have

(¢-e*)(2) = Z Om(z + %z(z" +27")"™) + Qlog (1 + %tz@z(z" + z_")) + o(t)

meZ

- ZQQnt )+ Z <¢m B} =) Pm—n + (M + n)¢m+n)> 2™ 4 o(t).

meZ

From this, we get (using the notation ¢,, = ¢_,)

. . o0
inQ i _
a]i = _T(atbn 8(;5” ) Z — n)Pm—n0p,, — (M — n)¢m—n843m
m=0
+(m + n)dmin0s,, — (m+ n)¢m+na¢3m-
We get a similar expression for DRn, and the result follows from the definition of D,,. ]

The next lemma states that the family (D,,),cz forms a representation of the complexified Witt
algebra.

Lemma 4.3. As endomorphisms of C[(¢m, dm)m>1], we have the commutation relations

Dy, D) = (0 — m) Dy, Vn,m € Z.

Proof. The proof is identical to [BJ24, Proposition 2.6]; we will only sketch it and leave the details
to the reader. By construction, for all u € Vect(T), DX is the Lie derivative along (minus) the
fundamental vector field induced by u, which gives [DX, D] = Dﬁv} for all u,v € Vect“(S!). The
general formula follows from the C-bilinearity of the commutator in End(C) and the commutation
relations (4.6). O

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.4. From here, the proof of Theorem 1.4 proceeds by computing the
adjoints of the operators D,, and “Laplace transforming” in the zero mode, in order to make
contact with the Feigin—Fuchs representation.

Denoting by
(4.8) v, = 2", nez,
we have:
Proposition 4.4. On L?(e~%¢dc ® P), we have for all n > 0,
Dy =D_,, — (Tpo,v_p).
In particular, D}, is densely defined for all n € Z and D, is closable on L*(e=®dc® IP’)
Proof. Let us consider the family of diffeomorphisms hy = e!® for small real t. By definition (4.6)
of a,,, we have on S!
hi(z) = z + 2itzRe(w(z)) + o(t) where w(z) =2z""/2.

This expansion takes a similar form to the one we used in Section 3.2; see in particular (2.5). From
Section 3.4, we know that the law of ¢-h, ! is absolutely continuous with respect to e~ Q¢de®P, and
the Radon-Nikodym derivative equals e_%(SD(¢'ht)_SD(¢))(1 +0(t?)), with 14+ O(t?) corresponding
to the contribution of the determinant which vanishes at order 2 and where Sp is the Liouville
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action (3.3). Hence, (DF)* = —DE + 1DE Sp, and Proposition 3.3 yields (or more precisely
(3.12))

1
(D;Rn)* = —D;Rn + ;Re(}{Tng(z)zw(z)dz) = —D;Rn + Im(Tpod, v_p).

Similarly, we find (D )* = =Df + Re(Tp¢,v_,). Hence,

D} = —i(Dy )* — (Dy.)* = iDy + Dy — Re(Tp, v_y,) — ilm(Tpo, v_yn) = D_,, — (T, v_p),

concluding the proof. O

Now, we “Laplace transform” the operators D,,, D} in the zero mode ¢ and make contact with
Feigin—Fuchs modules in order to characterise the measure P using Theorem 4.1. We set for n > 0
and o € C,

a - > -
Dy o = nQ0y, + §n¢n + Z (m = n)pm-—n0s,, — (M +n)Pmindy, ;
(4.9) m=t
a —
Do = —nQ05, — 5 ndn + > (M +n)ominds,, — (M —n)dm-n0y, .
m=1

They are obtained from the operators D,, by replacing 0. with the multiplication by 5, and act
(as densely defined operators) on L2(IP).

Lemma 4.5. For alln > 0 and all o € C, we have D}, 5 = Dy 29-a — (Tpg,v_pn) on L2(P).

" 90 preserves Cl(¢m)m>1] and coincides with LEY | there.

Moreover, Dj, 5,

Proof. This can be checked by direct computation, but we propose a more conceptual argument.
Consider the operator of multiplication by e2¢ from S'(R) ® C[(¢ym, dm)m>1] to itself. Tt is
plain to check that operator e~2¢ o D, o e2¢ preserves C[(¢m, dm)m>1] (viewed as a subspace
of S'(R) ® C[(¢m, dm)m>1]), and it coincides with D,,, there. For p € R, we have Dy o—ip =
e~ 2(@QFiP)e o D 63 (QFiP)e = D_p.q+ip — (Tnp, v_y), where the adjoint in the LHS (resp. RHS) is
taken in L2(P) (resp. L?(e~9dc®P). The formula extends to all @ € C by analytic continuation.
The last statement of the lemma is obvious from (4.9) and (4.3). O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let Q be a probability measure on CN" be such that the adjoint relations
of Lemma 4.5 hold on L?(Q) for some a € C\ (kact U kac™). We introduce the unitary map
U: L?(Pg1) — L?(P) defined by UF(¢) := F(%(ﬁ) For n > 0, Lemma 4.5 determines the adjoint
of L'F | on L | (Q), hence on L} | (U*Q), where it coincides with LSEQ—&' We can conclude from

Theorem 4.1 that U*Q = Pg1, i.e. Q =P. ]

5. WELDING HOMEOMOPHISM OF SLE: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

5.1. Setup and preliminaries. Following [BJ24], we denote by £ the space
(5.1) £ :={f:D — C conformal, f continuous & injective on D, f(0) =0, f'(0) = 1}.

Identifying f € € and the Jordan curve f(S') € J o0, the SLE, shape measure v# (1.2) is a prob-
ability measure on €. Given f € &, let g : D* — C \ f(D) be the Riemann mapping, normalised
such that g(co) = oo and g(1) = f(1). Then, g~! o f|s1 € Homeoy(S!), the group of homeomor-
phisms of S! fixing 1. This defines an injective map & — Homeo;(S!). We equip Homeo; (S!)



26 GUILLAUME BAVEREZ AND ANTOINE JEGO

with the smallest topology that turns this map into a continuous map. The pushforward of v# is
denoted 7. By [BJ24, Proposition B.1], v# is a Borel measure on £. By our choice of topology for
Homeoy (S!), 7 is also a Borel measure on Homeo; (S!). By definition and by conformal remov-
ability of SLE [JS00, RS05, KMS22], v gives full mass to the set of homeomorphisms admitting
a unique conformal welding, so we can use as test functions the pullback of the space of test
functions on £ as defined in [BJ24, Section 2.2]. In short, these test functions are polynomials in
the Taylor coefficients of the expansion of f around 0.

We now introduce two sets of differential operators acting respectively on L?(#) and L?(v#).
The latter family was introduced in [BJ24]. The main goal of this section will be to relate these
two families, i.e. to relate small perturbations in Homeo; (S') to small perturbations in € to be
able to rely on results from [BJ24].

e Operators on L2(77). Let u € LOO(@) be a Beltrami differential compactly supported in D
(resp. D*), and let ®; be the solution to the Beltrami equation with coefficient ¢p-+£.* 11, normalised
to fix 0, 1, oo (defined in a complex neighbourhood of t = 0). We say that F' : Homeo; (S!) — R
is right (resp. left) differentiable along i at h € Homeo; (S!) if it admits a first order expansion

F(ho &) = F(h) + t%,F(h) + 1%, F (h) + o(t)

(5:2) resp. F(®;0h) = F(h) +tZ,F(h) +t.L,F(h) + o(t).

We introduce the operator © acting on L?(¥) by:
(5.3) OF : h € Homeo(S!) — F(h™Y) e R,  F e L*().

Writing a conformal welding h = g~'o f and observing that ¢ fixes S! setwise, we have the identity
h™' = (1o fou) to(togou). Hence, viewed as an operator on L?(v#), © coincides with the
operator © from [BJ24]. In particular, © is unitary and self-adjoint on L?(7).

e Operators on L2(v*). In [BJ24], we introduced and studied in great detail analogous differ-
ential operators acting on L?(v#). See also [GQW25]. For any Laurent polynomial vector field
v =v(2)0, € C(z)0,, consider the associated flow ®,(z) = z+tv(z)+o(t). We say that a function
F € L?(v*) is differentiable at 1 € £ in direction v if

(5.4) F(®i(n)) = F(n) + tL F(n) + L F(n) + ot)

as t — 0 where we have identified the uniformising map f with the Jordan curve 7. As shown in
[BJ24], the differential operators L, £, are densely defined operators on L?(v#). We will often
consider the vector fields v,, = —z""19, (4.8).

Now, we record two preparatory lemmas. Lemma 5.1 relates %, to Z),, and Lemma 5.2 studies
the action of M6bius transformations on v.

Lemma 5.1. For all Beltrami differentials p € L>(D), we have Z, = —© o Z£x,, 0 ©.

Proof. For all ® € Diff*(S!), and all test functions F, we have F(ho®~!) = F((®oh~)~1). Now,
let p be a Beltrami differential compactly supported in D and let ®, be the normalised solution
to the Beltrami equation with coefficient ¢y + t.* . To first order, <i>t_ !is the normalised solution
of the Beltrami equation with coefficient —tu — ¢2* . So the right composition by @;1 produces
—%,,, while the left composition by ®, produces % u- Hence, taking a complex derivative at
t =0 gives =%, F' = © 0 Z», 0 O as required. O
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2K

Lemma 5.2. The measure e U is invariant by left and right composition by the group of Mébius

transformations of St fizing 1.

In [ACSW24], the Velling—Kirillov potential K runs by the name electrical thickness, and the

authors find an exact formula for its generating function E#[e ], which converges for A < 1 — 8
In particular, the measure e 7 is infinite, which is consistent with the fact that it is Mdbius-

invariant (Haar measure is infinite).

Proof of Lemma 5.2. As a measure on Homeoy(S!), 7 lifts to a rotation invariant measure on
Homeo(S') (both by right and left composition). We abuse notations by identifying this lift

with 7, and we need to show that 7 is invariant under the whole Mobius group. We have a
zZ—a

parametrisation of this group by z — emm with a € [0,27) and @ € D. In this proof and
this proof only, we will write ®4(z) := i and ®,(z) := z — a. Note that o' = d_, and

a.
P,(00) = 00, P! (c0) = 1. By rotation invariance, it suffices to prove that o is invariant under

left /right composition by all ®,, a € D.

We will only prove right invariance, since left invariance is identical. It will also be more conve-
nient to normalise the SLE shape measure to have unit conformal radius from oo, i.e. ¢'(c0) =1
and the Velling-Kirillov potential is K = —log|f’(0)|. Let a € D close to 0 and let us consider the
small motion ho®_, = g~ lofo®_,. We have f(®_,(0)) = af’'(0)+0(a) and so, after compensating
the af'(0), we have @) ofo®,(0) = o(a). Writing ho®_, = (®ag0)09) o (Papr (o) ofod_y,),
we see that the small motion of g is ®,/(gyog at order 1 in a. Hence, using the Mobius invariance
of the SLE loop measure, we have for all test functions F,

/F(h 0 ®_,)eXKi = /F(‘I)af’(o) o ¢)|f'(0)|~2dv* (g) + o(a).

The curve ®, (o) 0 g(S') is the translation g(S') — af’(0) and the operators £,_, and Ly,_, (5.4)
are the generators of such translations:

F(®,p0) 0 9(S")) = Fg) + af' (0)Ly_, F(g) + af'(0)Ly_, F(g) + o(a).

Hence,
/F(h 0 ®_,)e i = /FeQKdu# —2Re (&/ﬁv_l (f(0)) qu#> + o(a).

To conclude, we need to prove that £,_,(f/(0)) = 0. Consider the motion ®, o g for a close to

0. The motion of f is ®, 0 f o ® —o at order 1 in a. Since ®,(0) = 1 — |a> = 1 + o(a), we
£1(0)

have (®g0 fo® o ) (0) = f/(0) + a% + o(a). This first order expansion has no a-term, so
£7(0)

L,_,(f'(0)) = 0 as claimed. This proves that the Lie derivative of ¢ vanishes along vector
fields generating the Mobius transformations ®,. To conclude for all fixed a € D, we just integrate
this identity along the straight line from 0 to @ in D. U

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on three computational Lem-
mas 5.3, 5.4 and 5.5 below, whose statements and proofs are postponed to the end of this section
in order to ease the reading of the proof.

o~

Let p € L*°(C) be compactly supported in D*, and let us prove the formula for <. We note
that the operator .Z,, depends only on the restriction of the vector field w,, to S!. This vector field
is the Cauchy transform of 1 up to the Mébius gauge. Moreover, Lemma 5.2 takes care of those
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vector fields generating Mobius transformations of S', so we may well restrict to a convenient
set of representatives: for n > 2, the vector field v,, = —2"*19, is the Cauchy transform of the
Beltrami differential 1, (¢) := —n4"(‘"‘1C]lK‘>2.

Let ®, be the solution to the Beltrami equation with coefficient tu + &*p fixing 0, 1 and oco.
We wish to express the motion ®; o h in the space of homeomorphisms as a motion in the space
€ (5.1). Let ®; be the solution to the Beltrami equation with coefficient g,p normalised so that
®4(0) = 0, ®,(0) = 1 and ®4(c0) = oco. By the chain rule, g; := ®; o0 g o &, has a vanishing
0z derivative in D* and is thus conformal by Weyl’s lemma. Moreover, since p is supported in
D*, f; := @0 f is conformal in . The normalisation of ®; then guarantees that f; and ¢; are
properly normalised at 0 and oco. We have thus described the motion ®; o h = 9r Lo f, in terms
of a motion in £.

Now, due to the normalisation of ®;, we have by (2.7) the expansion ®;(z) = z + t(v,(z) —
0,(0) — 2v,(0)) + o(t) where

RN Ol CI IR N S TC RN
I T A =ra e e By M L

In the neighbourhood of ¢ = 0, we have the power series expansion

66 ul@=- 3 e i = [ () P

n=—1

Let F be a test function on £ (5.1). In [BJ24, Section 2], these are defined as polynomials in
the coefficients of the power series expansion of f at the origin. We will slightly abuse notations
by identifying F with its pullback to Homeo(S'). For #-a.e. h = ¢! o f € Homeoy(S!), F is
differentiable at f in direction g.u [BJ24, Proposition 2.6]. Moreover, since F is a test function,
we have £, F = 0 for n large enough. Hence, using [BJ24, Theorem 4.1], we get

/.z Fdi = /Zﬁ“ﬁ F)dv# — /Z (%2 p1(Sg ™ vi) + La(l)) Ft.
Combining Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4 below, we have that 00 | £,(8h) = 2(Sg, ) — Bl so that
- Cm 1 26 m #
LuFdv == [ | 15(S97 gep) + 15(Sg.p) = By | Fdv™.

By (2.10), (Sg~ !, g«pt) = —(Sg, pt). Altogether, we have obtained that

.,Sdeu_/<

This gives the formula for ;. The formula for %}, is an immediate consequence of Lemma 5.1
and [BJ24, Lemma 4.4]. O

(Sg w) + 50> Fdo.

Lemma 5.3. We have Ly, (8)) =0 and L, _,(8",) = B}.

Proof. In this proof, we make the dependence 3, = B4 (n) explicit. The vector field vq is the

—t

generator of dilations z +— e~'z, and we have

B_t / > 2
st == [ e LT — st
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Hence, Ly, (8}) = 0. The vector field v_; is the generator of translations z — z — t. The map
—t + ¢ uniformises —t + 7 and satisfies —t 4+ g(c0) = oo. Thus,

I 2
Bt = =1 [ ) s

g(z) —t
/Z 2
— _% / M(z)gg((z)) (1+ g(tz))ldd2 +o(t) = B, (n) + B4 (n) + o(t).

Lemma 5.4. We have > o0 | Ly, (B8) = 2(Sg, ).

Proof. Recall that w, (resp. v,) is the Cauchy transform of p (resp. g.u), and <I>t( ) =z +
tw,(2) + 1, (2) +o(t). Let ®; = 2+ tv, + o(t) be the flow of v,0, and g := ®;0g0®; 1. At first
order in ¢, we have g = g +t(v, 09 —w,g') +tO(1) + o(t). By Cauchy’s integral formula we can
write

vy 09(2) —wu(2)g'(2) =5 %K (¢)dc¢,
with the kernel K defined on g(D*) x g(D*) by
K(2,0) = (g1 1

G -9 Q) =—C
It is easy to see that K is holomorphic in both variables, with the apparent pole on the diagonal
being removable. By the Leibniz rule, we have

Ly, (BY) = —% /D (=) (20'(2)g(2) " 2Ly, (9 (2)) + (n+2)g' (2)%g(2) "Ly, (9(2))) |dz|?
- / 75 1(2)g (2)g(2) "¢, (K (g(2), 0))dc ]2
i [ e (e R (gl 0P,

2im2

Summing over n > —1 and by the residue theorem, we get

S L0 o [

z(K(g(Z)’ ¢))d¢|d=|?

n=-—1
(5.7) , 2m2/*]éﬂ( ) )zK(g( ), ¢)d¢]dz|
= ;/*M(Z)g’(Z)az(K(g( ), )ic=g()|d2l® + = /D* 1(2)g (220K (9(2), O ¢—g(e 2]

=2 [ 1) G (20K (9(:), gt + K (9(2): Opemgio) ld5P

By Lemma 5.5 below applied to 1) = g~ ! and the chain rule for the Schwarzian derivative,

20.K(9(2), Q)jc=g(z) + O K (9(2), Q)jc=g(z) = —%5971(9(2)) = %59(2)/9'(2)2-

Hence,

S o2 = [ u)sa) sk,

n=—1
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For the next lemma, we recall that Af = J}—/,/ is the pre-Schwarzian derivative.
Lemma 5.5. Let v be conformal on some planar domain D, and define the holomorphic kernel
o Y (¢)? 1
Kw(z, C) = m — ZTC on D x D. We have

~280(2) - SAu(e)

2 3
asz(Z, C)\z:@ = —357/)(2) + ZA¢(Z)2 and aCKw(Z’ C)Kzz = 6

In particular, (20, + 0¢)Ky(2,()z=¢ = ——S¢( ).

Proof. Fixing ¢ and expanding in z as z — (, we get that Ky(z, () equals

o
PO+ = PO+ - (T G T P T
T o(z = ¢)
- (1 - 000 - 56— 0 4 (- 0Pave?)
x <1 - %(z — QAV(C) = (=~ C)in/i/((é)) —( — )2 AP(C) ) ZflC +o(z - ¢)
= 3400 - 3= 058 + 16— 04002 ol - )

From this, we get 9. Ky (z,C) ¢ = TAB(2)? — 2273 = 34y(2)? — 289(2). Now, fix z and
expand in ¢ as ( — z:

o WEAC- @R 1
Koo = o - OW e 15— 9@ + 1= ) a—c¢ T

_ . . 2" (2 ) 2 Ad(2)2
= (120 - D) + (- 9P 4 (- 2P Aue?)
X 1 —z z—l —z 29" (2) E — 2)? z)? b o —z
(150 = 2106 - e = PB4 16— P07 - Lol =)
B 3 1 5 7/}/”( )
= 5 AV(E) = (= DAY~ G(C—2) s +oll =)
From this, we get 9Ky (2,()j¢c=. = — 2 AY(2)? — %lfpljl((;)) = —3AY(2)% — 38Y(2). O

It is easy to deduce Corollary 1.2 as an integral version of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Corollary 1.2. Recall the definition (1.13) of Q(hg,hy). Let p € L*(D*) compactly
supported with ||u]~ < 1, and for each t € [0,1], let ®; be the normalised solution to the
Beltrami equation with coefficient tu + t.*p. For all test functions F, and all ¢ € [0,1], we have
by the Leibniz rule

(5.8)

9, / F($,0h)eX@ohh) qp (h) = 2Re< / (L F (@roh)+F(Pr0h)9,Q(Di0h, h))eﬂ(&%oh,h)dgm(h)).

By (1.12), 9;(®; 0 h, h) = —51§~toh(u) + @4,0 (1) and by Theorem 1.1,

A
o

/ L (B 0 h)eXBehh qp, (h) = / (—L&h(ﬂ) + (1) — LDy o b, h))) F(&; 0 h)eX@ehh)qp, (1)
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where we emphasise that, on the right hand side, £, acts on both coordinates of €2. In particular,
by (1.12),

~ CL, ~ - CL, ~ -
L0 b, b)) = T2 (1) + @0 () + T2 0,0, (1) + Bon ().

Putting things together, this shows that the J;-derivative in (5.8) vanishes. Integrating (5.8)
between 0 and 1 then yields for all ® € Diff*“(S!):

/ F(® o h)eX®hqp, (h) = / F(R)di,(h),
which is what we wanted to prove. O

Link with the bc-ghost system. To end this section, we draw an analogy between the differ-
ential of the welding map and the “bc-ghost system” from bosonic string theory, following the
account given in [DFMS97, Section 5.3.3]. This system was introduced in Polyakov’s seminal
paper [Pol81] and were always thought to encapsulate an infinite dimensional change of variable
(and its Jacobian).

The be-ghost system has two “fields” b(¢) and ¢(z) whose two-point correlation function is the
kernel of the Cauchy transform (b(¢)c(z)) = %é [DEMS97, (5.108)]. The field ¢ has conformal
weight —1 [DFMS97, (5.115)], while the field b has conformal weight 2 [DFMS97, (5.116)]. In other
words, ¢(z) transforms as a vector field (or (—1,0)-tensor) while b({) transforms as a quadratic
differential (or (2,0)-tensor), consistently with the kernel Ky considered in Lemma 5.5. Indeed,
the Cauchy transform sends Beltrami differentials (or (—1, 1)-tensors) to vector fields, so its kernel
is a vector field in the first variable, and a quadratic differential in the second one.

The be-system has central charge —26 [DFMS97, (5.117)] and the stress-energy tensor of the
theory is m :2b0c 4+ Obc: [DFMS97, (5.114)], in striking analogy with (20, + 0¢)Ky(z,()|.=¢ =
—%S?/)(z) of Lemma 5.5. In (5.7), this holomorphic quadratic differential computes the “diver-
gence” of vector fields on Homeo(S!) with respect to the SLE loop measure. In other words, it
plays the role of the differential of the (would-be) Jacobian determinant of the conformal welding
map. Hence, we have a perfect interpretation of the stress-energy tensor of the be-system as the
differential of the Jacobian of conformal welding.

Finally, we note that the objects involved in this discussion are intrinsic (Cauchy transform,
quadratic/Beltrami differentials...), suggesting a natural generalisation to more non simply con-
nected surfaces. Indeed, the Cauchy transform on Beltrami differentials is nothing but the inverse
of the d-operator acting in the holomorphic tangent bundle to the surface, falling in the scope of
Quillen’s theory of Cauchy—Riemann operators [Qui85].

6. SLE/GFF COUPLING: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5

We recall the hypotheses of Theorem 1.5: 7 is sampled from the weighted SLE shape measure
Ky with welding maps f and g. Conditionally on 7, ¢ + a is sampled independently from
e 2Qdq ® P,. We also have an auxiliary parameter b sampled independently from Lebesgue

measure on R. We then define the fields
p+c=¢-f+a+bd and P+ =p-g+a—0b,

and denote their (infinite) law by Q. Our goal is to prove that Q is the law of independent
Liouville fields in D and D* respectively. The extra parameter b allows us to decouple the two
fields, and can be understood as a choice of embedding of the curve (i.e. rescale the curve by e).
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Lemma 6.1. There exist C, > 0 and a probability measure Q% on (CN')2 such that Q =
C2e Qe ® e 9 de* ® Q7.

As usual, given the coefficients ((¢m)m>1, (¢5)m>1) € (CV')2, the associated pair of fields on
St will eventually correspond to (2Re(D_0c_; ¢m2z™),2Re(> 00_, ¢k 2™)).

Proof. For all test functions F and x,y € R, the change of variable (a,b) — (a + Z5%,b + %5¥)
gives

/F(¢+c+m,¢* + " +y)dQ(d + ¢, ¢" + ¢¥)
= /F(cp fratbtz,o-g+a—b+tyle ?dadP,(p)dbdv® (n)
= /F(cp fHatb o g+a—b)e 220 da dP, (o)dbdv# ()

= Qlety) / F(¢+c,¢" +c)dQ(¢ + ¢, ¢* + ).

This proves the existence of the factorisation for some measure Q7 (two o-finite measures which
agree on a m-system that generates the o-algebra are in fact equal). Moreover, it is clear that the
event that (¢,c*) € A x B has finite Q-measure for all compact sets A, B C R, which proves that
Q% has finite total mass. It can thus be renormalised by a global multiplicative constant to get
a probability measure. O

Theorem 1.5 is then equivalent to the next statement, which will be proved using the charac-
terisation of Theorem 1.4.

Proposition 6.2. For Q% -almost every ((¢m)m>1, (¢, m>1), the series z — 2Re(d_0c_ dmz™)
and z — 2Re(3°°_, ¢%,2™) converge in H=*(S) for all s > 0 and Q% = P®? as Borel probability
measures on H~5(S)2.

Proof. In order to apply Theorem 1.4, we need to generate some small deformations of the fields
(¢, #*) using analytic diffeomorphisms of S!, and check how the measure reacts to these defor-
mations. We will denote by PV (resp. D,(f)) the operators (4.7) of Section 4 acting on the first
(resp. second variable). We also generalise the notation by writing D,, for the operator obtained
when generating a diffeomorphism of the unit circle by a Beltrami differential p. We will first
compute the adjoint of Dr(f ) (j =1,2) on L?(Q) and “Laplace transform” it to find the adjoint of
DSL],L on L?(Q#).

Let p € L*°(D) compactly supported, and let P, (resp. ®;) be the solution to the Beltrami
equation with coefficient tp+t*p (resp. fip), normalised to fix 0, 1, oo (resp. such that ®4(0) = 0,
P4 (00) = 00, Pj(0c0) =1). Then, g; := Prog (resp. fr:=Po fo é;l) is a Riemann mapping for
Dy := ext(®4(n)) and Dy := int(P¢(n)). Indeed, by the chain rule, both maps are holomorphic in
their respective domains and are normalised appropriately.

We are now going to study the variation ((¢ + ¢) - @;1, ¢* + ¢*). Let F be a test function. By
definition,

F((0+0) 8,6 + ") = F(¢+c,6" + ") + 1DV (F) + D)
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On the other hand, using g = <I>t_1 ogs and fo @;1 = <I>t_1 o ft, we have
F<(¢+c)-‘i>;1,¢*+c*) :F((go-q);l)'ft+a+b,(g0-<1>;1)-gH—a—b).

Moreover, conditionally on 7, if ¢ 4+ a is a sample from e 2%%da ® IP,), the field a + ¢ - &, lis a
field on ®;(7n) which is absolutely continuous with respect to e~2?%da ® Py, ;- In fact, the law of
a+ - is just e 29%da ® P<I>t(n) o—1 by definition (1.14). Hence,

' Pt

[P (640876 +¢) Qo+ e + )
(6.1) = /F(cp fetatbg-gita—0)dPy, ) 5 ()e®dv# (n)e~2%da db

= [ Gulnppeak ()

where we have defined G¢(n,b) :== [ F(p-f+a+b,p-g+a— b)d]P’n o (p)e~???da. By the chain
rule, this is further equal to

(6.2) / Gi(n, b)edeu#(n)db—i—QRe(t / Ly..G(n, b)eQKdu#(n)db> +o(t).

From Proposition 3.3, we have
Gulnt) = Glont) + 2 (¢ [ (£ L) + (oo ) Fdwso)ewada) +olt).
By (210), (817, fut) = —(Sf, 1) and by (3:2) (Tpi, furt) = (T30, ) — L(SF, 1),
Gi(n,b) = G(n,b) + 2Re (t / <(TD¢,,u) - %(Sf, M)) FdP,( —zczada>

=G(n,b) — %Re (t(Sf,n)G(n,b) + 2Re (t/(T]Dqﬁ,u) FdIF’n(cp)e_zQ“da> + o(t).

Now, since the welding homeomorphism of ®4(n) is g;l off=gofo é;l, by Theorem 1.1, we
have

/ L (@)K dv#db = / Z,(G)e* iy db— —= [ (Sf,p) Ge*Kdirdb

Summing up the two contributions in (6.2), we see that the Schwarzian derivatives compensate
each other. Together with dominated convergence theorem, this yields:

/ (¢+) @7, ¢"+c")dQ(g+e, ¢ +c") = 2Re(t / (To, i) F($+e. 6"+ )dQ(¢r+e, 6" +¢%) ) +o(t),

Specialising to the canonical basis, and by taking the linear and antilinear part in ¢ (as in the
proof of Proposition 4.4), we get for all n > 0,

(D))" = D) — (Tog, u) on L*(Q).
Finally, we Laplace transform in the c-variable, i.e. we consider the operator Dr(}()x =e 5%
DS) oe2® acting on L?(Q7%). Due to the factorisation of Lemma 6.1, a straightforward calculation
as in the proof of Lemma 4.5 gives

(DN a) =D — (T, u) on L*(Q¥).
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We get similarly that (DS;Q, &
ends the proof. -

)= p? —(Tlg* , i) on L?(Q#), and an application of Theorem 1.4

—n,a

APPENDIX A. BROWNIAN LOCAL TIME OF SLE

In this section, we construct and study the Brownian local time of an SLE loop. This technical
result is used in Section 2.1 in order to show that the jump operator D, and its Dirichlet form
(&, Fy) have nice properties. We will work in the chordal case, which is sufficient by local
absolute continuity. Specifically, consider a chordal SLE 7 from 0 to oo in H with law PSP
and an independent Brownian motion (B;);>o starting at z with law PEM for some 2 € C. Let

a =1+ k/8 be the fractal exponent of n and
T
IT7E = €_2+O’/ l{dist(Bt,n)<E}dt? T > 0, e > 0.
0

Lemma A.l. For all T > 0 and starting points x € H, (I7.¢)cso converges in L'(PSLE @ PBM)
to some random variable Ir: the “local time” accumulated by (Bi)o<i<T on 1. Moreover, for all
T > 0 and PSYP-almost every n, for every starting point x € n, PEM(Ip > 0) = 1.

As already mentioned, the article [LR15] constructs the Minkowski content of 7, giving a notion
of “size” for 7. Lemma A.l provides a random notion of size of 7, based on Brownian motion.
These two results are closely related and, as we are about to see, Lemma A.1 is a quick consequence
of estimates derived in [LR15]. In particular, we recall from [LR15] the existence of “one-point
and two-point Green’s functions” for SLE:

(A.1) GSLE () = lim 6_2+O‘IF’SLE(dist(z,77) <e), ze€H;
(A.2) GSME (2, w) = lémoe 2+°‘5 2HapSLE (dist (2, ) < e, dist(w,n) < 6), z,w e H.
€,0—

Moreover, there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(k) such that

(A.3) GO (2) = ¢ Im(2)* (sinarg(2))¥" ™, zeH.

Proof of Lemma A.1. Let T' > 0 and z € C. We start by introducing an intermediate approxima-
tion of Ir.. For R> 1, let Hr = {z € C:Im(z) > 1/R, |z| < R} and

T
ITJ{75 = 62+a/ 1{dist(Bt,n)<e,Bt€HR}dt7 T>0,R>1,e>0.
0

This cutoff in R will give us some room in the two-point computation below. By the triangle
inequality, for any R > 1,

(A.4) lim sup ESF @ EBM(| 17, — I74]] < limsup ES® @ EPM[|I7 g — Ir 6]
€,0—0 €,0—0

+ 2 lim sup ESLE ]EmBMHIT,e — IT,R,e”-
e—0

Let us start by showing that, R > 1 being fixed, the first term in the RHS vanishes. By Cauchy—
Schwarz, it is enough to show that (I g)e~o is Cauchy in L?(PSLE @ PBM). To this end, we will
establish the following identity:

(A.5)

lz—=|2 _lw—z?
lim ES“PQEPM(I7 g T _2/ / / dz|?e” % / dw[?e” 2= GSVE (2, w).
650 Frrelrrs oms J, 2m(t — s [dz" Hl wl'e (2, w)
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Using the explicit law of (Bs, By) for 0 < s <t < T, we have

A6) ESLEQEBMIL. o T :2/ / / d
(A.6) @B IR el1,R 0] s ). 2—9) HRI z|e -

x e 2rag=2apSLE (digt (2, 1) < e, dist(w,n) < 0).

lw—=z|2

|dw|?e” 2T x

By [LR15, Lemma 2.9] (see also Equation (19) therein), there exists ¢ = ¢(R) > 0 such that for
all z,w € Hg and ¢,6 € (0,1),

e 2tag=2tapSEqist (2, 1) < e, dist(w,n) < §) < c|z — w|* 2.
It is then an elementary computation to check that, if one injects the following upper bound

n (A.6), the resulting integral is finite. Together with (A.2), we can thus apply dominated
convergence theorem to get (A.5).

Going back to (A.4), we have shown that, for all R > 1,

lim sup ESME @ BBM(| 17, — I75]] < 2limsup ES™F @ EBM |17, — I7 R ).
€,0—0 e—0

A similar argument based on dominated convergence theorem (see [LR15, Theorem 2.4] for a
bound on the probability that 7 gets e-close to a given point) shows that the right hand side term

2/ / |dz|“e
0 27Tt H\HR

Using the explicit expression (A.3) of GSF(z) and because | J r>1 Hr = H, we see that the above
integral vanishes as R — oo. This proves that (I7.)co is Cauchy in L' (PSYE @ PBM) as desired.

of the above display equals

(2)-

It remains to check that, for PSMF-almost every n and for every = € i, PEM(I7 > 0) = 1. Since

e x\
ESLE(X)EEM[IT] :/O 27Tt/ |dZ|2 GSLE( )

is positive, the probability that I > 0 is positive. We start by considering the case z = 0 for
which a scaling covariance property holds. For all A > 0, the joint law of (A1, (AB;/2)i>0) is still

given by PSLE IP’(]]BM. This scaling property implies that for all 7' > 0, It 1w pa/2y 1 under the
product measure PSLE g IP’(]]BM. In particular, PSME @ IP’(]]BM(IT > () does not depend on 7', and

PSLE @ PEM(VT € QN (0,1), Iy > 0) = Jim PSLE @ PEM (17 > 0) = PSEE @ PBM(1; > 0) > 0.
_)
TeQn(0,1)

The event {VT' € QN (0, 1), Ir > 0} being a tail event for (B;)¢>¢ and the Brownian motion driving
the Loewner equation, we infer that its probability equals 1. Applying the Markov property of
SLE, we deduce that for PS“F-almost every n, PBM(Ir > 0) = 1 holds for a countable dense subset
of starting points x € n (corresponding e.g. to rational times for the capacity parametrisation of
SLE). To conclude that the same statement holds simultaneously for all z € 7, it is enough to
check that, conditionally on 7,

(A.7) H 3 z— PPM(Ir > 0) is continuous.
Let = € H be some starting point and 6 > 0. Let ¢ > 0 and y € H be at distance at most € from

x. For A > 0, the laws of (By);> 4.2 under PBM and under ]P’yBM are mutually absolutely continuous
with Radon—Nikodym derivative equal to 1 + o(1) where o(1) — 0 as A — oo, uniformly in e.
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Fixing A > 0 large enough so that this Radon—Nikodym derivative is at least 1 — §/2, we have
for all € > 0,

PoM(Ir > 0) > PPM(Ir — Ix2 > 0) > (1= 6/2)PPN (Ip — Iz > 0).

Now, PBM_almost surely I4.2 — 0 as € — 0. This shows that for all y close enough to = we have
PoM(Ip > 0) > (1= 8)PPM (I > 0).
This is the desired continuity statement (A.7) which concludes the proof of the lemma. u

APPENDIX B. COMPARISON WITH OTHER CONFORMAL WELDING RESULTS

This appendix grew out of what was initially planned to be a short paragraph on the comparison
of the results of Section 1.5 with the conformal welding of quantum discs. Since quantum surfaces
are a delicate notion, we include a review, which we aim both concise and accessible. It is
based on the recent comparison of Liouville CFT with quantum surfaces via the so-called uniform
embedding [AHS24], and subsequent conformal welding results [AHS23a, AHS23b, ACSW24].

B.1. Quantum surfaces. Let D C C be a domain, z = z1,...,z2xy € D distinct marked points,
and Aut(D,z) be the group of conformal automorphisms of D fixing z pointwise. One can also
add marked points on the boundary, but we will ignore this for the purpose of this review. We
have the usual action of Aut(D, z) on the space of distributions D’(D) by X -® = Xo®+Q log |®'|.
We denote the equivalence relation by ~..

We introduce the following definitions based on the typical LQG/LCFT literature.

Definition B.1. A Liouville field in D with aj-insertions at z; is a Borel measure Q on
D'(D) such that for all ® € Aut(D,z),

N
(B.1) °Q = e 521D TT @/ () Q,
j=1

where Sp(w) = % 0w A ow+Q Jop wkjq2 is the Liouville action in D expressed in the
Euclidean metric (kjq.|> is the geodesic curvature of the boundary), and A; = Q- ).
The condition (B.1) is the Weyl anomaly.

e (Tentative): A quantum surface (embedded in D, with marked points z) is a Borel measure

on D'(D)/Aut(D,z).?

The two notions look equivalent, since one could in principle pass any Liouville field to the
quotient, and conversely lift any quantum surface to a Liouville field. However, the Liouville
carries extra information via the explicit form of the conformal covariance. Moreover, since
working with quotients ranks among the most perilous mathematical activities, we will insist on
distinguishing the two notions.

The Liouville field is a perfectly valid notion (leaving aside the question of its construction),
but we need to be extra careful when it comes to the meaning attached to a quantum surface.
Indeed, in many cases, Aut(D) is not compact, and the naive process of integrating along the
fibres of a Liouville field yields a trivial measure (Haar measure being infinite). The usual strategy

2Some sources call quantum surface an equivalence class in D'(D)/~,Aut(D, z), rather than a measure on this
space. We will adopt the other convention in order to avoid the terminology “random quantum surface”. We thank
Xin Sun for pointing this out to us.



CONFORMAL WELDING AND MATTER-LIOUVILLE-GHOST 37

is to identify the quotient D'(D) /., Aut(D) with a global section.®> Then, a measure on a section
(viewed as a subset of D'(D)) extends to a Liouville field by imposing the Weyl anomaly (B.1).
Conversely, given a Liouville field, we can (try to) condition it on this section. There is not always
a preferred choice of section, and the process introduces some arbitrariness, especially if Aut(D)
is large (e.g. D = @) To sum up, the only canonical description of a quantum surface is its lift
to a Liouville field. That being said, and as we shall see below, there are some quantum surfaces
admitting particularly nice embeddings. As a historical note, quantum surfaces come from the
approach due to Duplantier—Miller—Sheffield [DS11, DMS21], while Liouville fields were considered
by David—Kupiainen-Rhodes—Vargas [DKRV16]. The existence of Gaussian fields satisfying the
Weyl anomaly is the consequence of two properties of the Liouville action: it is quadratic and
satisfies a cocycle property.

As an example, consider the punctured plane C* := C \ {0} (viewed as the sphere C with
two marked points (0,00)) with Aut(C*) ~ (C*, x). One way to fix the scaling parameter is
to impose argmax,cp {Y; 1= 027r X (e7t%)df = 0}. We will only consider rotationally invariant
measures for which the above condition makes sense with full mass. The precise form of these
measures is not so relevant here, but they are locally absolutely continuous with respect to the
Gaussian free field, and Y; (the “radial process”) is typically a (conditioned) two-sided drifted
Brownian motion such that lim; 1., ¥; = —oco with full measure (see [AHS24, Proposition 2.14]
for an example of the type of process considered). The two-pointed quantum sphere QS, is initially
defined on the section just above (hence it induces a quantum surface), but the important thing
for us is that its lift to a Liouville field is (up to a multiplicative constant) dLF((CA”O)’(%OO) (c+X) =
e20=Q)ede X)X ()P (X)) [AHS24, (1.4)]. Here, Pc is the GFF in a certain metric, and

the exponential ¢7X(©)

is only well defined after Wick renormalisation (and the use of Cameron—
Martin’s theorem). See [AHS24] for precise definitions. There are variants of QS, for generic

a-insertions, and its partition function is the reflection coefficient of LCFT [KRV20, Section 1.2].

Now, we want to leverage the existence of QS5 to get quantum surfaces embedded in C (no
marked points). Again, there are two possibilities: the first is to find a map directly on the

o~ o~

quotient D'(C*)/,C* — D'(C)/~,Aut(C), and pushforward QS,. The second (and easier) way

is to consider the lift of QS, to LFg ’0)’(%00), and map it to a Mobius-covariant field on the sphere.
In both cases, the invariance property must be proved in some way.

An instance of such operation is forgetting the marked points. Using the properties of Haar
measure on the Mobius group and a suitable reweighting by the total mass of GMC, it is shown
in [AHS24, Theorem 1.1] that one can integrate out the position of the two marked points of QS,
in a way that preserves the invariance under LQG coordinate change. The resulting quantum
surface is denoted QS, and the corresponding Liouville field is dLF¢(c 4+ X) = e~29¢dedP¢(X),
where Pc is the GFF in a certain metric (see [AHS24] for the explicit expression). Contrary to
the punctured plane, there is no privileged choice of section D’ (@) / Aut(@) — D'(C), and we are
not aware of a nice embedding that would represent the quotient measure. In LQG literature, the
terminology quantum sphere QS is used as an umbrella term to describe the would-be quotient
measure, without reference to a particular choice of embedding.

There is a similar process defining the quantum disc QD by forgetting the (boundary) marked
points of the two-pointed quantum disc QD 5. Again, while QD 5 can be described by a particular

3i.e. a (smooth) map o : D'(D)/Aut(D,z) — D'(D) such that m o o = id, with 7 the canonical projection. A
choice of section identifies the quotient with its image o(D’'(D)/~yAut(D,z)) C D'(D).
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embedding, there is no nice embedding of QD and the simplest way to understand this measure
is as a Liouville field: as a Liouville field QD is dLFp(c + X) = e~ ?¢dcdPp(X), where Pp is just
the Neumann GFF in D. We know that this field has a 2-GMC measure on the boundary, and

2
we can disintegrate along this random variable: LFp = C' [ €_5QLF]§(€)%, where LFg(f) is a
probability measure. Note that the trace of LFp on S' is nothing but the measure e~?¢de dP(¢)
considered at length in our paper (especially in the statements of Section 1.5).

B.2. Conformal welding of quantum discs. With this terminology, we can now state the
conformal welding results of [AHS23b, Theorem 1.1] (C' is a positive constant):

(B.2) QS ® SLEP°P ~ ¢ / h Weld(QD(¢), QD(¢))¢de.
0

Thanks to the material from the previous section, we have all the tools to unpack this formula.
Although [AHS23b] writes an equality, we prefer to use ~ since this should really be understood as

an isomorphism of measure spaces. While we do not have a preferred embedding for QS, the SLE

loop comes with its shape measure fo . So the statement remains valid if we consider LF¢ ® yff

instead of QS®SLE'°P. We move to the RHS. Again, there is no preferred representative of QD(¢)
(anyway the welding map is not defined on the quotient), so the statement is about welding two
independent instances of LFg (¢). As a sanity check, note that both sides of the equation give

4
density (proportional to) E_VQ% to the total quantum length (since the total mass of QD(¥) is

2
proportional to the o-finite measure E_WQ%. Finally, the trace of LF¢ on n coincides up to a

multiplicative constant with our measure e~2?¢da dIP,(¢). Hence, when we condition on b= 0 in
Theorem 1.5 (which amounts to using the shape measure), we recover precisely (B.2).
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