arXiv:1610.06113v4 [math.PR] 26 Jan 2017

Convergence of the Critical Planar Ising Interfaces to
Hypergeometric SLE

Hao Wu*
NCCR/SwissMAP, Section de Mathématiques, Université de Genéve, Switzerland
and Yau Mathematical Sciences Center, Tsinghua University, China

Abstract

We consider the planar Ising model in rectangle (Q; 2%, 2, y*, y%) with alternating boundary

condition: © along (x2f) and (yRy*), ¢ € {@, free} along (zFy’), and ¢& € {@, free} along
(y*zY). We prove that the interface of critical Ising model with these boundary conditions con-
verges to the so-called hypergeometric SLE3. The method developed in this paper does not require
constructing new holomorphic observable and the input is the convergence of the interface with
Dobrushin boundary condition. This method could be applied to other lattice models, for instance
Loop-Erased Random Walk and level lines of discrete Gaussian Free Field.
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1 Introduction

The Lenz-Ising model is introduced to model the ferromagnetism in statistical mechanics. Due
to celebrated work of Chelkak and Smirnov [CS12|, it is proved that at the critical temperature,
the interface of Ising model is conformally invariant. In particular, the interface of critical Ising
model with Dobrushin boundary condition converges to SLE3 |[CDCHT'14|, and the interface of
critical Ising model with free boundary condition converges to SLE3(—3/2; —3/2) [HK13| Izy15],
and the interface for multiply-connected domains [IzyI13]. In these cases, the proofs are based
on constructing holomorphic observables. In this paper, we study the scaling limit of the critical
Ising model with alternating boundary conditions: we consider critical Ising model in a rectangle
(Ll 2B y® yF) with © along (vLz®) and (y®yF), ¢F € {@,free} along (z%y%), and ¢& €
{®, free} along (yLz%). With these boundary conditions, on the event that there is a vertical
crossing of ©, we see that there are two interfaces in the model (n%;n*) where n” is an interface
from z¥ to y* and n* is an interface from 2% to y®. In this paper, we study the law of the pair
(n*;m%). The scaling limit of n* is the so-called hypergeometric SLE, denoted by hSLE.

There are two features on the method developed in this paper. First, constructing holomorphic
observable is the usual way to prove the convergence of interfaces in the critical lattice model,
however, with our method, there is no need to construct new observable. The only input we need
is the convergence of the interface with Dobrushin boundary condition. Second, there are many
works on multiple SLEs trying to study the scaling limit of interfaces in critical lattice model
with alternating boundary conditions, see [Dub07), BBK05, [KP16|, and their works study the local
growth of these interfaces. Whereas, our result is “global": we prove that the scaling limit of n’
is hSLE3 as a continuous curve from z” to y*. Moreover, the method developed in this paper
also works for other lattice models as long as we have the convergence with Doburshin boundary
conditions, for instance Loop-Erased Random Walk and level lines of discrete Gaussian Free Field.

In this paper, we first study the properties of hSLE in Theorem Then we study the possible
scaling limit of the pair of the interfaces (n%;nf'). We realize that there exists only one possible
candidate for the limit of the pair (n¥;n%), see Theorem [1.2l By identifying the only possible
candidate, we prove the convergence of the pair of the interfaces (n%;n*) in the critical Ising model
with alternating boundary condition in Theorem [I.3] In particular, this gives the convergence of
n’ to hSLE;.
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Theorem 1.1. Fiz k € (0,8),p > (—4) V (k/2 —6), and 0 < x < y. Let n be the hSLE, (p) in H
from 0 to oo with marked points (x,y). The process n is almost surely generated by a continuous
transient curve. Moreover, the process n enjoys reversibility for p > k/2 — 4: the time reversal of
71 is the hSLE,(p) in H from oo to 0 with marked points (y,x).

Theorem 1.2. Fiz a topological rectangle (Q;x% x® yf yl). Let Xo(Q; 2%, 2%y yl) be the
collection of pairs of continuous curves (n*;n®) in Q such that n* (resp. nt) is a continuous curve
from zt to yb (resp. from xf to y®) that does not intersect (xfyf) (resp. does not intersect
(yFal)) and that n* is to the left of nft. Fiz x € (0,4] and p¥ > —2,p% > —2.

L R yR gLy

e (Ezistence and Uniqueness) There exists a unique probability measure on Xo(Q; x*, ™, y't,y
with the following property: the conditional law of n® given n* is SLE.(p®) with force point
mf in the connected component of Q\ n’ with (xfyf?) on the boundary, and the conditional
law of n* given n® is SLE, (pY) with force point x in the connected component of Q \ n%
with (y“z%) on the boundary.

e (Identification) Under this probability measure and fir p¥ = 0 and p® > —2, the marginal law
of n¥ is hSLE, (pf) with marked points (T, yTt).
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Figure 1.1: The Ising interface with alternating boundary condition.

Theorem 1.3. Let discrete domains (Qg;xg,xf,yf,y(%) on the square lattice approximate some

topological rectangle (Q;z*, zf yf, y*) as 6 — 0. Consider the critical Ising model in Qs with

the alternating boundary condition: & on (zkzl) and (yFyk), ¢ € {&, free} on (zfyl), and
¢l e {@, free} on (ykxk). Conditioned on the event that there exists a vertical crossing of ©, then
there exists a pair of interfaces (néL; n?) where ngL (resp. nf} is the interface connecting x6L to yéL
(resp. connecting xF to y?). The law of the pair (néL;nf) converges weakly to the pair of SLE
curves in Theorem as & — 0 where k = 3 and £, €8 pf, p¥ are related in the following way:
fora € {L, R},

pl=0, ifé?=d; p?=-3/2, if&?="free.

In particular, when £ = & and ¥ = &, the law of N converges weakly to hSLE3(0) as § — 0;
when £8 = @ and ¢ = free, the law of Nk converges weakly to hSLE3(—3/2) as 6 — 0.

A similar conclusion as in Theorem [I.2] also holds for multiple SLE curves; however, we can
only identify the marginal law for the case k = 4, see Remark [£.4] and it is difficult to identify
the marginal law of the curves for general x. Instead, we could derive the marginal law for the
degenerate case: when all the starting points of curves coincide and all the ending points of curves
coincide, the marginal law of the curves becomes SLE,(p) process.

Proposition 1.4. Fiz a Dobrushin domain (Q;z,y) and an integer n > 2. Let XJ(;x,y) be the
collection of n non-intersecting curves (m;...;nn) where n; is a continuous curve in Q from x to y
for j € {1,...,n} and that n; is to the right of nj_1 and is to the left of nj41 with the convention
that no = (yz) and N1 = (zy). Fiz k € (0,4].



o (Existence and Uniqueness) There exists a unique probability measure on X (Q;x,y) with the
following property: for each j € {1,...,n}, the conditional law of n; given n;_1 and n;41 is
SLE, in the region between n;_1 and n;j41.

o (Identification) Under this probability measure, the marginal law of n; is SLER(ij;pf) for
j€{1,....,n} where p;; =25 — 2,pf’ =2n — 27.

In Theorem and Proposition we focus on k € (0,4]. Readers may wonder whether we
have similar conclusion for x € (4, 8). In fact, we believe the conclusion in Theorem also holds
for k € (4,8). However, both of the two parts are unknown to our knowledge. Whereas, we can
still show a weaker version of Theorem for the degenerate case when k € (4, 8), see Lemma
By applying this result to FK-Ising model, we have the following conclusion.

Proposition 1.5. Let discrete domains (Qs; xé, xf, yé%, y§) on the square lattice approximate some
Dobrushin domain (Q;x,y) such that &k zf — x and y¥,yf — y as 6 — 0. Consider the critical
FK-Ising model in Q5 with alternating boundary condition: free on (xkxzf) and (yByk), and wired
on (xByl) and (yExk). Conditioned on the event that there are two disjoint vertical dual-crossings,
then there exists a pair of interfaces (ng“;nf) where 775L (resp. nf) is the interface connecting xg
to y& (resp. connecting x¥ to yf). The law of (nk;nf) converges weakly to the unique pair of
curves (n%;nft) in X2(Q;z,y) with the following property: Given nl, the conditional law of n% is
an SLEyg/3 conditioned not to hit nl except at the end points; given n®, the conditional law of
nt is an SLE16/3 conditioned not to hit nft except at the end points. In particular, the law of néL

converges weakly to SLE(k — 2) with k = 16/3 as § — 0.

To end the introduction, we summarize the relation between hSLE, (p) and SLE(p) process:
e When p = —2, hSLE, (p) process is the same as SLE,.

e When k = 4, hSLE4(p) process is the same as SLE4(p + 2, —p — 2) with force points (z,y).
e When y — oo, hSLE, (p) process degenerates to SLE,(p + 2) with force point z.

Outline and relation to previous work. We will introduce hypergeometric SLE in Section [3|
There were various papers working on variants of hypergeometric SLE with different motivations,
see [Zha08| [Qial6]. The definitions may be different from ours. There are some technicalities that
arise when introducing hypergeometric SLE that do not have been fully addressed previously. We
include a self-contained introduction to hSLE with our motivation in Section |3 treat the technical
difficulties and show Theorem We will prove Theorem [I.2] and Proposition [I.4] in Section [
The uniqueness part in Theorem was proved in [MS16bl Theorem 4.1] and the existence part
when pf = p® = 0 was proved in [Law09, [KL0O7]. We will introduce Ising model in Section
and prove Theomem We will introduce FK-Ising model in Section [6] and prove Proposition
In [Tzy13], the author proved “local" convergence of Ising interfaces to hSLE3 by constructing
holomorphic observables. We will show Theorem by Theorem (without constructing any
new observable). Our approach is “global", the method only requires the input of convergence with
Dobrushin boundary condition and it also works for other lattice models.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Space of curves

A planar curve is a continuous mapping from [0, 1] to C modulo reparameterization. Let X be the
set of planar curves. The metric d on X is defined by

d(ni,m2) = inf sup [ni(p1(t)) —n2(w2(t))],
P1,$2 te[0,1]

where the inf is over increasing homeomorphisms ¢1, @2 : [0, 1] — [0,1]. The metric space (X, d) is
complete and separable. A simple curve is a continuous injective mapping from [0, 1] to C modulo
reparameterization. Let Xgmple be the subspace of simple curves and denote by Xy its closure.
The curves in Xy may have multiple points but they do not have self-crossings.

We call (Q;x,y) a Dobrushin domain if Q is a non-empty simply connected proper subset of C
and z,y are two distinct boundary points. Denote by (zy) the arc of 9Q from z to y counterclock-
wise. We say that a sequence of Dobrushin domains (Qs; as, bs) converges to a Dobrushin domain
(©; a,b) in the Carathéodory sense if fs — f uniformly on any compact subset of H where f5 (resp.
f) is the unique conformal map from H to Qs (resp. Q) satisfying f5(0) = as, fs(c0) = bs and
f5(00) =1 (resp. f(0) =a, f(c0) =0, f'(c0) =1).



Given a Dobrushin domain (Q;z,y), let Xgimple(£2;2,y) be the space of simple curves n such
that

n(0) ==z, n(1)=y, n(0,1)CQ.

Denote by Xo(€2; z,y) the closure of Xgimple(£2; 2, y).

We call (Q;a,b,c,d) a quad (or topological rectangle) if Q a non-empty simply connected proper
subset of C and a, b, ¢, d are four distinct boundary points in counterclockwise order. Given a quad
(Q;a,b,c,d), we denote by do((ab), (cd)) the extremal distance between (ab) and (cd) in 2. We say
a sequence of quads (Qs; as, bs, ¢s,ds) converges to a quad (2; a,b, ¢, d) in the Carathéodory sense if
fs — f uniformly on any compact subset of H and lims f5 ' (bs) = f~1(b) and lims f; ' (c5) = £~ (c)
where fs (resp. f) is the unique conformal map from H to Qs (resp. Q) satisfying f5(0) =
ag, f3(00) = ds and f}(00) = 1 (xesp. f(0) = a, f(oc) = d, f/(00) = 1),

Given a quad (2l 2% y® yL), let Xgmple(€; 2%, 27,y y*) be the collection of pairs of
simple curves (n’;n%) such that nt € Xgmpe(Q; 2L, y%) and 7 € Xgmpe(Q; 27, ) and that
n* Nnft = (. The definition of Xo(Q; 2%, 2%, y% y¥) is a little bit complicate. Given a quad
(zt 2B y® yE) and € > 0, let X§(Q; 2L, 2%y yL) be the set of pairs of curves (n%;nf) such
that

o nF e Xo( 2, y") and nf € Xo(; 27, y");

o dor(n*, (z%y®)) > € where QF the connected component of Q \ n’ with (zfy*) on the
boundary, and 1% is contained in the closure of QF ;

o dor(nt, (yPxl)) > € where QF the connected component of Q\ n® with (y*2%) on the
boundary, and 1% is contained in the closure of Q.

Define the metric on X§(Q; 2%, 2%, yft, y%) by

D((nt, 01, (05, n3")) = max{d(ny,n3), d(ni*,n5")}.

One can check D is a metric and the space X§(Q; L, 2y yL) with D is complete and separable.

Finally, set
Xo( b, 2% g™, y") = | X5(922%, 2™, 9", 0.
>0
Note that Xo(Q; 2%, 27, %, y¥) is no longer complete.

Suppose E is a metric space and Bg is the Borel o-field. Let P be the space of probability
measures on (E, Bg). The Prohorov metric dp on P is defined by

dp(Pl,Pg) = inf{e >0: Pl[A] S PQ[AG] + €, PQ[A] S Pl[Ae} + E,VA S BE}

When E is complete and separable, the space P is complete and separable (|[Bil99, Theorem 6.8]);
moreover, a sequence P,, in P converges weakly to P if and only if dp(P,,P) — 0.

Let ¥ be a family of probability measures on (E,Bg). We call ¥ relatively compact if every
sequence of elements in 3 contains a weakly convergent subsequence. We call X tight if, for every
€ > 0, there exists a compact set K, such that P[K.] > 1 —¢ for all P € ¥. By Prohorov’s Theorem
(IBil99, Theorem 5.2]), when E is complete and separable, relative compactness is equivalent to
tightness.

2.2 Loewner chain

We call a compact subset K of H an H-hull if H\ K is simply connected. Riemann’s Map-
ping Theorem asserts that there exists a unique conformal map gx from H\ K onto H such that
lim, 00 |gK (2) — 2| = 0. We call such gk the conformal map from H\ K onto H normalized at co
and we call a(K) := lim, o 2(g:(2) — z) the half-plane capacity of K.

Loewner chain is a collection of H-hulls (K;,t > 0) associated with the family of conformal
maps (g, t > 0) obtained by solving the Loewner equation: for each z € H,

2

Ogt(z) = m7

90(2) = 2,

where (W,t > 0) is a one-dimensional continuous function which we call the driving function.
Let T, be the swallowing time of z defined as sup{t > 0 : mingepq|gs(2) — Ws| > 0}. Let
K;:={z€H:T, <t}. Then g, is the unique conformal map from H; := H\K; onto H normalized
at oo. Since the half-plane capacity for K; is 2¢ for all ¢ > 0, we say that the process (K, t > 0)
is parameterized by the half-plane capacity. We say that (K;,¢ > 0) can be generated by the



continuous curve (n(t),t > 0) if for any ¢, the unbounded connected component of H \ 7[0,]
coincides with H; = H\ K;.

Here we discuss about the evolution of a point y € R under g;. We assume y > 0. There are two
possibilities: if y is not swallowed by Ky, then we define Y; = ¢:(y); if y is swallowed by Ky, then
we define Y; to be the image of the rightmost of point of K; NR under g;. Suppose that (Ky, ¢ > 0)
is generated by a continuous path (n(¢),¢ > 0) and that the Lebesgue measure of n[0,00] N R is
zero. Then the process Y; is uniquely characterized by the following equation:

t
2ds
Y, = —\ Y, >W,, Vt>0.
t y+/oYs—Ws t = Wy

In this paper, we may write ¢:(y) for the process Y;.

The convention of driving function can be defined for any simply connected domain via conformal
transformation. Fix a Dobrushin domain (2;z,y) and let ¢ be some fixed conformal map from §2
onto H such that ¢(z) =0 and ¢(y) = co. Suppose 1 € Xaimpie(%; 2, y). Then ¢(n) is a continuous
curve in Xgmple(H; 0,00). Thus, if we parameterize ¢(n) by its half-plane capacity, then it has a
continuous driving process. We use the term the driving process of 77 in €2 to indicate the driving
process in half-plane capacity in H after the transformation ¢.

2.3 Convergence of curves

In this section, we first recall the main result of [KS12] and then show a similar result for pairs
of curves. Suppose (Q;a,b,c,d) is a quad. We say that a curve 7 crosses @ if there exists a
subinterval [s,t] such that n(s,t) C @ and n[s,t] intersects both (ab) and (cd). Fix a Dobrushin
domain (;x,y), for any curve n in Xo(2;2,y) and any time 7, define Q, to be the connected
component of Q\ n[0, 7] with y on the boundary. Consider a quad (Q,a,b,c,d) in Q. such that
(be) and (da) are contained in 92,. We say that Q is avoidable if it does not disconnect n(7) from
yin Q..

Definition 2.1. A family ¥ of probability measures on curves in Xgmple(2; 2, y) is said to satisfy
Condition C2 if, for any € > 0, there exists a constant c(e) > 0 such that for any P € ¥, any
stopping time 7, and any avoidable quad (Q;a,b, c,d) in Q; such that dg((ab), (cd)) > c(e€), we have

P[n[r, 1] crosses Q|n[0,7]] <1 —e.

Theorem 2.2. [KS12, Corollary 1.7, Proposition 2.6]. Fiz a Dobrushin domain (;x,y). Sup-
pose that (Mn)nen 15 a sequence of curves in Xemple(§2; 2, y) satisfying Condition C2. Denote by
(W, (t),t > 0) the driving process of n,. Then

o the family (Wy,)nen is tight in the metrisable space of continuous functions on [0, 00) with the
topology of uniform convergence on compact subsets of [0,00);

o the family (nn)neN is tight in the space of curves X ;

o the family (N, )nen, when each curve is parameterized by the half-plane capacity, is tight in the
metrisable space of continuous functions on [0,00) with the topology of uniform convergence
on compact subsets of [0,00).

Moreover, if the sequence converges in any of the topologies above it also converges in the two other
topologies and the limits agree in the sense that the limiting random curve is driven by the limiting
driving function.

Next, we will explain a similar result for pairs of curves. Fix a quad (Q; 27, 2%, y® yL).

Definition 2.3. A family ¥ of probability measures on pairs of curves in Xgmple(92; 21, 27, y®, yL)

is said to satisfy Condition C2 if, for any € > 0, there exists a constant c(e) > 0 such that
for any P € %, the following holds. Given any n“-stopping time 7 and any n%-stopping time
8 and any avoidable quad (QF;aft bF, cF dF) for nft in Q\ (n%[0,7L] U nf[0,7F]) such that
dor((a™f), (c'd™)) > c(e), and any avoidable quad (Q¥;a” b, c*, d") for n* in Q\ (n*[0, 75U
n'[0,77]) such that dgr((a™b"), (c“d")) > c(e), we have

P [nR[TR, 1] crosses QT | n™[0, 7%, n®[0, TR]] <1-—p¢,

P [77L [rL,1] crosses QF |77L[0,TL]7T]R[O7TRH <l-—e



Theorem 2.4. Suppose that {(nk;n2)}nen is a sequence of pairs of curves in Xgmple(Q; 2L, 2%,y %, yl)

and denote their laws by {P,}nen. Let QF be the connected component of Q\ nk with (x%y%) on
the boundary and QE be the connected component of Q\ nX with (y“a™) on the boundary. Define,
for each n,

D} = dor(n}, (z"y™), DI =dar(nf, (y"z")).

Assume that the family {(nk;nE)}.en satisfies Condition C2 and that the sequence of random
variables {(DL; D)} ,.en is tight in the following sense: for any u > 0, there exists € > 0 such that

P, [P >eDE>el>1-u, vn

Then the sequence {(nk;nf)}en is relatively compact in Xo(Q; 2L,z yft, yl).

Proof. By Theorem we know that there is subsequence ny — oo such that nﬁk (resp. nf‘k)
converges weakly in all three topologies in Theorem [2.2] By Skorohod Represnetation Theorem,
we could couple all (nﬁk;nfk) in a common space so that nﬁk — nl and nfk — nft almost surely.
For € > 0, define

Ke={(n":n") € Xeimple( 2", 2%,y y") : dor (0", (2Fy")) > €, dor(n”, (y*a")) > €}

From the assumption, we know that, for any u > 0, there exists e > 0 such that inf, P,[K.] >
1 — u. Therefore, with probability at least 1 — u, the sequence (%, ;nk ) converges to (n*;n') in
X§(Q; 2l 2By yl) € Xo(Q;2F, 2,y y%). This is true for any u > 0, thus we have (n,LLk;nR )

ng
converges to (n’;nft) in Xo(Q; 2, 2, yf, y*) almost surely. O

2.4 SLE and SLE,(p)

Schramm Loewner Evolution SLE, is the random Loewner chain (Ky,t > 0) driven by W; = /B,
where (B, t > 0) is a standard one-dimensional Brownian motion. In [RS05], the authors prove
that (K, t > 0) is almost surely generated by a continuous transient curve, i.e. there almost surely
exists a continuous curve 7 such that for each ¢ > 0, H; is the unbounded connected component of
H\7[0,¢] and that lim; ,o [1(t)] = co. There are phase transitions at k = 4 and k = 8: SLE,; are
simple curves when x € [0,4]; they have self-touching when k € (4,8); and they are space-filling
when k > 8.

It is clear that SLE, is scaling invariant, thus we can define SLE, in any simply connected
domain D from one boundary point x to another boundary point y by the conformal image: let ¢
be a conformal map from H onto D that sends 0 to 2 and oo to y, then define ¢(n) to be SLE, in
D from z to y. For k € (0,8), the curves SLE,; enjoys reversibility: let n be an SLE, in D from x
to y, then the time-reversal of 1 has the same law as SLE, in D from y to z. The reversibility for
k € (0,4] was proved in [Zha0O§|, and it was proved for k € (4,8) in [MS16d].

Hypergeometric functions are defined for a,b € R, ¢ € R\ {0,—1,—2,-3,...} and for |z| < 1 by

where (q)y, is the Pochhammer symbol defined by (¢),, = 1 forn = 0 and (¢),, = ¢(¢g+1) - -- (g+n—1)
for n > 1. When ¢ > a + b, denote by T' the Gamma function, we have (see [AS92, Equation
(15.1.20)]),

I(e)T'(c—a—-10)

I'(c—a)T(c—b)

The hypergeometric function is a solution of Euler’s hypergeometric differential equation:

2F1(CL, b7 [ 1) =

2(1—=2)F"(2) + (c— (a+ b+ 1)2)F'(z) — abF(z) = 0.
In this paper, we focus on « € (0,8), p € R, and

2p+4 4 2p+8,

S [— z) : (2.1)

R KR

F(z) = oF, (

When « € (0,8),p > (—4) V (k/2 — 6), we have F(1) € (0,00). In particular, F is smooth for
z € (—1,1) and is continuous for z € (—1,1].



Lemma 2.5. Fiz x € (0,8),p € R, suppose n is an SLE, in H from 0 to oo and (g¢,t > 0) is the
corresponding family of conformal maps. Fiz 0 < x < y and let T, be the swallowing time of x.

Define, fort < T,,
P AL AT) g (@) =W,

S (e —g@)? T ey -W
Let F be defined through . Then the following process is a local martingale:

2 2 6 —
M, = Z8JPF(Z)1yer,y, wherea =272, b= (p+2)(p+6—r)
i K 4K
Proof. By It6’s formula, one can check
—2J, < 1 >2 (Z—1)dW, (1= Z)(2+ (2 — k) Z,)dt
dly= —————= = -1 dt, dZ,=
" (ge(y) — )2 ey - W Zi(g¢(y) — Wi)?

Therefore, the process wa(Zt)l{KTﬂ} is a local martingale if v is twice-differentiable and satisfies
k22 (1 = 2)¢"(2) +22(2 4 (2 — K)2)Y'(2) — 4b(1 — 2)¢ = 0.
One can check that ¢(z) := 2*F(z) satisfies this ODE and hence M is a local martingale. Moreover,

we have F(2) _
a —a t — 4y
dMy = M, + - ( >> dW.
' ' <Wt —g(z)  Wi—gly) F(Z) \gly) — Wi '
We will show that M; is actually a uniform integrable martingale when p > /2 — 4 in Proposition

B4 O

SLE,(p) processes are variants of SLE, where one keeps track of multiple points on the bound-
ary. Suppose zl = (a20F < ... < VL) where 21 < 0 and zf! = (28 < ... < 2™) where
2 >0 and pt = (phF, .- plE), pft = (pVF, -+ p"F) where p™? € R for ¢ € {L, R} and i € N.
An SLE, (p"; p) process with force points (z; z')
is the solution to the system of integrated SDEs:

W, = VrB +Z/ phlds Z/ prlds (2.2)
t— t W V'LL W ‘/SiR’ :

t
; . 2ds
.9 __ .1, S— )
Vilt=z 4+/0 VW for g € {L,R},i € N,

where B; is one-dimensional Brownian motion. Define the continuation threshold to be the infimum
of the time ¢ for which

either Z pi’L < -2, or Z pi’R < —2.
v l=w, Vi R=w,

is the Loewner evolution driven by W; which

The process is well-defined up to the continuation threshold, and it is generated by continuous
curve up to and including the continuation threshold, see [MS16a].
In this paper, we only use SLE,(p) with two force points: SLE,(p%;pf) with force points

(x < 0 < 2f) or SLE,(p, v) with force points (0 < z < y). To simply notatlons, we only discuss
properties of these two kinds of processes. The behavior of SLE,(p, v) varies according to different
p, v, see [Dub09, Lemma 15]. We list some of them that will be helpful later.

e If p > K/2 — 2, the curve never hits the interval [z,y). If p4+v > k/2 — 2, the curve never hits
the interval [y, co).

o If p>—2and p+v € (k/2—4,r/2 —2), the curve hits the interval (y,c0) at finite time.
e If p>—2and p+ v < k/2 — 4, the curve accumulates at the point y at finite time.

By Girsanov’s Theorem, the law of SLE,(p,v) process can be obtained by weighting the law of
ordinary SLE,;, see [SW05, Theorem 6]:

Lemma 2.6. Fiz k € (0,8) and 0 < z <vy. Let n be an SLE, in H from 0 to co and (g, t > 0) be
the corresponding family of conformal maps. Define

My(z,y) = gj(x)P T4/ 0GR (g, (z) — Wy )P/ "
x gy ()" TR (g, (y) — W)™ x (gi(y) — gol)) P/ ).

Then My(x,y) is a local martingale for SLE, and the law of SLE, weighted by M(x,y) is equal to
the law of SLE,(p,v) with force points (x,y) up to the swallowing time of x.



Lemma 2.7. Fiz k € (4,8). Fory > 1, let P, be the law of SLE, conditioned not to hit the interval
(1,y). Then P, converges weakly to SLE (k—4) as y — c©.

Proof. Let n be an SLE,, and denote by P its law. By Lemma [2.6] we know that the process:
M, = (gi(1) — W)= /r

is a local martingale for 1 and the law of n weighted by M becomes SLE, (x — 4) up to the first
time that n swallows 1. Since SLE, (x — 4) does not hit the interval (1, 00), we know that M; is in
fact a uniformly integrable martingale and the law of 1 weighted by M is SLE, (x —4) for all time.
For N > 0, define 7y = inf{t : My = N}. By Optional Stopping Theorem, we have E[M,ar] = 1,
thus the event Ey = {7y < 70} has probability 1/N. Therefore, weighting the law of n by M is
equivalent to conditioning n on Ex up to 75 A 7g. This is true for all N, thus weighting the law of
7 by M is equivalent to conditioning 7 not to hit the interval (1, 00). O

2.5 Gaussian Free Field

Suppose that D C C is a proper domain with harmonically non-trivial boundary (i.e. a Brownian
motion started at a point in D hits 8D almost surely.) For f,g € L?(D), we denote by (f,g) the
inner product of L?(D) f D 2)d?z, where d?z is the Lebesgue area measure. Denote
by H,(D) the space of real Valued smooth functlons which are compactly supported in D. This
space has a Dirichlet inner product defined by

v = % /DVf(z) -Vy(2)d?*z

Denote by H(D) the Hilbert space completion of Hy(D).

The zero-boundary GFF on D is a random sum of the form h = Z]O';l o fj, where the o
are i.i.d. one-dimensional standard Gaussians (with mean zero and variance 1) and the f; are
an orthonormal basis for H(D). This sum almost surely diverges within H(D); however, it does
converge almost surely in the space of distributions— that is, the limit > j a;(fj,p) almost surely
exists for all p € Hs(D), and the limiting values, denoted by (h,p), as a function of p is almost
surely a continuous functional on Hg(D). For any f € Hs(D), let p = —Af € Hy(D), and define
(h, f)v = 5=(h,p). Then (h, f)v is a mean-zero Gaussian with variance

1
3 2 =) (5D = (£ 0%
J J

The zero-boundary GFF on D is the only random distribution on D with the property that, for
each f € H,(D), the element (h, f)y is a mean-zero Gaussian with variance (f, f)v. For any
harmonic function hg on D, we use the phrase GFF with boundary data hg to indicate h = h+ hg
where h is a zero-boundary GFF.

In this section, we will introduce level lines and flow lineb of GFF and list their properties proved
in [SS13| MS16a, WWI6]. Let (K;,t > 0) be an SLE,(p"; p®) process with force points (z;z%)
where W, V%4 solves (2.2). Let (g¢,t > 0) be the correspondmg family of conformal maps and set
ft = g+ — Wy. Let hY be the harmonic function on H with boundary values given by

AL+ S0, ifae TRE V),
M1+ X5p0%), e VPRV,

where A = 7/y/k with the convention that p®F = p0f = 0,29 = 0_ 2!*1L = —00, 200
0y, 2" B = 0o, Define

hi(z) = hi(fe(2)) — xarg fi(2), where x =2/Vk — V/k/2.

There exists a coupling (h, K') where his a zero-boundary GFF on H and h = h + hg such that the
following is true. Suppose that 7 is any K-stopping time before the continuation threshold. Then
the conditional law of h restricted to H\ K, given K, is the same as the law of h, + ho fro In
this coupling, the process K is almost surely determined by h. When x € (0,4), we refer to the
SLE, ( R) curve in this coupling as the flow line of the field h; and for 6 € R, we use the phrase
flow line of angle ¢ to indicate the flow line of h + 6. When k = 4, we refer to the SLE4(p"; p*)
in this coupling as the level line of the field h; and for u € R, we use the phrase level line Wlth



height u to indicate the level line of h — u. In this paper, we focus on k € (0,4]. We usually fix
k € (0,4) and set k¥ = 16/k. For ' > 4, we refer to the SLE,/(p”; pf*) curve coupled with —A in
the coupling as the counterflow line of h. -

In the rest of this section, we fix the following constants:

k€ (0,4), K =16/k, A=7/VkK, Xx=2/VE—VK/2. (2.3)

The flow lines and counterflow lines of GFF interact in a nice way. Suppose that h is a GFF on H
with piecewise constant data. For § € R, let 79 be the flow line of h with angle 6. Fix 6, > 03 > 03
and suppose that 79, and ng, do not hit their continuation threshold. Then the flow line 7y, stays
to the left of 79, and stays to the right of ns,. Moreover, given 1y, and 7y,, the conditional law of
e, is SLE,(p%; pf') where

P = =24 (ix — 02)/\,  pft = =2+ (Bax — O3X)/\.

Suppose that & is a GFF on H with piecewise constant boundary data. Let i’ be the counterflow
line of h from oo to 0 and assume that the continuation threshold of 7" is not hit and n’ is nowhere
boundary filling. Let 4 be the flow line of h with angle 7/2 and 7n_ be the flow line of h with
angle —m/2. Then 7y is the left boundary of ' and 7_ is the right boundary of 7’. Combining
these facts, we obtain the following decomposition of 7’.

Lemma 2.8. Fiz k € (2,4) and v = 16/k € (4,8) and pv' > —2,p% > —2. Let n/ be an
SLE, (p%; pf) in H from oo to 0, and denote by n. its left boundary and n_ its right boundary.
Then we have the following.

o The law of ny is SLE.(k — 4 + kp" /4; /2 — 2 + kplt/4).

e Given n_, the conditional law of 1y is SLE,(k — 4 + rkpl /4; —k/2).

e Given 1y, the conditional law of n' is SLE (k'/2 — 4; pT?).

o Given ny and n—, the conditional law of ' is SLE./ (k'/2 — 4; /2 — 4).

3 Hypergeometric SLE and Proof of Theorem [1.1
Fix k € (0,8),p € R and two boundary points 0 < = < y. Recall that F is the hypergeometric

function defined in (2.1)). Hypergeometric SLE, denoted by hSLE (p), with marked points (z,y) is
the random Loewner chain driven by W which is the solution to the following system of integrated

SDEs:
t t t
(p+2)ds / —(p+2)ds / F'(Z) ( 1—-2,
= +/kB - d 1
W, \/Et+/0 WS—V;UJF WP OHF(ZS) VT s, (3.1)

" t 9ds b 2ds ViE — Wy
%:$+A m, ‘/ty:y—F/O m, whereZt:m,

where B, is one-dimensional Brownian motion. It is clear that the process is well-defined up to the
swallowing time of 2. Moreover, by Girsanov’s Theorem, one can check that the law of hSLE,(p)
with marked points (x,y), up to the swallowing time of x, can be constructed by weighting the law
of SLE,; by the local martingale given in Lemma [2.5]

Proposition 3.1. Fiz x € (0,8),p > (—4) V (k/2 —6) and 0 < © < y. The hSLE,(p) in H from
0 to oo with marked points (x,y) is well-defined for all time and it is almost surely generated by a
continuous transient curve. Moreover, it never hits the interval [x,y] when p > k/2 — 4.

Before proving Proposition let us compare hSLE,(p) with SLE,(p + 2,5 — 6 — p) process.
By Girsanov’s Theorem, one can check that the Radon-Nikodym derivative of the law of hSLE(p)
with marked points (z,y) with respect to the law of SLE,(p + 2,k — 6 — p) with force points (x,y)
is given by

F(7Z . 4/k—1 i
Rt = ( t) <gf(y) Wt) s where Zt e 791&(1’) Wt .
Fz/y) y 9e(y) = Wi
Note that 0 < Z; < 1 for all ¢ and F(2) is bounded for z € [0, 1]. Define, for n > 1,
T, =inf{t: g:(y) — Wi < 1/nor gi(y) — Wy > n}.

Then we see that Rpn» is bounded. Therefore, the law of hSLE, (p) is absolutely continuous with
respect to the law of SLE, (p+ 2,k —6 — p) up to T,'. Since SLE,(p +2,r — 6 — p) is generated by



a continuous curve up to T} and it does not hit the interval [z,y) when p > k/2 — 4, we know that
hSLE, (p) is generated by a continuous curve up to 7' and it does not hit the interval [z, y) up to
T, when p > k/2 — 4. Let n — oo, we see that hSLE, (p) is generated by continuous curve up to
Ty = lim,, T} and it does not hit the interval [z, y) up to T, when p > r/2 — 4.

Remark 3.2. From the above argument, we see that hSLE (p) with marked points (x,y) converges
weakly to SLE,(p + 2) with force point x when y — oo for x € (0,8) and p > (—4) V (k/2 — 6).

Note that the absolute continuity of hSLE, (p) with respect to SLE.(p + 2,5 — 6 — p) is not
preserved as m — oo, since R; may be no longer bounded away from 0 or co as ¢ — T},. The
following lemma discusses the behavior of hSLE, (p) as t — T,,.

Lemma 3.3. When x € (0,8) and p > (—4) V (k/2 — 6), the hSLE,(p) is well-defined and is gen-
erated by continuous curve up to and including the swallowing time of y, denoted by T,,. Moreover,
the curve does not hit the interval [x,y] if p > /2 —4; and T, = co when k£ < 4; and the curve
accumulates at o point in the interval (y,00) ast — T, < oo when k € (4,8).

Proof. One can check that hSLE,(p) process (K¢, ¢t > 0) is scaling invariant: for any A > 0, the
process (AKy/x2,t > 0) has the same law as hSLE,(p) with marked points (Az, Ay). Thus, we may
assume y = 1 and = € (0,1), and denote T, by T. In this lemma, we discuss the behavior of
hSLE(p) as t — T and we will argue that the process does not accumulate at the point 1. To
this end, we perform a standard change of coordinate and parameterize the process according the
capacity seen from the point 1, see [SW05, Theorem 3] or [Qial6, Section 4.3.3].

Set f(z) = z/(1 — z). Clearly, f is the conformal Mé&bius transform of H sending the points
(0,1,00) to (0,00, —1). Consider the image of (K;,0 < ¢t < T) under f: (K,,0 < s < S) where
we parameterize this curve by its capacity s(t) seen from co. Let (gs) be the corresponding family
of conformal maps and (WS) be the driving function. Let f; be the M&bius transform of H such
that gs o f = f; o g+ where s = s(t). By expanding §; = f; 0 g; o f~! around co and comparing the
coefficients in both sides, we have

Thus, with s = s(¢),

5 _ g; (1) g:(1) = (k—=06)g(1)dt g, (1)dW;
W= feWe) = —1 - 2g;(1) * g:(1) =Wy’ e = (ge(1) = Wy)3 * (ge(1) = Wy)?~

Define - ~
~ ~ - VE-WwW
Ve =H(VE), VS = filoo), Zs= ‘7}_7‘7;; = 7.
Plugging in the time change
g9:(1)

S(t> = fl‘{(Wt)z = (gt(l) 7 Wt)4,

we obtain

AW, = /rdB, + (p+2)ds  (r=6)ds  F'(Z) ds |
WS_V;I WS_VOO F(ZS) Vsa:_vsoo

S

where B, is one-dimensional Brownian motion. By Girsanov’s Theorem, the Radon-Nikodym
derivative of the law of K with respect to the law of SLE, (k — 6; p + 2) with force points (—1; & :=
z/(1 —z)) is given by

_ F(Z) ((95(%) — gs(—1) —(p+2)/r
R = F(x) ( (1—az)! )

9s(%) — W
gs(i') - gs(_l) .

Note that 0 < Z; < 1 and F(z) is bounded for z € [0,1]; and that the process g5(Z) — gs(—1) is
increasing, thus gs(Z) — gs(—1) > 1/(1 —x). Let S be the swallowing time of —1. Define, for n > 1,

,  where Z; =

S™ = inf{t : K; exits B(0,n)}.

Then R is bounded up to S A S™, and thus the process K is absolutely continuous with respect to
SLE,(k — 6;p + 2) up to S A S™. We list some properties of SLE(k — 6;p + 2) with force points
(=1;2 = x/(1 — x)) here: it is generated by continuous curve up to and including the continuation
threshold; the curve does not hit the interval [Z,00) when p+ 2 > /2 — 2. When & € (0,4], the
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curve almost surely accumulates at the point —1, since kK — 6 < k/2 — 4; when k € (4, 8), the curve
hits the interval (—oo,—1) at finite time almost surely, since kK — 6 € (—2,x/2 — 2). Therefore,
the process K is generated by continuous curve up to and including S. This implies that our
original hSLE (p) process (K:,t > 0) is generated by continuous curve up to and including T
moreover, the curve accumulates at a point in (y,o00) U {co} as t — T, and it does not hit [z, y]

when p > k/2 — 4. O

Proof of Proposition[3.1 In Lemma we have shown that hSLE, (p) is well-defined and is gen-
erated by continuous curve up to and including 7T),. In particular, when x < 4, since T, = oo, we
obtain the conclusion for this case. It remains to prove the conclusion for k € (4,8). In this case,
as t — T, we have V}Y =W, — 0 and Z; — 1. Note that F(z) remains bounded as z — 1; and that
F'(2)(1—2) = 0 as z — 1, since (see [AS92, Equations (15.2.1),(15.3.3)]), as z — 1,

p+2 4 &/ 4 12+2p 8+2p _
Fliz)= =) (11— =) (1= 2)%%2,F, (= -1 Liz) = (1—2)%%2
(Z) <p+4) ( H>( Z) 241 P K ) K +1;2 ( Z)

Combining these, we know that the SDE (3.1) degenerates to W, = \/kB; for t > T,,. Therefore,
the process is the same as standard SLE,; for ¢ > T}, and hence is generated by continuous transient
curve. O

Proposition 3.4. Fiz k € (0,8),p > k/2 —4 and 0 < = < y. The local martingale defined in
Lemma s a uniformly integrable martingale for SLE,; and the law of SLE, weighted by this
martingale is the same as hSLE, (p) with marked points (x,y).

Proof of Proposition[3.4] and Theorem[I.1, In Lemma we have shown that M; is a local mar-
tingale up to the swallowing time of x. Note that J; is decreasing in ¢, thus J; < Jy. Therefore M;
is bounded as long as J; and Z; are bounded from below. Define, for n > 1,

T =inf{t: Jy <1/nor Z, <1/n}.

Then Myap» is a bounded martingale; moreover, the law of SLE, weighted by M; is the law of
hSLE(p) up to T". By Proposition we know that hSLE.(p) is generated by a continuous
transient curve and the curve never hits the interval [z,y]. Therefore, M; is actually a uniformly
integrable martingale for SLE,. This completes the proof of Proposition

We have shown that hSLE,(p) is generated by continuous curve in Proposition to show
Theorem [T.1] it remains to show the reversibility. To this end, we will derive the explicit formula for
M. Given a deterministic continuous curve 1 in H from 0 to co with continuous driving function
that does not hit the interval [z, y], denote by D(xz,y) the connected component of H\ n with [z, 3]
on the boundary. We know that

g (z)g'(y)
(9(y) — g(x))?’

where ¢ is any conformal map from D(z,y) onto H. One can check that the quantity J. only
depends on the region D(z,y) and does not depend on the choice of conformal map g. In fact,
the quantity J, is the so-called Poisson kernel of the region D(z,y). Thus we have almost surely
My = lim; oo My = J%. Moreover, the Radon-Nikodym derivative of the law of hSLE,(p)
with marked points (x,y) with respect to the law of SLE, is given by M. /My. Combining the
reversibility of standard SLE, and the conformal invariance of the quantity M., /My, we have the
reversibility of hSLE,;(p). O

lim Zt = 1, lim Jt = JOO =
t—o0 t— o0

To end this section, we will prove a generalization of Lemma [2.7]

Proposition 3.5. Fiz x € (0,8),p € ((—4) V (k/2 —6),5/2 —4), and 0 < z < y. Let n be an
hSLE(p) in H from 0 to co with marked points (x,y). The law of n conditioned to avoid the
interval [z,y] is the same as hSLE(k — 8 — p). In particular, the law of SLE, with k € (4,8)
conditioned to avoid the interval [x,y] is the same as hSLE,(k — 6) with marked points (x,y).

Proof. Let 7 be an hSLE,(k — 8 — p) in H from 0 to oo with marked points (x,y). By SDE (3.1)),
we see that the law of 7 is the same as the law of n weighted by the following martingale up to the
swallowing time of z, denoted by T:

gt(w) - W

M, = z"8720/GR) oy TR (Z,)1 here Z, = 282/ — 7't
¢ ¢ (Ze)/F(Z)li<r,y, where Z; aly) — W,
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F(2) = oFy <2p+4’1 B i 2p+8;z) () = (2(/{—6—p)71_ é’ 2(/{—4—p);z) _
K kKK K
Note that F' and F are positive and bounded for z € [0, 1].

Since k — 8 — p > k/2 — 4, we know that the law of n weighted by M does not hit the interval
[,y] up to T. In other words, under the weighted law, we have T, coincides with the swallowing
time of y, denoted by T,,. Hence, the law of 7 is the same as the law of 7 weighted by M up to T,.
As t — T, we have Z; — 1. Therefore, M is a uniformly integrable martingale for 7, and the law
of 7) is the same as the law of  weighted by 1¢,n(s =g} This completes the proof. O

4 Proof of Theorem [1.2

4.1 Proof of Theorem [1.2—Uniqueness

Proposition 4.1. Fiz a quad (Q; 2%, 2%,y y%) and k € (0,8),p% > =2,p" > —2,v > k/2 — 2.
There exists at most one probability measure on pairs of curves (n;nf) in Xo(Q; 2%, 2%, yft, %)
with the following property: the conditional law of n® given n* is SLE,(v; pt) in the connected
component of Q \ n* with (xfyf) on the boundary, and the conditional law of n* given n* is

SLE, (p*;v) in the connected component of Q\ nf* with (y*z*) on the boundary.

This proposition was proved for x € (0,4],» = 0 in [MSI6b, Theorem 4.1] and the same proof
works as long as the two curves do not hit each other. To be self-contained, we will give a brief
proof here and point out why this proof only works when the two curves do not hit.

Before proving this proposition, let us first explain that the conclusion for x € (4, 8) follows easily
from the conclusion for x € (0,4]. Assume the conclusion in Proposition is true for x € (0,4].
Fix k' € (4,8) and set k = 16/x’ € (2,4). Suppose that (n’;n’) is a pair in Xo(Q; 2%, 27, y% yf?)
such that the conditional law of % given n’ is SLE,/(v; pf*) and the conditional law of n* given
n't is SLE, (p%; v) where p&, pft > —2 and v > k//2 — 2. Let n* be the right boundary of n¥ and
let nf be the left boundary of . Since the conditional law of nf* given n’ is SLE,/(v; p®), we
know that the conditional law of nf given n” is (see Lemma

SLE.(k — 4 4 kv /4; /2 — 2 4 rplt/4).
Similarly, the conditional law of n% given nf is
SLE.(k/2 — 24 rpl /4; 5 — 4 + k1 /4).
Note that
k)2 =24 kpt /4> =2, K)2-2+rpT /4> =2, K—4+Kv/4> K22

By the conclusion in Proposition for k < 4, we know that there is at most one probability
measure on the pair (n%; nf). Given the pair (n’; nf), there is only one way to reconstruct the pair
(n™;n*), since the conditional law of n* given (n%;n¥) is SLE,/ (p%; x’'/2 — 4); and the conditional
law of n* given (n’;nf) is SLE, (x'/2 — 4; p™). This implies that the conclusion in Proposition
holds for x' € (4,8).

Proof of Proposition[].1 From the above argument, we only need to prove the conclusion for x €
(0,4]. Define a Markov chain which transitions from a configuration (nX;n%) to another (77; %) in
the following way: Given a configuration (n”; ') of non-intersecting curves in Xo(; 2%, 2%, y %, y%),
we pick ¢ € {L, R} uniformly and resample 77 according to the conditional law of n? given the other
one. We will argue that this chain has at most one stationary measure. Suppose that p is any
stationary measure for this chain. Fix € > 0 small, and let u. be the measure p conditioned on
X§(Q; L, 2,y yL). Then p. is stationary for the e-Markov chain: the chain is defined the same
as before except in each step we resample the path conditioned on X§(Q; 2%, 2%,y yF). Let X¢
be the set of all such stationary measures. Clearly, 3¢ is convex.

First, we argue that X¢ is compact. Suppose that v, is a sequence in 3¢ converging weakly to
v, we need to show that v is also stationary for the e-Markov chain. Suppose that (7; 1) has law
vn and (n¥;nf) has law v. By Skorohod Representation Theorem, we could couple all (n%; nff) and
(n*;m%) in a common space so that nL — n” and nf* — nf* almost surely. Let DI be the connected
component of Q\ n% with (zfy) on the boundary; and D be the connected component of Q\ n%
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with (y“z%) on the boundary. Define DL, D% for (n’;n®) similarly. For § > 0 small, let UF be
the open set of points in D that has distance at least § to n* and define U 5L in a similar way. For
q € {L,R}, let F1 = o(n%,n%,n > 1). By the convergence of nZ — n?, we know that U? C D? for
q € {L, R} for n large enough.

For each n, let hl be the GFF in DI with the boundary value so that its flow line from =% to
y% is SLE, (p%;v). Define bt h hf analogously. We assume that h’ and hZ for all n are coupled
together so that, given %, they are conditionally independent. The same is true for b, hf*. Given
F. the total variation distance between the law of hZ restricted to Ul and the law of b’ restricted
to UF tends to 0; and similar conclusion also holds for FL, hf, hf, see [MS16D, Equation (4.1)]:

Tim (12 [BEl | FR| =2 (B gp | 2] v =0, lim (12 [B2]gp | FE| £ [RR1p | FE] llv =0,

We will deduce that, given FZ, the flow line from x to y* generated by hZ converges to the one
generated by hf*. Fix € > 0, since v > k/2 — 2, there exists § > 0 such that, given F~, the flow line
n® generated by h% is contained in U with probability at least 1 — ¢ (This is the part of proof
that requires the two curves to be non-intersecting). By the total variation convergence, we could
choose ng such that, for n > ng,

1€ (A oz | FE] = £ [B%gp | ] Nl < ¢

Since the flow lines are deterministic function of the GFF, the total variation distance between the
two flow lines given F¥ is at most 2¢/. This implies that, given F, the total variation distance
between the flow line generated by hf* and the one generated by hf' goes to zero. Similar result
also holds for F#, hZ hE. Since total variation convergence implies weak convergence, we have that
the transition kernel for the e-Markov chain is continuous. Therefore, the measure v is stationary.
This completes the proof that 3¢ is compact.

Second, we show that X¢ is characterized by its extremals. Since Y€ is compact and the space
of probability measures on X§(Q; 2%, y&, yf, 2%) is complete and separable, Choquet’s Theorem
[Phe01l, Section 3] implies that p. can be uniquely expressed as a superposition of extremals in
€. To show that 3¢ consists of at most one element, it suffices to show that there is only one
such extremal in €. Suppose that v, are two distinct extremal elements in »¢. Lebesgue’s
Decomposition Theorem tells that there is a unique decomposition v = vy+11 where 1y is absolutely
continuous with respect to o and v is singular to o. If both vy, v, are non-zero, then they can be
normalized to probability measures in X¢, this contradicts that v is extremal. Therefore, either v
is absolutely continuous with respect to © or v is singular to . We could argue that v can not be

absolutely continuous with respect to #. This is proved in [MS16bl Proof of Theorem 4.1].

Finally, we only need to show that v and 7 can not be singular. Suppose that we have two
initial configurations (n&;nlt) ~ v and (7f; 7)) ~ ¥ sampled independently. First, we set ni = nf
and ¥ = 7, and then, given n’ and 77, we sample 7 and 7' according to the conditional law
and couple them to maximize the probability for them to be equal. The fact that this probability is
positive is guaranteed by Lemma Next, we set 74t = nf* and 78 = 7%, and then, given n&, #ft,
we sample 0l 7 according to the conditional law and couple them to maximize the probability for
them to be equal. Lemma guarantees that the probability for (nd;n&) = (74;7%) is positive,
which implies that v and 7 can not be singular. This completes the proof that X¢ contains at most
one element. Since this is true for any € > 0, we know that there is at most one stationary measure
for the original Markov chain. U

Lemma 4.2. Let (D;z,y) and (D;z,y) be two Dobrushin domains such that dD agrees with OD
in neighborhoods of the arc (zy). Fiz k > 0,pF > (k/2 —4) V =2 and p® > —2. Let n (resp. 1)
be an SLE,(p”; p®) in D (resp. D) from x to y with force points (z_;x). Then there exists a
coupling (n,m) such that the probability for them to be equal is positive.

Proof. Proof of [MS16b, Lemma 4.2] and the discussion after the proof there. O

4.2 Proof of Theorem [1.2—Existence and Identification

Suppose K is an H-hull such that dist(0,K) > 0 and RN K C (0,00). Let H := H\ K. Let ¢
be the conformal map from H onto H such that ¢(0) = 0 and lim, , ¢(z)/z = 1. We wish to
compare the law of SLE, (p) with force point v < 0 in H and the law of SLE,(p) with force point
v < 0in H. Suppose 7 is an SLE,(p) with force point v < 0 in H from 0 to co and (g¢,t > 0) is
the corresponding family of conformal maps, Wy, ¢ > 0 is the driving function and (V;,¢ > 0) is the
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evolution of the force point v < 0. Let T be the first time that n hits K. We will study the law of
7(t) = ¢(n(t)) for t < T. Define G to be the conformal map from H \ 7[0, {] onto H normalized at
oo and let h; be the conformal map from H\ g;(K) onto H such that h; o g = g+ o ¢, see [LSW03|
Section 5]. Note that W; = hy(W,) is the driving function for 7 and

AW, = hy(Wy)dW; + (k)2 — 3)h} (W) dt.
Schwarzian derivative for a conformal map f is defined to be

_ f’”(z) B 3f”(2)2

C i) 2f1(2)

Lemma 4.3. Fiz v € (0,4],p > —2. Let n be an SLE.(p) in H with force point v < 0. The
following process is a uniformly integrable martingale:

o bs t
M, = Loy hy(We) P By (V)" he(We) = he(Ve) exp —c/ 7ShS(WS)ds ,
Wt - ‘/t 0 6

Sf(2)

where

_ b;;:B c:(Sm—S)(6—ﬁ).

2k 4k ’ K’ 2K

Moreover, the Radon-Nikodym derivative between the law of SLE(p) with force point 0_ in H with
respect to SLE,(p) with force point 0_ in H is given by

* Sh.(W,
Moo/Mo = 1ynie—py @' (0) " exp (—c/ é)ds) 7
0

p =88 bz_p(p+4—f<é)

where
(p+2)(p+6—r)

4k

Proof. One can check by It6’s Formula that M is a local martingale (see [Dub05, Lemma 1]). The
rest of the lemma was proved in [WW13| Section 3]. O

b="b; +by+ b3 =

The Brownian loop measure is the measure on unrooted Brownian loops. Since we do not
need to do calculation with it, we omit the introduction to Brownian loop measure here and refer
[LW04, Sections 3,4] for a clear definition. Given a non-empty simply connected domain Q C C
and two disjoint subsets Vi, Vs, denote by m(£; Vi, Vs) the Brownian loop measure of loops in
) that intersect both V; and V2. This quantity is conformal invariant: m(f(2); f(V1), f(V2)) =
m(Q; V1, V3) for any conformal transformation f on Q. When both of Vi, V5 are closed, one of them
is compact and dist(V1, Vo) > 0, we have 0 < m(€; V1, V2) < oo. It is proved in [LW04, Equation
(22)] that—(1/6) fot Shs(Wy)ds = m(H; K,n[0,t]). Thus we have the Radon-Nikodym derivative
between the law of SLE,(p) with force point 0_ in H with respect to SLE, (p) with force point 0_
in H is given by

Moo /Moy = L(ynr—01¢'(0)~" exp(em(H; K, 1)). (4.1)

Proof of Theorem[1.3, Existence and Identification. First, we will construct a probability measure
on (n¥;n®) € Xo(Q;zl, of yf y*). Fix k € (0,4], p¥ > —2,pF > —2and 0 < 2 < y. By conformal
invariance, it is sufficient to give the construction for the quad (H;0,2,y,00). Denote by Py, the
law of SLE,(p%) in H from 0 to oo with force point 0_ and denote by Px the law of SLE, (p*) in
H from z to y with force point x,. Define the measure p on Xo(H;0, z,y, 00) by

pldn®, dn®] = 1i,ennr_py exp (em(H; 0", n™)) Py, [dn"] @ PR [dn®] .

We argue that the total mass of i, denoted by |u/, is finite. Given n’ € X((H;0,00), let g be any
conformal map from the connected component of H \ n’ with (zy) on the boundary onto H, then
we have

|M| =EL®ERr [1{77Lﬂ77R:®} exp (Cm(H; nLv UR))}

/.17/ b
(&%) B

<(y—a2)? (where b = (p +2)(p + 6 — 1)/ (4r).

:EL

This implies that |p| is positive finite. We define the probability measure P to be p/|u|.
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Second, we show that, under P, the conditional law of n® given n% is SLE.(p®). By the
symmetry in the definition of P, we know that the conditional law of n* given n¥ is SLE, (p*) and
hence P satisfies the property in “Uniqueness". Given n”, denote by H the connected component
of H\ n¥ with (zy) on the boundary and let g be any conformal map from H onto H. Denote by
Pr the law of SLE,(p®) in H from z to y and by Pg the law of SLE,(p®?) in H from x to y. By
Lemma [£:3] for any bounded continuous function F on continuous curves, we have

E[Fn"™) [n"] = || 7 Er [Lyenyrzny exp (em(Hin",0")) F(n™)]
_ |U‘_1 ( g'(z)g'(v) )bER []_—(nR)]
(9(z) — 9(y))?
This implies that the conditional law of ' given n* is SLE,(p%) in H.

Finally, we show that, under P and fixing p = 0, the marginal law of n’ is hSLE,(p®). In

fact, the above equation implies that the law of n% is the law of SLE, in H from 0 to co weighted

by
( g (2)d'(y) )
(g(x) —g(y)?)

Therefore, by Proposition and the argument in its proof, we see that the law of n’ coincides

with hSLE, (pf?) as desired. O
T T2 I T2 T T2 T T2 T T2
(a) {12,34,56} (b) {12,36,45} (c) {14,23,56} (d) {16,23,45} (e) {16,25,34}

Figure 4.1: Fix six boundary points x1, x9, ..., zg (in counterclockwise order) and suppose h is a GFF
with alternating boundary conditions: A on (z1,z2)U (23, 24)U (x5, x6) and —\ elsewhere. Let 1 (red)
be the level line starting from 1, 12 (blue) be the level line starting from x3, and 73 (orange) be the
level line starting from 5. The end points of {7y, 72,73} form a planar pair partition of {1,2,3,4,5,6}.

Remark 4.4. [Degenerate case in Theorem —level lines of GFF] When k = 4, the SDE
degenerates to the SDE (2.9). In other words, hSLE4(p) in H with marked points (z,y) is the
same as SLE4(p + 2, —p — 2) with force points (x,y). In this degenerate case, the pair of curves in
Theorem can be realized by a pair of level lines of GFF. Fix a quad (Q; 2%, y", yf, «%). Let h
be the GEF on Q with the following boundary data: —\(1+ p) on (yEal), X on (zFzF) U (yFyl),
and (3 + pf) on (zByTR). Let n* be the level line of h with height zero starting from x* and let
n't be the level line of h with height 2\ starting from x®. Then we have that the marginal law of
n* is SLE4(p%; pft +2, —p — 2) and the conditional law of n* given n¥ is SLE4(p"); the marginal
law of nft is SLE4(—pl — 2, p& + 2; p®) and the conditional law of nf* given n* is SLE4(p?). Thus
the pair (n*;n®) is the unique pair described in Theoremfor Kk =4.

Furthermore, the case with k = 4 can be easily generalized to multiple curves. Fiz N > 2, a sim-
ply connected proper subset Q C C, and x1,x3,...,xan along the boundary of Q0 in counterclockwise
order. For each planar pair partition « = {a1by,...,anbn} of {1,2,3,...,2N}, let X§(Q; 21, ..., Tan)
be the collection of non-intersecting simple curves {n,...,nn} such that n; € Xo(Q;xq,,2y;) for
1 < j < N. Then there exists a unique probability measure on X§(Q; 1, ..., xan) with the follow-
ing property: the conditional law of n; given {n1,...,mj—1,Mj41,....nN} is SLE4 process for each
je{l,..,N}

Moreover, this unique probability measure can be obtained by level lines of GFF. Suppose
h is a GFF in Q with alternating boundary conditions: X on UlSjSN(mgj,lxgj) and —\ on
Ur<j<n(Z2jT2j4+1) (with the convention that xont1 = x1). For 1 < j < N, let n; be the level
line of h starting from xo;_1. Then the end points of {m,...,nn} form a planar pair partition A
of {1,2,...,2N}, see Figure , For each planar pair partition « of {1,2,...,2N}, the probabil-
ity P[A = «a] is strictly positive. Conditioned on the event {A = a}, the collection of level lines
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{m,....,nn} is in X§(Q; 21, ...,x2n), and it has the property that the conditional law of n; given
{m,..snj—1,nj+1,Mn} is the same as the level line of GFF with Dobrushin boundary condition,
thus the conditional law is SLEy, for all j € {1,..., N}.

4.3 Proof of Proposition [1.4

Lemma 4.5. Fiz a Dobrushin domain (Q;x,y) and x € (0,8), p* > =2, pf* > -2 and v >
k/2 — 2. There exists a unique probability measure on pairs of curves (nt;n%) in X2(Qz,y)
with the following property: the conditional law of n™ given n* is SLE, (v; p®) and the conditional
law of n* given nf* is SLE.(pY;v). Under this probability measure, the marginal law of n* is
SLE, (p%; pf* + v + 2) and the marginal law of n is SLE,(p* + v + 2; pT?).

Proof. By the argument before the proof of Proposition [4.I] we only need to show the conclusion
for k € (0,4]. We first show the existence of the pair by checking that a certain pair of flow lines
in GFF satisfies the desired property. Suppose h is a GFF in H with boundary data

“A2+ p* +v/2) on (—00,0), A2+ pf +1/2) on (0,00).

Set 6 = A(v/2+1)/x > 0. Let n’ be the flow line of h with angle § and n* be the flow line of
h with angle —f. Then one can check that the conditional law of % given n* is SLE,(v; p®) and
the conditional law of n’ given n® is SLE,(p’;v); and that the marginal laws of n* and 7% are
the same as the one in the statement. It remains to show the uniqueness. This can be obtained by
reducing to the setting that the end points are distinct—Proposition This is explained at the
begining of [MS16bl Proof of Theorem 4.1]. O

Proof of Proposition[1.]} We first check that the curves (7;;...;7,) can be realized by flow lines
of GFF. Suppose h is a GFF on H with the boundary data: —nA on R_ and nX on R;. Set
0; = (n+1—-2j5)\/x for j =1,...,n. Let n; be the flow line of h with angle §;. Then one can check
that the conditional law of 7); given n;_1 and n;41 is SLE, for j € {1,...,n} and the marginal law
of nj is SLE.(2j — 2;2n — 2j).

We prove the uniqueness by induction on n. Lemma implies the conclusion for n = 2.
Suppose the conclusion holds for n — 1 path and consider (7;;...;7,). Applying the hypothesis to
(n2; ..;1n), we know the conditional law of (n2;...;7,) given n;. In particular, we know that the
conditional law of 7o given 71 is SLE(2n — 4) and the conditional law of 7; given 7, is SLE,.
Thus, by Lemma we know that the marginal law of 7y is SLE,(2n — 2). The marginal law of
71 and the conditional law of (12;...;7,) given 71 uniquely determine the law of (71;...;n,). This
completes the proof. O

Remark 4.6. The conclusions in Proposition hold as long as the terminal points of curves
coincide. Suppose that ay,...,an,b are boundary points of Q0 in counterclockwise order and denote
by X§ (a1, ...,an,b) the collection of curves (n1;...;1m,) where n; € Xo(;a,,b) and it is to the
right of nj—1 and is to the left of nj41 for j € {1,...,n} with the convention that no = (ba1) and
Nnt1 = (apd). Fizk € (0,4]. Then there is a unique probability measure on X{' (a1, ..., an, b) such
that the the conditional law of n; givennj_1 and 111 is SLE, forj € {1,...,n}. Under this measure,
the marginal law of n; is SLEK(BJL;Bf) where each of {a1,...,a;—1,aj41,...,an} corresponds to a
force point with weight 2.

5 Ising Model and Proof of Theorem [1.3

Notations and terminologies. We focus on the square lattice Z2. Two vertices © = (z1, 22)
and y = (y1,y2) are neighbors if |1 — y1| + |x2 — y2| = 1, and we write x ~ y. The dual square
lattice (Z?)* is the dual graph of Z2. The vertex set is (1/2,1/2) + Z% and the edges are given
by nearest neighbors. The vertices and edges of (Z2)* are called dual-vertices and dual-edges. In
particular, for each edge e of Z2, it is associated to a dual edge, denoted by e*, that it crosses e
in the middle. For a finite subgraph G, we define G* to be the subgraph of (Z?)* with edge-set
E(G*) = {e* : e € E(G)} and vertex set given by the end-points of these dual-edges. The medial
lattice (Z%)° is the graph with the centers of edges of Z? as vertex set, and edges connecting nearest
vertices. This lattice is a rotated and rescaled version of Z2, see Figure The vertices and
edges of (Z2)° are called medial-vertices and medial-edges. We identify the faces of (Z2)° with the
vertices of Z2 and (Z2)*. A face of (Z?)° is said to be black if it corresponds to a vertex of Z2 and
white if it corresponds to a vertex of (Z2)*.
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(a) The square lattice. (b) The dual square lattice. (¢) The medial lattice.

Figure 5.1: The lattices.

5.1 Ising model

Let Q be a finite subset of Z2. The Ising model with free boundary conditions is a random
assignment o € {©, D} of spins 0, € {©, @}, where o, denotes the spin at the vertex x. The
Hamiltonian of the Ising model is defined by

HEee (o) = — Z 050y.

r~Yy

The Ising measure is the Boltzmann measure with Hamiltonian HE® and inverse-temperature
8> 0:

Tee exp(_BHfree (J)) Tee ree
%,sz[ff} = Zfreg ,  Where Z[fs,sz = ZGXP(—ﬁHsfz (o))
8,2 o
For a graph Q and 7 € {&, EB}ZZ, one may also define the Ising model with boundary conditions
7 by the Hamiltonian

Hi(o)=— Z 0,0y, if 0y =7,V €.
zy, {z,y JNQAD

Ising modelzsatisﬁes Domain Markov property: Let © C € be two finite subsets of Z2. Let
7€ {6,8}% and B > 0. Let X be a random variable which is measurable with respect to vertices
in 2. Then we have

ph o[ X |0r =72,V € Q'\Q = HpalX]

Suppose that (2;a,b) is a Dobrushin domain. The Dobrushin boundary condition is the follow-
ing: @ along (ab), and © along (ba). This boundary condition is also called domain-wall boundary
condition. Suppose that (;a,b, ¢, d) is a quad. The alternating boundary condition is the following;:
@ along (ab) and (cd), and © along (bc) and (da).

The set {©, @} is equipped with a partial order: o < ¢’ if 0, < o/, for all x € Q. A random
variable X is increasing if o < ¢’ implies X (¢) < X (o). An event A is increasing if 1 4 is increasing.
The Ising model satisfies FKG inequality: Let €2 be a finite subset and 7 be boundary conditions,
and 8 > 0. For any two increasing events A and B, we have

wp ol AN B > uh ol Alus oB].

As a consequence of FKG inequality, we have the comparison between boundary conditions: For
boundary conditions 71 < 79 and an increasing event A, we have

rgalAl < pgal Al (5.1)
The critical value of § in Ising model is given by:
1

The critical Ising model is conformal invariant in the scaling limit. We will list two special properties
for the critical Ising model that will be useful later: strong RSW and the convergence of the interface
with Dobrushin boundary condition.
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Given a quad (Q;a,b, c,d) on the square lattice, we denote by dg((ab), (¢d)) the discrete exter-
mal distance between (ab) and (cd) in Q, see [Chel@, Section 6]. The discrete extremal distance
is uniformly comparable to and converges to its continuous counterpart— the classical extremal
distance. The quad (Q;a,b,c,d) is crossed by @ in an Ising configuration o if there exists a path

of @ going from (ab) to (cd) in Q. We denote this event by (ab) +— (cd).
Proposition 5.1. [CDCHI16, Corollary 1.7]. For each L > 0 there exists ¢(L) > 0 such that the
following holds: for any quad (Q;a,b,c,d) with dg((ab), (cd)) > L

s [(ab) N (cd)} <1-¢(L),

where the boundary conditions are free on (ab) U (c¢d) and & on (be) U (da).
“ ‘ 066

O]

o o D ®

@@e@@@@@@@

@ @ @ @ D D @ 52 b @ @

Figure 5.2: The Ising interface with Dobrushin boundary condition.

For § > 0, we consider the rescaled square lattice §Z2. The definitions of dual lattice, medial
lattice and Dobrushin domains extend to this context, and they will be denoted by (Qs, as, bs),
(95, a3,b5), (3, a3, b§) respectively. Consider the critical Ising model on (2}, a}, b5). The boundary
02} is divided into two parts (ajb;) and (bjaj). We fix the Dobrushin boundary conditions: & on
(bsas) and @ on (a3b}). Define the interface as follows. It starts from a$, lies on the primal lattice
and turns at every vertex of ()5 is such a way that it has always dual vertices with spin © on its
left and @ on its right. If there is an indetermination when arriving at a vertex (this may happen
on the square lattice), turn left. See Figure [5.2] ﬂ We have the convergence of the interface:

Theorem 5.2. [CDCH' 14]. Let (Q3;a3,bs) be a family of Dobrushin domains converging to a
Dobrushin domain (§; a,b) in the Camtheodory sense. The interface of the critical Ising model in
(9%, a%,b%) with Dobrushin boundary condition converges weakly to SLE3 as § — 0.

Theorem 5.3. Let (0§;ag, b§) be a family of Dobrushin domains converging to a Dobrushin domain
(Q; a,b) in the Carathéodory sense. The interface of the critical Ising model in (Q, a}, bs) with the
boundary condition & along (bja}) and free along (ajb}) converges weakly to SLE3(—3/2) as 6 — 0.

Proof. Tt is proved in [HK13, BDCHI14] that the interface with (freefree) boundary conditions
converges weakly to SLE3(—3/2; —3/2) as 6 — 0. The same proof works here. O

5.2 Proof of Theorem [1.3l

Let (Qs; ajg, m?,y?, y§ ) be a sequence of discrete quads on the square lattice Z? approximating
some quad (€;zL, 2% y® y%). Consider the critical Ising model in 25 with alternating boundary
conditions: © along (zkzf) and (yfyk), and €8 € {@, free} along (zfyF), and ¢& € {@, free}
along (y(;Lng) Suppose there is a vertical crossing of © and denote this event by

C5(Q5) = {(zkalt) += (lyb)}.
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Let 77{; be the interface starting from x5L lying on the primal lattice. It turns at every vertex in the
way that it has spin @ on its left and © on its right, and that it turns left when there is ambiguity.
Let 77(}5?' be the interface starting from x? lying on the primal lattice. It turns at every vertex in the
way that it has spin © to its left and & to its right, and turns right when there is ambiguity. Then
nk will end at yf and nf will end at y. See Figure Let Q% be the connected component of
Qs \ n¥ with (zFyE) on the boundary and denote by D} the discrete extremal distance between
nk and (zfylt) in QF. Define QF and DE similarly.

Lemma 5.4. The variables (’D§; D§)5>0 1s tight in the following sense: for any u > 0, there exists
€ > 0 such that
P[Dj >e,Dff >€|CT ()] >1—u, V5>0.

Proof. Since (Qs; 2k, 28 yE yL) approximates (Q; 2L, 2% y® y%), by Proposition and ,
we know that P[CS(Q25)] can be bounded from below by some quantity that depends only on
the extremal distance in © between (z'z') and (y®y*) and that is uniform over §. Thus, it is
sufficient to show P [{D} < e} NCJ ()] is small for € > 0 small. Given 1} and on the event
{D(SL < €}, combining Proposition and (5.1), we know that the probability to have a vertical
crossing of © in QF is bounded by c(e) which only depends on € and goes to zero as € — 0. Thus
P [{D§ < e} NCT ()] < c(e). This implies the conclusion. O

Proof of Theorem[I.3. We only prove the conclusion for ¢# = ¢ = @, and the other cases can be
proved similarly (by replacing Theorem by when necessary). Combining Proposition
with and Lemma we see that the sequence {(n¥;nF)}s=o satisfies the requirements in
Theorem thus the sequence is relatively compact. Suppose (n¥;nt) € Xo(Q; 2L, 2%, y® yL) is
any sub-sequential limit and, for some d§; — 0,

d .
(15,3 718,) = (%3™)  in Xo(Qs®, 2y, 7).

Since nng — n, by Theorem we know that we have the convergence in all three topologies. In
particular, this implies the convergence of Q(;Lk in Carathéodory sense. Note that the conditional law
of ni in ng given 775Lk is the interface of the critical planar Ising model with Dobrushin boundary
condition. Combining with Theorem we know that, the conditional law of n'* in QF given n’
is SLE3. By symmetry, the conditional law of n” in Qf given n’* is SLE;. By Theorem there
exists a unique such measure. Thus it has to be the unique sub-sequential limit. This completes
the proof of Theorem O

6 FK-Ising Model and Proof of Proposition (1.5

6.1 FK-Ising model

We will consider finite subgraphs G = (V(G), E(G)) C Z2. For such a graph, we denote by G the
inner boundary of G:

OG ={x € V(G) : 3y ¢ V(G) such that {x,y} € E(Z?)}.

A configuration w = (w, : e € E(G)) is an element of {0, 1}#(%). If w, = 1, the edge e is said
to be open, otherwise e is said to be closed. The configuration w can be seen as a subgraph of G
with the same set of vertices V/(G), and the set of edges given by open edges {e € E(G) : w. = 1}.
We are interested in the connectivity properties of the graph w. The maximal connected com-
ponents of w are called clusters. Two vertices  and y are connected by w inside S C Z? if there
exists a path of vertices (v;)o<i<k in S such that vg = z,v, = y and {v;,v;11} is open in w for

0 < i < k. We denote this event by {x PN y}. If S = G, we simply drop it from the notation. For

A,B C Z% set {A RN B} if there exists a vertex of A connected in S to a vertex in B.

Given a finite subgraph G C Z2, boundary condition £ is a partition P; Ll --- L P, of G. Two
vertices are wired in £ if they belong to the same P;. The graph obtained from the configuration
w by identifying the wired vertices together in ¢ is denoted by w®. Boundary conditions should
be understood informally as encoding how sites are connected outside of G. Let o(w) and c(w)
denote the number of open can dual edges of w and k(w®) denote the number of maximal connected
components of the graph w¢.
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The probability measure zj)f) e of the random cluster model model on G with edge-weight
p € [0, 1], cluster-weight ¢ > 0 and boundary condition ¢ is defined by

65 g o] =" (1 = p) gD Z8 o

where Zp 0.G 18 the normalizing constant to make ng .G 2 probability measure. For g = 1, this
model is simply Bernoulli bond percolation.

For a configuration ¢ on E(Z?)\ E(G), the boundary conditions induced by ¢ are defined by the
partition P; U --- U Py, where z and y are in the same P; if and only if there exists an open path
in £ connecting = and y. We identify the boundary condition induced by £ with the configuration
itself, and denote the random cluster model with these boundary conditions by qbf . As a direct
consequence of these definitions, we have the Domain Markov Property of the random cluster model:
Suppose that G’ C G are two ﬁnlte subgraphs of Z2. Fix p € [0,1],¢ > 0 and & some boundary
conditions on dG. Let X be a random variable which is measurable with respect to edges in E(G’).
Then we have

6506 1X |we = ¥, Ve € B(G)\ E(G)] = 6% 4[X], Vi € {0, }FONEE),

where 9¢ is the partition on G’ obtained as follows: two vertices =,y € G’ are wired if they are
connected in ¢.

Suppose that (€2;a,b) is a Dobrushin domain. The Dobrushin boundary condition is the fol-
lowing: free along (ab) and wired along (ba). Suppose that (;a,b,c,d) is a quad. The alternating
boundary condition is the following: free along (ab) and (cd), wired along (bc) and (da).

Denote the product ordering on {0,1}¥ by <. In other words, for w,w’ € {0,1}¥, we denote
by w < w' if we < w., for all e € E. An event A depending on edges in E is increasing if for any
w € Aw < implies w’ € A. We have positive association (FKG inequality) when ¢ > 1: Fix
p € [0,1],¢ > 1 and a finite graph G and some boundary conditions £. For any two increasing
events A and B, we have

5 0. ANBI > ¢ [AS , o[B].

As a consequence of the FKG inequality, we have the comparison principle between boundary
conditions: fix p € [0,1],¢ > 1 and a finite graph G. For any boundary conditions ¢ < ¢ and any
increasing event A, we have

¢ oAl < 68 GlAL

For a finite subgraph G, we define G* to be the subgraph of (Z?)* with edge-set E(G*) = {e* :
e € E(G)} and vertex set given by the end-points of these dual-edges. A configuration w on G
can be uniquely associated to a dual configuration w* on the dual graph G* defined as follows:
set w*(e*) =1 —w(e) for all e € E(G). A dual-edge e* is said to be dual-open if w*(e*) = 1, it
is dual-closed otherwise. A dual-cluster is a connected component of w*. We extend the notion
of dual-open path and the connective events in the obvious way. If w is distributed according to

¢f),q7G’ then w* is distributed according to ¢5:

o gt G where

O | A
T (I-p(d-p*) 7

and the boundary conditions £* can be deduced from £ in a case by case manner. In particular,
& =0 corresponds to £* =1 and £ = 1 corresponds to £* = 0.
The critical value of p for a given ¢ is the following:

V4
1+q

People believe that the critical random-cluster model is conformal invariant in the scaling limit for
q € [1,4], and it is only proved for ¢ = 2 in [CS12, ICDCH"14]. When ¢ = 2, the critical random-
cluster model is also called FK-Ising model. We will list two special properties for the FK-Ising
model that will be useful later: strong RSW and the convergence of the interface with Dobrushin
boundary condition.

Proposition 6.1. [CDCHI6, Theorem 1.1]. For each L > 0 there exists ¢(L) > 0 such that the
following holds: for any quad (Q, a,b, c,d) with dg((ab), (cd)) > L and for any boundary conditions

£,

pe(q) =

¢§C(2),279 [(ab) <+ (ed)] <1 = ¢(L).

20



©-7-0-7-¢
[}
I
!

‘ (=X0)

0-=-0-=-0-=-0-7-0-7-0-%-0 [

(a) The configuration w and its dual w*. (b) The loop representation of w.

Figure 6.1: The loop representation of the configuration.

Fix a Dobrushin domain (£2; a, b) and consider a configuration w together with its dual-configuration
w*. The Dobrushin boundary condition is given by taking edges of Oy, to be open and the dual-
edges of 0%, to be dual-open. Through every vertex of Q°, there passes either an open edge of Q or
a dual open edge of Q*. Draw self-avoiding loops on Q¢ as follows: a loop arriving at a vertex of
the medial lattice always makes a +m/2 turn so as not to cross the open or dual open edges through
this vertex, see Figure The loop representation contains loops together with a self-avoiding
path going from a® to b°. This curve is called the exploration path. See [DC13|, Section 6.1] for
more details.

Theorem 6.2. [CDCH' 1. Let (Q5;as,bs) be a family of Dobrushin domains converging to a
Dobrushin domain (;a,b) in the Carathéodory sense. The exploration path of the critical FK-
Ising model with Dobrushin boundary conditions converges weakly to SLE 6,3 as § — 0.

6.2 Proof of Proposition [1.5

Lemma 6.3. Let (Q5;as,bs,¢s,ds) be a family of quads converging to a quad (Q;a,b,c,d) in the
Carathéodory sense. Consider the critical FK-Ising model with Dobrushin boundary condition:
wired on (dsas) and free on (asds) and denote by ns the exploration path from as to ds. Denote
by CO(Qs) the event that there is a dual-crossing in Qs from (asbs) to (csds). Then the law of
ns conditioned on the event CO(§0s) converges weakly to SLE 16,3 in 2 from a to d conditioned not
to hit (bc) as § — 0. Given ns and on the event CO(s), define Ds to be the discrete extremal
distance between ns and (bscs) in Qg which is the connected component of Qs \ ns with (bscs) on
the boundary. Then {Ds}s=o is tight in the following sense: for any u > 0, there exists € > 0 such
that
PDs>¢>1—wu, Vé>0.

Proof. The convergence is a direct consequence of Theorem [6.2] The tightness can be proved by
the same argument as in the proof of Lemma [5.4] where we need to replace Proposition by
Proposition [6.1 O

Lemma 6.4. Let (Qg;xaL,xaR,yf,yéL) be a sequence of discrete quads on the square lattice §Z°
approximating some quad (Q; 2% 2% yf yl). Consider the critical FK-Ising model in Qs with al-
ternating boundary conditions: free on (zkzl) and (yFyk), and wired on (zByf) and (yfal).
Conditioned on the event that there are two disjoint vertical dual-crossings, then there exists a
pair of interfaces (nk;nk) where nk (resp. nlt) is the interface connecting x¥ to y& (resp. con-
necting & to y®). The law of (nk;nE) converges weakly to the unique pair of curves (nt;n%)
in Xo(Qal, oft yf y*) with the following property: Given n*, the conditional law of n't is an
SLE16/3 conditioned not to hit nt; given n®¥, the conditional law of n* is an SLE;6/3 conditioned
not to hit n*.

Proof. Combining Proposition and Lemma we see that the sequence {(775L§ 77?)}6>0 satisfies
the requirements in Theorem thus the sequence is relatively compact. Suppose (nf;nf) is
any subsequential limit and, for some &, — 0, we have (n§ ;75') = (n*;7%) in distribution. Let
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QF be the connected component of Q \ % with (zfyf*) on the boundary, and define Q% similarly.
Since 175Lk — n, combining with Theorem we have the convergence in all three topologies. In
particular, the quads Q(;Lk converges to 2 in Carathéodory sense. Combining with Lemma m we
know that the conditional law of n given n’ is SLE4 /3 conditioned not to hit n’. By symmetry,
the conditional of n” given 7% is SLE4 /3 conditioned not to hit n*. It remains to explain that
there is a unique measure on pairs (n%; %) with such property. The uniqueness can be proved by
the same argument as in the proof of Proposition The key point is that the two curves n%, n%
do not hit each other and that the counterflow line is deterministic function of the GFF and thus

the event that the counterflow line does not hit part of the boundary is also deterministic of the
GFF. O

Proof of Proposition[I.5 Fix x = 16/3. We derive the conclusion by three steps: first, let the quads
(Qs; 2k 2l yB yE) approximate some quad (Q;zL, 2%, y%, yL); second, let y%, y® — y; thirdly, let
zF, z® — z. In the first step, by Lemma we know that the pairs of interfaces converge weakly
to a unique probability measure on (n%;n*) € Xo(Q; 2%, 2%y, y¥) such that the conditional law
of nft given n’ is SLE,; conditioned not to hit n* and the conditional law of n” given n% is SLE,,
conditioned not to hit n*. Now, let us fix n’ and let ¥y — y := y*. By Lemma we know
that the conditional law of nf* given n’ converges weakly to SLE,(k — 4). Let XZ(xL, 2% y) be
the collection of pairs of curves (n%;n?) such that n* € Xo(Q;2%,5),n" € Xo(Q; 2%, y) and that
n’ is to the left of n®. From the above analysis, by sending 3%, y® — y, the limiting probability
measure on (nf;nf) € X2(z¥, 2%, y) satisfies the following property: the conditional law of n’
given nft is SLE,(k — 4) and the conditional law of n% given n’ is SLE,(x — 4). By Lemma
there exists a unique such measure, and under this measure, the marginal law of n’ is SLE, (k — 2)
with force point located at % and the marginal law of n is SLE, (k — 2) with force point located
at 2. Finally, since the law of SLE, (p) process is continuous in the locations of the force points,

we complete the proof by sending =%,z — z. O
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