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Abstract

We study foliations by chord-arc Jordan curves of the twice punctured Riemann
sphere C~\ {0} using the Loewner-Kufarev equation. We associate to such a foliation
a function on the plane that describes the “local winding” along each leaf. Our main
theorem is that this function has finite Dirichlet energy if and only if the Loewner
driving measure p has finite Loewner—Kufarev energy, defined by

S(p) = % / /S i) doi

whenever p is of the form v;(0)2dfdt, and set to oo otherwise. Moreover, if either of
these two energies is finite they are equal up to a constant factor, and in this case,
the foliation leaves are Weil-Petersson quasicircles.

This duality between energies has several consequences. The first is that the
Loewner—Kufarev energy is reversible, that is, invariant under inversion and time-
reversal of the foliation. Furthermore, the Loewner energy of a Jordan curve can
be expressed using the minimal Loewner—Kufarev energy of those measures that
generate the curve as a leaf. This provides a new and quantitative characterization of
Weil-Petersson quasicircles. Finally, we consider conformal distortion of the foliation
and show that the Loewner—Kufarev energy satisfies an exact transformation law
involving the Schwarzian derivative. The proof of our main theorem uses an isometry
between the Dirichlet energy space on the unit disc and L?(2p) that we construct
using Hadamard’s variational formula expressed by means of the Loewner—Kufarev
equation. Our results are related to x-parameter duality and large deviations of
Schramm-Loewner evolutions coupled with Gaussian random fields.
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1 Introduction

Methods involving monotone evolution of simply connected domains in the plane have
been successfully applied to a range of problems in complex analysis and beyond. In
recent years notably in the context of probabilistic lattice models, random conformal
geometry, and physical growth processes [11,33,38,52,53,59]. The Riemann mapping
theorem and the notion of Carathéodory convergence allow to encode the dynamics
by a continuous family of conformal maps from a reference domain, such as the unit
disk D, onto the evolving domains. Motivated by the Bieberbach conjecture, Loewner
proved in 1923 [36] that the family of maps generated by progressively slitting a domain
along a simple curve satisfies a differential equation with a real-valued control function.
Loewner’s equation was ultimately instrumental in its resolution by de Branges about
sixty years later [13]. This method was extended by Kufarev [31] and further developed
by Pommerenke [11] to cover general evolution families beyond slitted domains. In this
case, the dynamics is described by the Loewner—Kufarev equation which is controlled by
a family of measures. It is a fundamental problem to relate geometric properties of the
evolving domains to analytic properties of the family of driving measures.

In this paper, we study the Loewner—Kufarev equation driven by members of the class
of measures having finite Loewner—Kufarev energy, a quantity that arises as a large
deviation rate function for Schramm-Loewner evolutions, SLE, when x — oo [5]. We
show that the Loewner—Kufarev energy can be considered dual to the Loewner energy
of a single Jordan curve, a quantity that also appears in the context of large deviations
for SLE,;, but this time when x — 0+ [19,03,64]. (Our methods and conclusions are
entirely deterministic, however, and no results from probability are needed in this paper.)
More precisely, the boundaries of the evolving domains are Weil-Petersson quasicircles
(equivalent to having finite Loewner energy) that foliate the twice punctured Riemann
sphere C \. {0}. We prove that Loewner—Kufarev energy, now viewed as attached to the
foliation, equals the Dirichlet energy of a geometric object — the winding function.

This energy duality leads to a complete characterization of measures generating Weil—
Petersson quasicircles. We are not aware of any other case where there is an equivalent
description of the generated non-smooth Jordan curve interfaces in terms of the driving
measure. As further consequences of energy duality, we will see that the induced foliation
and its energy exhibit several remarkable features and symmetries.

Besides the introduction and analysis of this natural class of non-smooth foliations, and
the implications to the theory of planar growth processes, another purpose of this paper is
to provide large deviation counterparts to recent results from the theory of SLE processes
and Liouville quantum gravity, including SLE duality and the mating-of-trees theorem.
We will discuss links to random conformal geometry and open problems related to further
connections at the end of the paper.

1.1 Loewner energy and Weil-Petersson quasicircles

Let v be a Jordan curve in C which separates 0 from oo and write D and D* for the
bounded and unbounded component, respectively, and set D* = C~D. If f: D — D and
h :D* — D* are conformal maps fixing 0 and oo respectively, then the Mobius invariant



Loewner energy of v can be defined as
I*(y) = Do(log| f']) + Dp-(log |I']) + 4log | f(0) /A’ (00)] (1.1)

where

1
Dp(u) = ;/D]Vu\?dA

is the Dirichlet integral and h/(o0) = lim, o h'(z). Here and below we write dA for
two-dimensional Lebesgue measure. The quantity I’ was originally introduced in a
different form [19,63], and the identity (1.1) was established in [64]'. See also Section 10.

A Jordan curve 7 has finite Loewner energy if and only if it belongs to the set of
Weil-Petersson quasicircles [61], a class of non-smooth chord-arc Jordan curves that
has a number of equivalent characterizations from various different perspectives, see,
e.g., [8,12,28,56,57,61,65]. One way to characterize Weil-Petersson quasicircles is to
say that their welding homeomorphisms A ~! o f|g1 (more precisely, the equivalence class
modulo left-action by the group of Mdbius transformations preserving S') belong to the
Weil-Petersson Teichmiiller space Tp(1), defined as the completion of Mob(S1)\ Diff>(S1)
using its unique homogeneous Kéahler metric. Weil-Petersson Teichmiiller space appears

in several different contexts [9,26,41,42 47 55,67], and carries an infinite dimensional
Kéhler-Einstein manifold structure. In fact, the Loewner energy itself is a Kéahler
potential for the Weil-Petersson metric on Ty(1), see [61] for definitions and a thorough
discussion.

1.2 Loewner—Kufarev energy

Let N be the set of Borel measures p on the cylinder S' x R with the property that
p(Stx I) equals |I| for any interval I. Each p € A can be disintegrated into a measurable
family of probability measures (p;)¢cr on S*.

Let (Dy)ier be a family of simply connected domains such that 0 € D; C D, for all
s < t. We assume that for each ¢, the conformal radius of D; at 0 equals e~! which
implies U;eg Dt = C. Let (f; : D — Dy)ier be the associated family of conformal
maps normalized so that f;(0) = 0 and f/(0) = e~'. (Here and below we write ’ for
d..) By a result of Pommerenke [14], there exists p € N such that (f;);>s satisfies the
Loewner—Kufarev equation

, e 4 2
Ofi(z) = —fl()Hi(z),  Hi(z) = [ S day(0).

g1 e’ — 2z
The Herglotz integral H; is holomorphic in D with positive real part. The equation is
interpreted in the sense that t — f;(2) is absolutely continuous. Conversely, for any
p € N the monotone family of simply connected domains (D;)¢cr and the corresponding
family of conformal maps (f;)icr can be recovered via the Loewner—Kufarev equation.
We say that (f;):er is the Loewner chain driven by p. It is sometimes convenient to work

'The right-hand side of (1.1) was introduced in [61] and there referred to as the universal Liouville
action (up to a constant factor 7). Since we will discuss connections to random conformal geometry, we
choose to use the term Loewner energy.



with the family of inverse maps (g; = f; ' : Dy — D)seg, referred to as the uniformizing
Loewner chain. See Sections 2.2 and 7.1 for more details.

In order to provide intuition, let us discuss a few examples.

o The classical definition of Loewner chain [30] is the one generated by a continuous
driving function t — Wy € S1. This corresponds to p; being the Dirac measure at
W;. When t — W; is sufficiently regular, the complement of ;g D; is a simple
curve in C connecting oo with 0. The Schramm-Loewner evolution, SLE,, is the
Loewner chain obtained when the driving function is chosen as W; = e?V*5t where
(By) is one-dimensional Brownian motion on the real line.

o If py = (2m)~1d0 for all t € R, where df denotes the Lebesgue measure on S, then
(D¢ = e~ 'D)ser is the family of concentric disks centered at 0.

o If p < dt x df with smooth density, then writing p; as p:(0)df, we have that the
normal velocity (in the direction into D;) of the interface dD; at the point f;(e?)
equals 27| f/(e)|p(6). See (5.3).

o (Becker’s condition) If there exists k € [0,1) such that H; takes values in the same
compact set {z € C: |z — 1| < k|z + 1|} for a.e. £ > 0 and (say) p; is uniform for
all t < 0, then the interfaces (0D;)¢>¢ are all k-quasicircles [7]. However, not all
k-quasicircles can be generated in this way [24, Thm. 3].

For p € N, the Loewner—Kufarev energy S(p) introduced in [5] is defined by

S(p) = / L(py) dt, where L(p:) = 1/ v, (6)%d6,
R 2 /s
whenever dp; () = v2(0)d and L(p;) is set to oo otherwise. Notice that for fixed ¢, L(p;)
is the Dirichlet energy of 14 on S', which is finite for a relatively regular measure. We
refer to measures with finite Loewner—Kufarev energy simply as finite energy measures.
We will discuss how the Loewner—Kufarev energy relates to conformally invariant random
systems in Section 10.

1.3 Main results

We call a monotone and continuous? family (7;);er of chord-arc Jordan curves whose
union covers C \. {0} (or D \ {0}) a foliation, see Section 2.3. Individual curves in a
foliation are called leaves. Our definition allows more than one leaf passing through
a given point z € C ~\ {0}. If the family of interfaces (y; = 0D;)icr arising from the
Loewner—Kufarev equation driven by the measure p form a foliation, we say that p
generates a foliation.

Theorem 1.1 (Weil-Petersson leaves). If S(p) < oo, then p generates a foliation of
C ~ {0} in which every leaf is a Weil-Petersson quasicircle.

See Corollary 5.12 and Section 7.2. Theorem 1.1 shows that any p with S(p) < oo gives
rise to a dynamical process in Tp(1), see Section 10. Moreover, we can view S(p) as the

2Monotone is meant in the following sense: if s < t then D; C D, where D, is the bounded connected
component of C ~\ 7;. Continuity is understood with respect to the supremum norm modulo increasing
reparametrization.



Figure 1.1: Tllustration of the winding function ¢.

energy of the generated foliation. Later in Theorem 1.4 we prove that all Weil-Petersson
quasicircles can be generated by a finite energy measure after proper normalization.

The next result is our main theorem. It shows that the foliation energy can, in fact,
be expressed using a geometrically defined quantity, without reference to the Loewner
chain.

To state the result, we associate to a foliation (y¢)er a real-valued function ¢ as follows.
Given the leaf 4, let g; be the conformal map of the bounded component of C~ ¢ onto
D, fixing 0 and with positive derivative there. Given z at which +; has a tangent, we
define ¢(z) to be the non-tangential limit at z of the function w — arglwg;(w)/g:(w)].
(We choose the continuous branch that equals 0 at 0.) This defines ¢ arclength-a.e. on
~¢- Monotonicity of (7¢):cr implies that there is no ambiguity in the definition of ¢(z) if
z € 1 N~s. See Section 2.3 for more details. Modulo 27, ¢(z) equals the difference of
the argument of the tangent of 4 at z and that of the tangent to the circle centered at
0 passing through z. See Figure 1.1. We call ¢ the winding function associated with a
foliation (7¢)ter. The simplest example of winding function is when the measure p has
zero energy, namely when p; is the uniform probability measure on S! for a.e. t € R. In
this case, the associated foliation is the family of concentric circles centered at 0, and
the winding function is identically 0. We discuss additional examples in Section 4.3.

In the present non-smooth foliation setting, a function defined on each leaf arclength-
a.e. is not necessarily defined Lebesgue-a.e. in C, see Section 2.3. However, we prove
that if it is possible to extend the winding function ¢ to an element in Wlif, then the
extension is unique. (This is one main reason why we choose to work in the setting of
chord-arc curves.) See Proposition 3.6. Statements about the Dirichlet energy of ¢ will
be understood in terms of this extension whose existence is implicitly part of any such
statement.

Theorem 1.2 (Energy duality). Assume that p € N generates a foliation and let ¢ be
the associated winding function on C. Then Dc(p) < oo if and only if S(p) < oo and

De(p) =16 S(p).

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is completed in Section 7.2.

Remark. The factor 16 in Theorem 1.2 is consistent with the SLE duality relation
K <> 16/k [17,68]. See Section 10.



1.4 Consequences of energy duality

Theorem 1.2 has several implications. The first is the reversibility of the Loewner—Kufarev
energy. Consider p € AN and the corresponding evolution family of domains (D;)icg.
Applying z — 1/z to the complementary domains C \ Dy, we obtain an evolution family
of domains (lN)t)teR upon time-reversal and reparametrization, which may be described
by the Loewner—Kufarev equation with an associated driving measure p. While there is
no known simple description of p in terms of p, energy duality implies remarkably that
the Loewner—Kufarev energy is invariant under this transformation.

Theorem 1.3 (Energy reversibility). We have S(p) = S(p).

See Theorem 8.2. Notice that although the Loewner—Kufarev energy is preserved, the
reversal transformation redistributes the energy in a highly non-local manner: for instance,
suppose that p; is the uniform measure when ¢ ¢ [0,1]. Then L(p;) is zero when ¢ ¢ [0, 1],
yet it is not hard to see that the corresponding reversed foliation may have non-zero
L(py) for a.e. t <0 if Dy # e 'D.

By Theorem 1.1, every leaf in the foliation generated by a measure with S(p) < oo
satisfies I”(y) < oo. Conversely, the next result shows that if I*(y) < oo, then v
can always be realized as a leaf in a foliation generated by Loewner evolution driven
by a measure with S(p) < oo and I”(v) is controlled by S(p). We obtain a new and
quantitative characterization of Weil-Petersson quasicircles.

Theorem 1.4 (Characterization of Weil-Petersson quasicircles). A Jordan curve =y
separating 0 from oo is a Weil-Petersson quasicircle if and only if v can be realized as a
leaf in the foliation generated by a measure p with S(p) < co. Moreover, the Loewner
energy of v satisfies the identity

I(y) = 16inf S(p) + 2log | £'(0) /7' (o0)],

where the infimum, which is attained, is taken over all p € N such that v is a leaf of the
generated foliation. The minimal energy foliation is the one obtained by equipotentials
on both sides of 7.

See Theorem 8.6 and Corollary 8.8. By equipotential we mean the image of a circle
centered at 0 under the Riemann map from D to a component of C \ v fixing 0 or taking
0 to co. In this case, the winding function is harmonic in C \ ~, see Section 8.2. This
minimum is zero if and only if 7 is a circle centered at 0, whereas I”(v) is zero for all
circles. This explains the presence of the derivative terms. Corollary 8.9 of Theorem 1.4
shows that the Loewner energies of the leaves in a foliation generated by p with S(p) < oo
are uniformly bounded by 16 S(p).

We also prove the following identity that simultaneously expresses the interplay between
Dirichlet energies under “welding” and “flow-line” operations along a bounded curve
in a similar spirit as [62, Cor.1.6]. In our setup, given a chord-arc curve ~ separating
0 and oo, we define a winding function on ~ arclength-a.e. as above. We say that a

Weil-Petersson quasicircle v is compatible with ¢ € VV11’2

on » if the winding function of ~

coincides with the trace ¢|, arclength-a.e.



Proposition 1.5 (Complex identity). Let ¢ be a complex valued function on C with
Dc() = De(Re ) + De(Imp) < oo and v a Weil-Petersson quasicircle separating 0
from oo compatible with Im ). Let

h(2)z
h(z)

f'(2)z.
f(z)

C(z) = o f(2) + log €(z) == 1b o h(z) + log (1.2)

Then Dc(v) = Dp(C) + Dp+(§).-

See Section 8.3.

Finally, we study the change of the Loewner—Kufarev energy under conformal transfor-
mation of the foliation. We consider the following setup. Let p € N be a measure such
that p; is the uniform measure for ¢ < 0 and

1
Sio)(0) ;:/O L(py) dt < oo.

(The choice of the upper bound 7' = 1 is only for notational simplicity and the result is
easily generalized to other bounded time intervals.)

We have Dy = D and write K; = D~.D;. Let v be a conformal map from a neighborhood U
of K1 in D to a neighborhood U of K1, another compact hull in D, such that Y(Ky) = K.
The family of compact hulls (K; := Y(Kt))ielo,1) can be generated by a measure p with
the associated uniformizing Loewner chain g, : D \ K; — D.

Theorem 1.6 (Conformal distortion). We have the formulas

L(p) = Lip) = [, e Svu(e)ou(6) 0+ 5 (1] ~ o)

and

~ 1ot i i 1 =
Sou(d) = Soule) =7 [ [ e Sune)u(6) dbat + ¢ (10g.3(0) ~ og g} (0)).

where ¥y = gy otp o g b, Sy = (" /) — (")) )2 is the Schwarzian derivative, and
5] = pe(Sh).

The proof is given in Section 9. Theorem 1.6 is related in spirit to conformal restriction
formulas [34]. We will connect the expressions in Theorem 1.6 to Brownian loop measures
(see [34,35]) in a forthcoming paper with Lawler.

1.5 Core argument for energy duality (Theorem 1.2)

We first derive a version of Theorem 1.2 for the unit disk. Let Ay be defined analogously
to N but considering measures on S' x R, and we define the corresponding Loewner—
Kufarev energy by Sy (p) = [;° L(p¢) dt. The Loewner-Kufarev equation with the initial
condition fy(z) = z generates a Loewner chain (f; : D — Dy)¢>0, where (Di)i>0 is a
monotone family of simply connected domains in D = Dy. It can be viewed as a special
case of the whole-plane Loewner chain by extending the measure p to a measure on
S1 x R, where p; is the uniform probability measure on S' when ¢ < 0, which implies
D, = e7'D for all t 0.



Theorem 1.7 (Disk energy duality). Assume that p € N; generates a foliation of
D~ {0} and let ¢ be the associated winding function. Then Dp(p) < oo if and only if
S+ (p) < 0o and Dp(p) =16 S+ (p).

The proof of Theorem 1.7 is completed in Section 6.

The starting point of the proof is Hadamard’s classical formula for the variation of the
Dirichlet Green’s function. We express Hadamard’s formula using the Loewner—Kufarev
equation:

~0G, (2 w) = [ | Polor(2). ) Polgr(w). ) dpu(0),

where Pp is the Poisson kernel for D and p € N, see Lemma 3.1 and also [51, Thm. 4]
for a similar result with additional smoothness assumptions. The Sobolev space & (D) =
Wol ’2(]D)) is a Hilbert space when endowed with the Dirichlet inner product. Hadamard’s
formula and the orthogonal decomposition with respect to the Dirichlet inner product
along the Loewner evolution lead to a correspondence between & (D) and L2-integrable
functions on the cylinder S* x R,. More precisely, setting L?(2p) := L2(S* x R4, 2p),
we define an operator

L C(D) — L*(2p), O 217T/DA(¢0 fo)(2)Pp(z,€) dA(2). (1.3)

We prove the following theorem which is an important step in the proof of our main
result and which we also believe to be of independent interest.

Theorem 1.8 (Foliation disintegration isometry). If p € N} generates a foliation of
D\ {0}, then (1.3) extends to a bijective isometry 1 : (D) — L*(2p) with the inverse
mapping s : L?(2p) — & (D)

7(w)
Aul(w) =27 [ Polup(@)dt ()= ul,0).
See Lemma 3.2, Proposition 3.3, and Theorem 3.5. We show that Pplu;p] is in the
harmonic Hardy space h' on I, and Theorem 1.8 can be interpreted as a disintegration
of finite Dirichlet energy functions into h' functions. This implies the formula

@7 0 gr = 2 [1[B] L g1 [t 00)] (1.4)

where ¢ € & (D) is the zero-trace part of the function ¢; = ¢ o f; (so that ¢y — ¢? is
harmonic). See Corollary 3.4.

Remark. If p is smooth and ¢ is fixed, the function 6 — ¢[¢](0,t) can be interpreted as the
inward pointing normal derivative in D at e applied to ¢?. The foliation disintegration
isometry is closely related to the “Hadamard operators” considered in [25] in a C?-smooth
and strictly monotone setting, see Section 3 for further discussion. Here, we consider
chord-arc foliations which in general have leaves that are not C'!, and are not even locally
Lipschitz graphs. Moreover, ¢t — -, is only continuous and monotone but not strictly
monotone. Theorem 1.8 allows us to work under weak regularity assumptions and this
level of generality is needed in order to include Weil-Petersson quasicircles and to obtain
the equivalence in Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.7.



Remark. By considering the Gaussian measures associated to the Hilbert spaces & (D)
and L?(2p), Theorem 1.8 immediately entails a decomposition of the Dirichlet Gaussian
free field on D into white-noise on the cylinder S! x R weighted by 2p, generalizing the
main result of [25].

The next step is to prove that p € Ny with S, (p) < oo generates a foliation so that
Theorem 1.8 can be applied. For this, we first derive a preliminary, weak energy duality
result: under the assumption that p is piecewise constant in time and p; is strictly
positive and smooth, we prove in Proposition 5.3 that the winding function is defined,
continuous and piecewise smooth in . By essentially explicit computation, the identity
1654 (p) = Dp(yp) follows. This result combined with an approximation argument is then
used to prove that p with S (p) < 0o generates a foliation by Weil-Petersson quasicircles,
see Corollary 5.12.

At this point the proof of Theorem 1.1 is completed in the case when p € N.. Then in
Section 6 we prove disk energy duality in full generality. From the work in Section 5
we know that p with Sy (p) < oo generates a foliation. Using the inverse operator s we
prove that the winding function ¢ = —[2v]/14] from which it follows immediately that
v € (D) and that Dp(p) = 16 S (p).

The final step assumes that p € N, generates a foliation whose winding function can
be extended so that Dp(¢) < oo, and we want to show that Si(p) < co. To point to
the difficulty, at this stage we do not know that p; is absolutely continuous. However,
applying Theorem 1.8, we have that ¢[¢] € L?(2p). Using the integrability information
we deduce that H is in the Hardy space H' and this implies that p; is absolutely
continuous and that the density is differentiable a.e. It then follows that Si(p) < oo
using Theorem 1.8.

Structure of the paper. We recall basic definitions in Section 2. The foliation
disintegration isometry, Theorem 1.8, is established in Section 3. In Section 4 we define
the Loewner—Kufarev energy, derive a few basic properties, and discuss examples of
finite energy measures and associated foliations. Section 5 is devoted to the proof of
energy duality in the disk under strong regularity assumptions and here we obtain the
important a priori result that finite energy measures generate foliations whose leaves are
Weil-Petersson quasicircles, see Corollary 5.12. The general energy duality result for the
unit disk, Theorem 1.7, is proved in Section 6. We work in the set-up of the Loewner—
Kufarev equation in the unit disk in Sections 2-6 and we introduce the whole-plane
Loewner—Kufarev equation only in Section 7, where we prove whole-plane energy duality,
see Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. In Section 8 we derive the consequences of energy duality, see
Theorem 1.3, 1.4, and Proposition 1.5. Section 9 is devoted to the proof of the conformal
distortion formula, Theorem 1.6. Section 10 collects further comments, including a
discussion of additional interpretations of our results as well as open problems.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Basic definitions

For a bounded simply connected domain D C C, we write Gp(z,w) for the Green’s
function associated to the positive Laplacian A = —(0y, + 0yy) with Dirichlet boundary
condition, where z = x + iy. It is convenient to normalize the Green’s function so that
Gp(z,w) —log |z — w| is harmonic in each variable, that is, so that Gp = 2rA~L.

For sufficiently regular domains D, the Poisson kernel is defined for z € D,{ € 0D, by
Pp(2,¢) = 0y )GD(2, (),

where 0y, is the inward normal derivative at (. If D =D we have

1— |z
|z — ]2

Z—Ww

G]D)(Zuw) = _log ’ P]D)(Zaew) =

1 —wz

If o is a finite measure on the unit circle S1, identified with [0, 27] J0~2r> We Write

1 2

Pplo](z) Pp(z,e?)do(0)

:%0

for its Poisson integral. If do = udf for u € L'(S') we write simply Pp[u](z). By Fatou’s
theorem, Pp[u] has non-tangential limit u Lebesgue-a.e. on S*.

If D is an open set, the Dirichlet energy of an almost everywhere defined function
¢ : D — R is given by

D(9) = (90)5 = - [ [Volda(2)

whenever ¢ has distributional first derivatives in L?(D). Let W12(D) be the Sobolev
space of real-valued functions ¢ such that both ¢ and its weak first derivatives are in
L?(D) with norm ||@¢|lwr.2(py = 1]l 12(py + IVl 12(py and write W, (D) for the closure
of smooth and compactly supported functions in D, C°(D), in W2(D).

When D is bounded, DE/Q is a norm equivalent to || - |12 on VVO1 (D) by the Poincaré

inequality. In this case, we write & (D) for Wol ’2(D) equipped with the norm D1D/2
which is a Hilbert space endowed with the Dirichlet inner product (-,-)y. Every ¢ with

Dc(¢) < oo has a unique decomposition with respect to D
0 h 0 .h
=Y+ = 2.1
¢o=¢" +¢" and <q§ ) >V 0 (2.1)
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such that ¢° € (D) and ¢" with D¢ (¢") < oo is harmonic in D, see, e.g., [, P.77]
and [62, Appx. B].

The Hardy space HP (resp. harmonic Hardy space hP) for p > 0 consists of functions f
holomorphic (resp. harmonic) in D satisfying

2 .
sup / |f(re?)|P df < oo.
0

o<r<1

Let v be a Jordan curve in C, and write D and D* for the connected components of
C < v. Let f be a conformal map from D onto the bounded component D, and h a
conformal map from D* onto the unbounded component D* fixing co. The Loewner
energy of v is defined as

I*(y) = Dp(log | f'|) + Do~ (log |W'|) + 41og | f(0)| — 4log |W'(c0)] , (2.2)

where h/(00) := lim,_,00 h/(z) = #/(0)~" and h(z) := 1/h(1/z). The Loewner energy I*
is finite if and only if either Dirichlet integral on the right-hand side in (2.2) is finite.
We summarize this as a lemma.

Lemma 2.1 (See [61, Thm.II.1.12]). Suppose v is a bounded Jordan curve. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

1. T%(7y) < oo;

1
2. Doflogf) = — [
T JD
3. DD*(log|h’|) < 0.

2

1(z) dA(z) < o0

f'(2)

There are several additional equivalent ways to define the Loewner energy, and the class
of Jordan curves with finite Loewner energy coincides with the class of Weil-Petersson
quasicircles, see [64]. Henceforth we will refer to Jordan curves with finite Loewner
energy as Weil-Petersson quasicircles.

2.2 The Loewner—Kufarev equation

We consider first the version for the unit disc and then later in Section 7 the whole-plane
version. Let M(Q) (resp. M1(Q2)) be the space of Borel measures (resp. probability
measures) on {2 endowed with the topology induced by weak convergence on compact
subsets. Let

Ny ={pe M(S' xRy): p(S x I) = |I| for any interval I}.

Any p € N} can be disintegrated into a family of measures (p;);>0 measurable in ¢, such
that p(dfdt) = p;(df)dt and p; € M;(S'). The disintegration is unique in the sense that
any two disintegrations (p¢), (pt) of p must satisfy p; = p; for a.e. t. See, e.g., [14, Sec. 70].
We will work with the Loewner—Kufarev equation driven by measures p € N} and we
now review some of the relevant definitions and facts. See, e.g., [50, Ch. 8] for proofs and
a detailed discussion in this general setting.
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Given p € N, consider the associated Herglotz integrals

27 €i0—|—2

Hy(2) == Hlpi)(2) = /0 2 4(0). (2.3)

el — 2

The mapping z — H(z) is a holomorphic function in D with positive real part and
t — H(z) is measurable. In this setting, the Loewner—Kufarev partial differential
equation for D reads

Ocfe(z) = —2fi(2)He(2),  folz) = =. (2.4)

The equation (2.4) is understood in the sense that ¢ — fi(z) is absolutely continuous,
and (2.4) is required to hold for a.e. ¢t > 0. The exceptional set can be taken to be the
same for all z € D. Throughout the paper, all differential equations are interpreted in a
similar manner. The unique solution to (2.4) gives rise to a family of conformal maps
(ft)e>0 fixing 0 such that for each ¢, f; : D — D; = f;(D) where if s < t, then D; C Ds.
In the present case where the disintegrated measures are probability measures we have
f1(0) = e~ t. (Indeed, ¢ log f{(0) = —Hy(0) = —|p;| = —1.) We refer to the family (f;)¢=0
as the Loewner chain driven by p. We call the family of compact sets (K; = D~ Dy)i>0
the hulls associated to the Loewner chain.

A converse statement is also true. Consider a monotone family of simply connected
domains (Dy)¢>o containing 0: Dy = D, 0 € Dy for all ¢, and if s < t then Dy C Ds.
Let f; : D — Dy be the conformal map normalized by f;(0) = 0, f/(0) > 0. According
to a theorem of Pommerenke |11, Satz 4] (see also [15, Thm.6.2] and [50]), if t — f/(0)
is a decreasing homeomorphism of Ry — (0, 1], one can reparametrize (D;)¢>( so that
f1(0) = e, and there exists a measurable family of holomorphic functions (Hy)¢>o in
D, uniquely defined for a.e. ¢ > 0, with positive real part such that (2.5) holds. The
measurable family of probability measures (p;)¢>0 is obtained from the Herglotz-Riesz
representation of (Hy)¢>o.

The upshot of the discussion is that the measure p € Ny, Loewner chain (f;)i>0, uni-
formizing Loewner chain (g := fi ' : D; — D)o, the monotone family of simply
connected domains (Dy)¢>0, and the increasing family of hulls (K})¢> each determine
the others.

Let £ be the set of Loewner chains (f;);>0, and change notation by writing f(z,t) = fi(2).
We endow L with the topology of uniform convergence of f on compact subsets of
D x Ry. In this setting, the continuity of the Loewner transform is well-known.

Lemma 2.2 (See e.g., [38, Prop. 6.1] and [29]). The Loewner transform p € Nx — f € L
is a homeomorphism.

The uniformizing Loewner chain (g; = f; ' : Dy — D);>0 driven by p satisfies a similar
equation

9r9:(2) = g:(2)He(9:(2)),  go(2) = 2, (2.5)
for a.e. t < 7(2) where for z € D,

7(z) = sup{t > 0, the solution of (2.5) exists for all s < ¢}

=
(2.6)
=sup{t > 0:z € D},
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and we set by convention 7(z) = 0 for z € S'. Further, we can write
Dy ={z€eD, 7(z) > t}.

An important property which follows immediately from (2.5) is the domain Markov
property of the Loewner transform.

Lemma 2.3. Let p € Ny and (g¢)i>0 the associated uniformizing Loewner chain. Fiz
T > 0, then (§s := gsy+T © g}l)@o s the uniformizing Loewner chain driven by the
measure p € Ny with disintegration ps = psi.

2.3 Chord-arc foliations and the winding function

Let ~ be a rectifiable Jordan curve. We say that « is chord-arc if there exists a constant
A < oo such that for all z,w € v, we have the inequality |[v*"| < A|z — w|, where »**
is the subarc of v \ {z,w} of smaller length.

Consider a monotone family of simply connected domains (D;):>o that can be described
by Loewner evolution as in Section 2.2. We call the family (v, := 9D;)i>0 a non-injective
chord-arc foliation of D~ {0} if

1. For all t > 0, v is a chord-arc Jordan curve.

2. It is possible to parametrize each curve v, ¢ > 0, by S' so that the mapping t —
is continuous in the supremum norm.

3. For all z € D~ {0}, 7(2) < oo, where 7 is defined in (2.6).

For convenience we shall say simply foliation in what follows, but we stress that the
chord-arc assumption is always in effect. We refer to the Jordan curves 7, as leaves.
Non-injective here means that we do not require that there is a unique leaf that passes
through each point in D. The following lemma shows that a foliation in the above sense
indeed foliates the punctured unit disk.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that (v)i=0 is a foliation of D~ {0}. Then for all z € D\ {0},
we have 2 € V,(z). In particular, Uo7t = D~ {0}.

This lemma shows that the definitions of foliation in D \. {0} and 7 coincide with those
given in Section 1.3.

Proof. From the monotonicity of (D;) and the continuity of ¢ — 7, we have U, .y Dy =
D (). Since z € Dy implies 7(z) > t, z & D,(,). Similarly, z ¢ D; implies ¢t > 7(z) and
it follows that z € D;(.) \ Dr(;) = 0D,(;). This completes the proof. O

If p € N} and the family of interfaces (7 = 0D;)¢>0 produced by Loewner evolution
forms a foliation of D \ {0}, we say that p € N\ generates a foliation. We will often
choose the conformal parametrization for each 7, obtained by continuously extending
fi : D — Dy to D by Carathéodory’s theorem and then restricting to S?.

We will now define the winding function ¢ associated with a foliation (v = 0Dy)>0. It
will be convenient to use the notation

If(2) = arg ]{(()> — [ aug 1)1

w— 2z
14
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when f is a conformal map (defined on a simply connected domain) fixing 0. Here and
elsewhere, the continuous branch of z — arg(zf’(z)/f(z)) is chosen to equal 0 at the
origin. The integral is taken along any smooth path from 0 to z. The function ¢ satisfies
a chain rule

I[f og] =V[f]og+Vg] (2.8)

if f, g, f o g are all conformal maps defined on simply connected neighborhoods of the
origin which f, ¢ fix. Given a curve v with some parametrization ~(s), we say that - has
a tangent at y(sp) if there exists a such that

o 7)) =(s0) _ e
SR =Gl

The existence of a tangent does not depend on the chosen parametrization. For any
Jordan curve v we write 7T, C v for the differentiable points on v, that is, set of points
z € v at which a tangent exists.

Lemma 2.5. Supposey = 9D is a chord-arc curve where D contains 0 and let f : 1D — D
be the conformal map such that f(0) =0, f/(0) > 0. Then |y~ Ty| =0 and the following
statements are equivalent.

(i) f(e?) €T,
(i) The unrestricted limit of arg(f(z) — f(e))/(z — €?) in D exists at €’ and is finite.
(iii) The non-tangential limit of arg(f(2z) — f(e¥))/(z — €¥) eists at €' and is finite.

(iv) The non-tangential limit of arg f'(z) exists at €' and is finite.
In this case, the limits are equal modulo 2.

Proof. The equivalence of (i) and (7i) is the first part of [22, Thm.I1.4.2] and this
equivalence holds without the chord-arc assumption. Next, (i¢) trivially implies (ii¢) and

the converse implication is given in [416, Thm.5.5] since + is chord-arc so in particular D
is a John domain. The equivalence of (ii7) and (iv) is [16, Prop.4.11]. Finally, since v is
rectifiable |y \. 75| = 0 by [16, Thm. 6.8]. O

Remark. In the setting of Lemma 2.5, assuming + is a general Jordan curve (not necessarily
chord-arc), (i) still implies that (i7), (#i7), and (iv) hold.

Remark. Note that non-tangential approach regions are preserved under conformal map-
ping between D and a quasidisk, see [27, Prop. 1.1].

Lemma 2.6. Suppose f : D — D C D is a conformal map satisfying f(0) = 0. If z € OD
is such that the non-tangential limit arg f'(z) exists and f(z) € D, then I[f](z) = 0.

Proof. 1f z, f(z) € 0D, then w — (f(w) — f(2))/(w — z) takes values in the slit domain
C~{-tf(z)/z, t = 0}. Indeed, if this were not true, then there would exist ¢ > 0 and
w € D such that f(w) +twf(z)/z = f(2)(1 +t). By Schwarz lemma this implies

L+t =[f(w) +twf(z)/z] <|f(w)] + tw| < |wl(1+1),
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a contradiction since |w| < 1. We can therefore define w — arg(f(w) — f(z))/(w — 2)
continuously and unambiguously for w € D by choosing a branch of arg on this slit
domain. Consider the path s+ sz, s € [0,1] and set
v(s) = argM - argM, s €10,1).
8z —z z
This is a continuous function such that v(0) = 0. Equation (2.7) and Lemma 2.5 show
that

I[f](z) = lim v(s).

s—1—

To compute the value, we note that the tangent of D at z, oriented counterclockwise,
has argument arg z + 7/2 modulo 27. Moreover, if f(z) € dD is a differentiable point of
0D then since D C D it follows that 0D is tangent to OD at f(z) and this tangent has
argument arg f(z)+m/2 modulo 27. Using Lemma 2.5 we have that lims_,1_ arg (f(sz)—
f(2))/(sz — z) coincides with the non-tangential limit of arg f’'(z) modulo 27, and the
latter is equal to the difference of the arguments of the tangents at f(z) and at z, namely
arg f(z)/z modulo 27. This implies that J[f](z) = 0 modulo 27.

Since the continuous function w — (f(w) — f(2))/(w — z) takes values in the slit plane
C~{—tf(z)/z, t > 0}, the function s — v(s) does not take any two values differing by
a non-zero multiple of 27. Since v(0) = 0 it follows that J[f](z) = 0. O

Let T; = T, be the set of z € 7; at which v; has a tangent. By Lemma 2.5 and the
remark following it, 74 \. 7; has arclength 0 and if z € T;, the harmonic function ¥[g;](w)
has a non-tangential limit 9[g;](z) as w tends to z inside D;. We define the winding
function of v by

o) = Vlgl(z), €T t30. (2.9)

Remark. Geometrically, modulo 27, the winding function at z € T; is the angle between
the tangent to +; and that of the circle passing through z centered at 0, as described in
Section 1.3. In Lemma 8.4 we discuss an equivalent geometric definition of the winding
function, suggested to us by a referee, at a differentiable point on a Jordan curve using
the turning of a smooth curve approaching the point normally.

Lemma 2.7. Suppose s <t and z € T,NT;. Then ¢, (2) = ¢y,(2).

Proof. By the chain rule (2.8) and Lemma 2.3, it is enough to assume that s = 0
and verify that ¢, (2) = 0 if 2 € S'. This follows from Lemma 2.6 which shows that

Vgel(z) = =9 fil(g:(2)) = 0. O
This observation allows us to define the winding function of a foliation.

Definition 2.8. Let T := U;>oT; C D. We define the winding function of a foliation,
¢ : T = R, by forgetting the leaf, namely ¢(2) := p~,(2) if z € Ty. We set by convention
©(0) = 0.

Remark. If the leaves are all C!, ¢ is defined everywhere since 7 = D~ {0} by Lemma 2.4.
In the general case of a chord-arc foliation, a function defined arclength-a.e. on all leaves
need not be defined on D \ {0} Lebesgue-a.e. To illustrate the subtlety, it is possible to
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construct a subset X of D of full Lebesgue measure and a foliation of piecewise smooth
curves such that each leaf intersects X in exactly one point, see, e.g., [10]. On the other
hand, we shall prove in Proposition 3.6 that a function in (D) is determined by its
“values” (interpreted appropriately) on the leaves if the curves are chord-arc.

Lemma 2.9. Suppose p € Ny generates a foliation and let T > 0. If p; is the uniform
measure for allt > T, then for all z € Dr,

(2) = Ilgr](2). (2.10)

In particular, ¢ is defined and harmonic in Dp. Moreover, (v¢)i>T are the equipotentials
in Dr.

Proof. If T = 0, p; is the uniform measure for all ¢ > 0 which implies that g;(z) = e’z
and ¢ = 0 = 9[go]. Now let t > T > 0. By Lemma 2.3, we have g; o fr(z) = e~ Tz. It
follows from g; = (g; o fr) o gr, (2.8) and Y[z — e!~T2] = 0 that

p(2) = Vgl(2) = Dgrl(z) ~ Vz €Dy,

and we have (73 = fr(e?=tS1));~7 which is by definition the family of equipotentials in
Dr. We conclude the proof of (2.10) using Uss1y;: = Upsrgp' (€7 7181 = g7 (D~ {0}) =
Dy~ {0} (and by convention, ¢(0) = 0 = 9[gr](0)). O

Lemma 2.10. Suppose p € Ny generates a foliation and let ¢ be the corresponding
winding function. For every T > 0, let oT) denote the winding function associated to
the truncated measure p*) defined by pET) = pt fort <T and p,ET) is uniform fort > T.

Then (¢ — <p(T)) o fr is the winding function generated by the measures (ps := pr+s)s>0-
Proof. From Lemma 2.3, the winding function ¢ associated to p is obtained from

V1Gs| = Vgs+r © fr] = V[gsr] o fr — Vgr] o fr
where (§s)s>0 is the Loewner chain of p. We conclude the proof using Lemma 2.9. [

In other words, decomposing the driving measure p into the truncated (and uniformly
extended) measure on S x [0, 7], and the measure j : s — pr,s amounts to decomposing
the winding function into ¢(*) which is defined and harmonic in Dy and ¢ — @) which
vanishes (arclength-a.e.) on every ~; for ¢t < T.

3 The foliation disintegration isometry

3.1 Hadamard’s formula

In this section we use the Loewner—Kufarev equation to derive a formula for the dynamics
of the Green’s function. The resulting expression is a version of Hadamard’s classical
formula in a smooth setting. We fix p € N and let (¢g; : Dy — D)0 be the associated
uniformizing Loewner chain.
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For each t > 0, let G¢(z,w) be the Green’s function for D; with Dirichlet boundary
condition. For z,w fixed, we extend the definition of G¢(z,w) to t > min{7(z), 7(w)} by
0. We will show that with this definition, ¢ — G¢(z,w) is absolutely continuous under
the assumption that p generates a foliation. Note that ¢ — G¢(z,w) is always absolutely
continuous for ¢ € [0, min{7(z), 7(w)}) but need not be continuous at min{7(z), 7(w)},
e.g., in the case when dD; disconnects an open set containing z,w from 0 as t — 7 =

7(2) = 7(w).
Lemma 3.1. Consider the Loewner—Kufarev equation driven by p € Ny.. Then for a.e.
t < min{7(2),7(w)} and all z,w € Dy,

oGz w) = [ Polae), o) Po(au(w), *)dn6).

If in addition p is assumed to generate a foliation, then t — Gy(z,w) is absolutely
continuous for all t.

See also [51, Thm. 4] for a similar result.

Proof. First note that for z,w € Dy, by conformal invariance of the Green’s function,

9:(2) — gr(w)

Gi(z,w) = Gp,(z,w) = —log I ama|

(3.1)

Setting z; = g+(2), wy = ( ), the Loewner-Kufarev equation (2.5) implies that for a.e.
t <min{7(2),7(w)}, Ozt = zeHy(2¢), Opwy = weH(wy) and so

—0:G¢(z,w) = Re d; log %
Re W2y (Ht(zt) + Ht(wt)) - Re 2 Hy(2) — weHy (wy)
N 1 —wiz 2t — Wt '
Next, note that
R Wizt (Ht(Zt) + Ht(wt)) 2m R Wizg - 2(1 — ztﬁt) d (0)
e = e .
1 — Wiz (1 — zgwy) (e — z) (e~ —wy) Pt
27r QZtU)t
— : dp:(0
/ i — 2) (e —wy) pi(6)
2 2207 (e 7 — %) (e — wy)
= R - - dp:(0). 3.2
/0 € |€Z€—Zt|2|€w—wt‘2 pt( ) ( )
Moreover,
Re 2t Hy(2¢) — tht (wy) _ Re /27r e’e + zt 2we? dpy(0)
2z — — 2 (61'9 — 2z)(e? — wy) t
27r z@ e—E)feig—th
= dp.(0 )
—re [ eze_zt‘g,ew_w a6
21 2ue? (e — 7)) (e — ;)
Re dp:(0).
+ / 60 — 2,[2[ei? — w2 pi(0)
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Adding (3.2) and (3.3) and simplifying,

2w 1—1z 2 1—|w 2 2 ] ’
|2 il 0y = [ Poer, o) Powr, ) dpu0).

—0,Gy(z,w) = /

o |eif — %2 |e? —w?

as claimed.

Let us now assume p € N, generates a foliation and prove that t — G¢(z,w) is absolutely
continuous for all ¢ > 0. For all z,w € D, z # w, we need to show that G¢(z,w) — 0
as t /' min{7(z),7(w)}. Without loss of generality, we assume that 7(z) < 7(w). If
7(2) < 7(w), it is clear from (3.1) that G(z,w) — 0 as t — 7(z) since |g;(w)| is bounded
away from 1 for ¢ € [0,7(z)]. Assume now that 7 = 7(z) = 7(w). Lemma 2.4 implies
that z,w € 0D,. Since g, : D; — D is a conformal map between two Jordan domains,
g- extends to a homeomorphism D, — D and g,(z) # g-(w) € S'. We claim that

Jim gi(2) = g-(2)-

Assuming this, it follows that |g:(z) — g:(w)| is bounded away from 0 on [0, 7]. Therefore
Gi(z,w) — 0 as t — 7— using (3.1). To prove the claim, let ¢,,n = 1,2,..., be any
sequence such that ¢, /7 and such that ¢ := lim,,_,~ g1, (2) exists. Pick ¢ > 0 and
let v € D, be such that the interior distance between 2z and v in D, is at most €. By
the Beurling estimate there is a constant C that does not depend on z,v such that
lg-(2) — g-(v)| < C'y/e and by monotonicity of the domains (Schwarz’ lemma) the same
estimate holds with 7 replaced by any ¢, < 7. Let ng be large such that if n > ng then
|gt, (V) — g- (V)| + |gt, (2) — | < . Such ng exists by definition of ¢ and since t — g;(v)
is continuous on [0,7(v)) and 7(v) > 7(2). Combining these estimates with the triangle
inequality it follows that |g-(z) — (| < 2C/e. O

3.2 Disintegration isometry
In this section we assume that p € N} generates a foliation of D . {0}. We will write
12(2p) = LX(S" x Ry, 2p)

and (-, -) 12(2p) for the corresponding inner product. Recall also that we write & (D) for

Wol (D) equipped with the Dirichlet energy norm.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose p € N} generates a foliation and that ¢ € C°(D). Then
1 ,
1610.0) = - [ Al6o fi)(2) oz, ) dA(:) (34)
is an element of L?(2p). Moreover, for all T > 0,

Dp(¢) — Dp(¢}) = |’L[¢]1SI><[O,T]H%2(2/J)

where ¢ € Ey(D) is the zero-trace part of ¢ o fr € WL2(D) as in (2.1).
In particular, the operator 1 : £y(D) N C°(D) — L2(2p) is norm-preserving.
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Proof. Let ¢ € C°(D) set u = A¢ and write Gy = 2rA~!, where we recall that we
consider the positive Laplacian. (We write G for both the operator and function.) For
z €D,

271'

Using integration by parts, since ¢ is smooth and has compact support,

B(z) = 1 /GO w, z)p(w) dA(w).

/yw 2dA( /<z> )Ad(2) dA(2)
- /D /D Go(w, 2)p(w)p(z) dA(w) dA(z).

As before we set Gi(z,w) = Gp,(z,w) = Go(z¢,w) for z,w € D, (recall that z; = g¢(z)
and wy = g;(w)) and 0 otherwise. Let

b1 = o fr, =0 =|fPuof;

and note that the zero-trace part of ¢; satisfies ¢) = Gopu/27. Moreover, performing a
change of variable,

JRLORYE
= ;T/ID/E)G()(IU?Z)MT(U))MT(Z) dA(w) dA(z)
= % /D /D Go(w, 2)p o fr(w)po fr(2)|fr(2)?| fr(w)|*dA(w) dA(2)

_ % /D [ Grte 2nw)n()Aw) dAC) (3.5)

Next, note that by Lemma 3.1

oG = [ Pola(2), ) Polan(w), )dp(6) > 0

for z,w € D and that Pp(gi(w),e?) > 0. Since the singularity of the Green’s function is
logarithmic (and therefore integrable), we obtain

/OT /D /D —0,Gy(z, w)dA(2)dA(w)dt = /OT/D/D—ath(z,w) dA(2) dA(w) dt
T
:/D/]D)/O —0iGy(z,w) dt dA(z) dA(w)

://Go(z,w)—GT(z,w)dA(z)dA(w) < .
DJD

Therefore, using the smoothness of h, we can apply Fubini’s theorem (repeatedly) and
(3.5) to compute

2n ([ VoA - [ [V63(:)PaA))

= [ [ Gotzw) = Gz w)) (2 u(w) dA)dAGw)
DJD
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[ [ a6 wneyuew) ataagaae

—01Gi(z, w)pu(z)pw(w) dA(w)dA(z)dt

ks

A

NG

/ /% /D /Dt w) Pp(g:(2), €) Po(gi(w), ) dA(w)d A(z)dp, (6)dt
//S1 «[0T] (/ pie(2) P (2, €' )dA ></ 1 (w) Pp(w, €' )dA( )) dp(6,t)

(27) //S on! 100,61 dp(6, 1),

as claimed. Letting T" — oo, by monotone convergence, we obtain that the operator
1 :&(D) N CX(D) — L?(2p) is norm-preserving. O

w(w / Po(gi(2), ) Po(gi(w), ) dpi(0)dA(w)dA(z)dt

Remark. Given a signed measure u supported on D, the balayage of i to OD is a measure
v on JD such that the logarithmic potentials of p and v agree on D*. Viewing u as a
charge density, v represents the optimal way (with respect to logarithmic energy) to
redistribute charge to D while keeping the potential fixed in the complementary domain.
In our setting, for ¢ fixed, one can see that ¢[¢](6,t) in fact equals the (density of) the
balayage of the “charge density” A¢;dA to OD. See, e.g., [32, Ch.IV].

Remark. The disintegration isometry is closely related to the general approach of [25],
see in particular Section 3 of that paper. Hedenmalm and Nieminen consider C%-smooth,
strictly monotone deformations of domains, and do not employ the Loewner equation.
In the smooth, strictly monotone case, a version of our Lemma 3.2 can be deduced from
results of [25] via a “polar coordinates” change of variable which also relies on strong
regularity assumptions of the interfaces.

Since C2°(D) is dense in &(D), the operator ¢ extends to & (D) and we have
Dp(9) = [elell7ey), ¢ € Eo(D).

We will now construct an inverse operator s : L%(2p) — & (D) as follows. For u € L?(2p)
and ¢ € C°(D), we consider

v oo [t OugI0.100(1.0) = (ild]sagy

which extends to a bounded linear operator & (D) — R. Indeed, the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and Lemma 3.2 show that

[ D) 2| < 221622y = Nl 202y P ()12 (36)
By the Riesz representation theorem there exists a unique »[u] € (D) with the property
that for all ¢ € C°(D),
1
= [ Aua6da) = < [ VAuVoda(:) = 0.0, (3.7)

™

It follows immediately that s o+ = Idg ). We now give the explicit formula for s. In
this statement and below we use the notation wu,(-) := u(-,t) for u € L?(2p).
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Proposition 3.3. Suppose p € Ny generates a foliation. Let u € L?(2p). Then for a.e.
w €D,

(w)

Aul(w) =2 [ Poluepr)(gn(w))

0
and t — Pplugp](ge(w)) € LY([0, 7(w)], dt).

Proof. By linearity and splitting v = u™ — «~ with u™ := max{u,0} and u~ :=
max{—u, 0}, it suffices to prove the proposition when u > 0. We let

o
#u)(w) = 27 /0 Poluepe](g:(w)) dt = / / Po(ge(w), €¥)u(6, t) dpy (6)dt.

We first prove that for all ¢ € C°(D),

2/0°° /S (B, )1[@](8, )dpy (6 /Aqs (w)dA(w). (3.8)

For this, we will repeatedly interchange the order of integration in the following compu-
tation. To justify this, we let

¢ = A"'max{A¢,0} and ¢ := A 'max{—Ag¢,0}.
We have ¢ = ¢t — ¢~. Since ¢ is smooth, max{A¢,0} is Lipschitz continuous. By
elliptic regularity (see, e.g., [23, Sec.4.3]), ¢T, ¢~ € E (D) N C%%(D) for any o < 1 and

clearly A¢* > 0. Moreover, recalling that gbft = ¢T o f;, we have Agbti =A(pT o fy) =
If/12(A¢F) o fy > 0. So it follows that

U64100.0) = o= [ AGE()Po(z,e*)dA() >
Since u,t[¢pF] € L%(2p), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality shows that u - t[¢"] € L'(2p).

Using Fubini’s theorem, this implies that u(f,t)A¢:(2)Pp(z,€?) is in L'(D x S x
R4, dA x dp(0) x dt). Therefore the left-hand side of (3.8) equals

2 / - / (6, 1) [1 / A¢t(z)PD(z,ei9)dA(z)} dpy(0)dt
/ / Ady( / (6, P (2, ¢®)dps (6)dA(2)dt
= [T [@0) e RGP [ ulb.0Poz.)dp0)dA)a
-/ o) / w(6,4) Po (g5 (w), €)dpy(6)dA(uw)dt
/A / / (6,) P (gs (w), €)dpy (8)dtd A(w)

which proves (3.8). This implies that [u] € £(D) since for all ¢ € C°(D), we have by
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

‘(Aqﬁ, Q[UDLQ(D)’ < Cllull 2 IVPl L2y

for some universal constant C'.
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Given this, (3.7) implies that s[u| — 5[u] is weakly harmonic, and therefore, by Weyl’s
lemma, it is harmonic in D. Since we know that s[u] € & (D), to complete the proof,
it is therefore enough to show that 3x[u| € & (D) (namely, that it has zero trace). For
this, we show that i[u] can be extended to a function 1 € W12(eD) where ¥ (w) = 0
for all 1 < |w| < e (see, e.g., [10, Prop.9.18]). To construct the extension, we define
a measure p € N; with py = p—q for t > 1 and uniform for ¢ € [0,1). Similarly, let
w(0,t) :==u(@,t —1) for t > 1, and a(6,t) =0 for t € [0,1).

We clearly have & € L?(2p), and ¥(w) := Z[a](e 1w) = 0if 1 < |w| < e. By construction,
we have 1 € & (eD), hence W12(eD), from the proof above. Moreover, if g is the
uniformizing Loewner chain of p, then for ¢ € [0, 1] we have g;(2) = e’z and for ¢t > 1,
G1(2) = gi_1(ez). Tt follows that 3[u](w) = #[a](e 'w) = 1 (w) for w € D. This shows
that s = 3 in & (D).

Finally, since u > 0, it follows that Ppluspi](g:(w)) € L([0,7(w)],dt) for a.e. w € D. O

Corollary 3.4. Let ¢ € (D) and T > 0. The orthogonal decomposition of ¢ into a
function in Ey(Dr) and a function in Ey(D) harmonic in Dy (2.1) is given by

¢0’T = %[L[ﬁb]lslx[T,oo)] € &(Dr) and ¢h’T = %[b[qﬁ]lslx[o,T)}-
Remark. Using the notation of Lemma 3.2, a consequence of the corollary is that ¢%T =
¢F o gr.

Proof. We define

dOT = %[L[¢]151X[T7m)] and "7 = %[L[¢]1S1X[O7T)].

Since s o L[¢] = ¢, we have ¢0,T + <bh,T — ¢)

We now show that ¢%7 € & (Dr). For this, consider the Loewner chain driven by
(Pt := pr+t)t=0 and the associated operator 3. We obtain from the domain Markov
property Lemma 2.3 that

¢ o fr = [ufe](,- + T)].

Then Proposition 3.3 shows that ¢%T o fr € &/(D). Using conformal invariance, this
yields ¢ € & (Dr).
We show that ¢™T is harmonic in Dy. In fact, for z € Dy, by definition,

RT /. \ _ T
() =2 [ Polldlnr)(an(z))
0

Note that Pple[d]ipe](ge(+)) is harmonic in Dy for t < T. Therefore, by the characteriza-
tion of harmonic functions in terms of the mean value property and Fubini’s theorem we
obtain that ¢™T is harmonic in Drp. O

Theorem 3.5. The operator 1 : Ey(D) — L?(2p) is a (bijective) isometry.

Proof. We already know that scot = Idg,p). To check that ¢o s = Id2(3,), it suffices to
show that Ker(sc) = {0} in L?(2p). Indeed, for all u € L?(2p), we have s[u] = s 010 s[u].
Then Ker(s) = {0} implies that u = ¢ o »[u].
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Now let u € Ker(s). Fix T > 0. By Corollary 3.4, s[ulgi o] € &(D) and
s#[ulgiy(,00)] give the orthogonal decomposition (2.1) of x[u] = 0 with respect to
Drp. Therefore, for all w € D,

T
Aulsron)(w) =27 [ Polup)(oi(w)dt = 0.

Taking the derivative in T, we obtain that for a.e. T' > 0 the function Ppluppr] vanishes
in D. (One can choose a dense and countable family J of points in I, we have for a.e.
T > 0and w € DpNJ, Pplurpr](gr(w)) = 0. Since the latter integral is harmonic thus
continuous, it vanishes for a.e. T > 0 and all w € Dy.) But this implies that the measure
urpr on S! is the zero measure. Therefore, u(6,T) = 0 for pr-a.e. § € St. It follows

that
L. .0 4.t =o.
SIXR+
which proves Ker(s) = {0} and this concludes the proof. O

We will now discuss the relation between £(ID) and functions defined on the leaves of a
foliation. We will consider a generalization of the standard trace operator for W12 on
Lipschitz domains to chord-arc domains, see [30] and [62, Appx. A]. Suppose ¢ € VVI})C2 (©)
and v is a chord-arc curve in C. The Jonsson—Wallin trace of ¢ on ~ is defined for
arclength-a.e. z € v by the following limit of averages on balls B(z,r) = {w : lw—2z| <r}

) 1
Ply(2) = Tlg& m B(er) P dA. (3.9)

A function ¢ defined arclength-a.e. on all leaves of a foliation (v, = D) is said to have
an extension ¢ in (D) if for all ¢, the Jonsson—Wallin trace of ¢ on 7; (denoted ¢|,,)
coincides with ¢ arclength-a.e. (Here and below we identify ¢ € £ (D) with the function
in W12(C) that is equal to ¢ in D and 0 in D*.)

Proposition 3.6. If a function ¢ defined arclength-a.e. on each leaf of a foliation of D
has an extension to Ey(D), then the extension is unique.

Proof. Let ¢ be an extension of ¢ in & (D). For a fixed T' > 0, the orthogonal decom-
position ¢ = ¢*T + ¢"T where ¢O7 € E(Dr) and ¢™T € & (D) is harmonic in D7 is
given by

O = slifd]lsixmoc)] and T = seif@]Lsixpo ),

by Corollary 3.4. We have that ¢|sp, = P p, arclength-a.e. since they coincide in
C ~ Dr, see [62, Lem. A.2]. Hence, ¢ determines ¢™T|p,. since arclength and harmonic
measure are mutually absolutely continuous on chord-arc curves. Assume that ¢ also
extends . Then we have for all w € Drp,

0= " (w) — 3" (w) = 2| (L[] — ) 1510y | (w)
=2 [ Polilo — Glpdion ()
0

The proof of Theorem 3.5 shows that t[¢] = ¢[@] in L?*(2p). Therefore ¢ = ¢ in & (D)
and this completes the proof. O
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4 Loewner—Kufarev energy

4.1 Definitions

For each measure o € M(S') we define

1

Ler=3 Js

V' (0)?d6 (4.1)

if do(0) = v%(0) d§ with the non-negative square-root density v € WH2(S!) and, by
convention, L(o) = oo otherwise. With this definition, L(o) is the usual Dirichlet energy
of v on S

Remark. Note that L(o) = 0 if and only if ¢ is the uniform measure on S*.

Then for p € N4 (see Section 2.2), we define

Si(0) = [ Lip)at, (4.2)

where (p;)i>0 is a disintegration of p. We call S;(p) the Loewner—Kufarev energy of the
measure p. When L(p;) < oo, we write dp; = p;(0)dd = v/2(6)d6.

It is also useful to define

Sap)(p) = /ab L(py) dt.

4.2 First properties
We now record a few simple properties that will be used in our proofs.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose Sy(p) < oo and define the time-changed family of measures
(Ps = t'(8)pi(s))s=0, where

) = [ Ipulda.

Then S+(p) = S+ (p). Moreover, if (¢f)i=0 and (g°)s=o are the corresponding uniformizing

Loewner chains, then g° = gf(s).

Proof. We have
S:(0) = [ L= [T LW (pds = [ L)t (s)as = S+(0).

On the other hand, the Loewner flow driven by (gs) is the solution s — g?(2) to

0592(2) = g2(:) H[ps)(90(2)) 9 (2) = 2.

Using the definition of p, we therefore get

098 (2) = g2(2) Hpe] (92 (2))

and this implies g7 = gf(s). O

25



One should thus view p as a time-reparametrization of p and the solution to the Loewner
equation associated with the measure p is a reparametrization of the solution associated
to p. This invariance property of the Loewner—-Kufarev energy suggests that the energy
is intrinsic to the foliation (once we know that finite energy measures generate foliations)
and does not depend on the particular time-parametrization. This is further reflected in
the energy duality Theorem 1.7 expressing Sy in terms of the winding function.

Lemma 4.2. If S, (p) < oo, then for every z € D~ {0} we have 7(z) < oco.

Proof. We claim that there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all ¢ > 0, L(p;) < e implies
ming v2(#) > 1/4n. Indeed, suppose without loss in generality that v2(0) < 1/4w. Then
by the mean value theorem and that p, € Mj(S!), there is 6 such that v?(6p) > 1/27 and
we obtain easily by interpolating linearly v; on [0, 6] that L(p;) > (3 — 2v/2)/167% =: €.
Let E:={t>0:L(p;) > €}. Fort ¢ E the Poisson integral of p; is continuous on D
and by the maximum principle, Pp[ps] > 1/4m.

Now fix z € D \ {0}. Using (2.5), for t < 7(z),

lgl(2)/2| = [ Relog g.(2)ds = [ Re Ha(o(2))ds
= 2r [ Polpilos(2)) ds > 0.4~ B2
since the Poisson integral is non-negative. Since log |g:(z)/z| < —log|z| it follows that
7(z) < —2log |z| + |E| < —2log |z| + S+ (p)/e < >0

where we also used Markov’s inequality and that S; (p) = [;° L(p¢)dt. O

4.3 Examples and energy minimizers

We discussed the simple but important example of a Loewner chain driven by the constant
zero-energy measure in the introduction and Section 2.2. Here we give another example
of a time-homogeneous driving measure, this time vanishing at # = 0, and minimizing the
Loewner—Kufarev energy among all such measures. We compute explicitly the winding
function of the corresponding non-injective foliation and verify energy duality by hand.
Even for this simple example, while the computation is straightforward it is not entirely
trivial.

Let 7 > 0 and v € WH2([0,27]) with v(0) = v(27) = 0 and [q v%(0) dd = 1. Consider
the measure p € Ny such that dp;(6) = v2(0)df for t € [0,T], and that is equal to
the uniform measure on S! otherwise. Among all such measures, v2(§)df minimizes L
if and only if v is the first eigenfunction of the Dirichlet Laplacian on [0, 27|, namely,
v2() = sin?(0/2) /7. In this case, we have L(p;) = 1/8 so Sy (p) = fOT L(py)dt = T/8.
The corresponding Herglotz integral can be evaluated explicitly and the Loewner—Kufarev
equation in this case is simply

Ocfi(z) = —2f{(z) 1 - 2), =z€D,
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Figure 4.1: Left: Leaves of the foliation corresponding to the measure that equals
7~ 1sin?(6/2) dAdt for 0 < t < 1 and is uniform for ¢ > 1, drawn at equidistant times.
Right: Density plot of the winding function corresponding to the same measure, where
lighter color represents a larger value. The winding function is harmonic, but non-zero,
in the part foliated after time 1.

see, e.g., [00] where solutions to Loewner equations of this form were studied. We have
—t
e 'z
)= ————.
fil2) 1—(1—et)z

The leaf ODy is a circle of radius 1/(2 — e™?) centered at (1 —e™*)/(2 —e*) and the hull
K, at time t is a crescent-shaped compact set, see Figure 4.1. In particular, z = 0 and
z = 1 are fixed points of the evolution. We now compute the corresponding winding
function. Suppose z € K7 and let ¢t = 7(2). Then

z

(z—1)

QD(Z) = arg Zgié((zz)) = — arg(Z(l — e_t) + e_t) = arg

Moreover, for z € Dy, we have

+ .

p(z) = —arg(2(1— e ) +e77),

which is harmonic in Dy. From these formulas one can verify directly that Dp(y) =
2T = 16S+(p), which is the statement of energy duality in this case. We note that
the computation of Dp(p) is slightly technical as Vi has a singularity at 1 (that is
L%-integrable).

Remark. Conjugating f; by z — 2™, it is also possible carry out similar explicit com-
putations for measures of the form 7~ !sin?(m#/2)dfdt that correspond to Laplace
eigenfunctions on S' corresponding to higher eigenvalues.

5 Weak energy duality and foliation by Weil-Petersson
quasicircles

In this section we prove energy duality in the disk, for measures satisfying a strong
smoothness assumption. We then use this result and an approximation argument to
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prove that any p with S; (p) < oo, produces interfaces that are Weil-Petersson quasicircles
which form a foliation of D \ {0}.

5.1 Weak energy duality

Let N'?° denote the set of p € N} such that:

1. There exists T' < oo, such that for t > T, p, = df/27 is the uniform measure on
St
2. The mapping ¢ — p; is piecewise constant (on finitely many time intervals).

3. For all t > 0, p; has a C°*°-smooth and strictly positive density with respect to df.

Lemma 5.1. Any p € N° generates a foliation of D \ {0} in which each leaf is a
smooth Jordan curve. The corresponding winding function ¢ is continuous and piecewise
smooth on D.

Proof. We assume first that p € N{° and that p; is constant on [0,7]. Let H :=
H{p¢] which is constant for ¢ < T. The family (f;)ic[o,7] solves the equation 9 fi(z) =
—2f{(2)H(z) with fy(z) = z and forms a semigroup of conformal maps with fixed point
0. (See Lemma 2.3.) The solution therefore enjoys the following representation: there
exists a starlike? domain D and a conformal map ¢ : D — D fixing 0 such that

z
) = ), o) = 2o ([ (1) dw).

See, e.g., [58, Sec. 3] and the references therein. Since H is the Herglotz integral of a
smooth, positive function, the maximum principle implies that it is non-zero on D and
the smoothness implies that all derivatives exist and extend continuously to D. (See,
e.g., [22, Cor.11.3.3].) It follows that v is smooth on D. The foliation generated by p
is given by the family (v; = ¥~ 1(e~%(S1))) for t < T, and for ¢ > T, the leaves 7; are
equipotential curves in Dp by Lemma 2.9. We now verify the smoothness of the winding
function z ++ ¢(2) in K7. For this, consider (0,t) € S' x [0,T] and set z(6,t) = f;(e).
Then ¢(2(0,t)) = —arg e f{(e9)/ f;(e?). We have

Opz = z'ewft’(ew)

Oz = By fy(re?) = e f](e") H ().

Since Re H > 0 the Jacobian is non-zero. Further differentiation using the Loewner
equation shows that z(6,t) is smooth and by the inverse function theorem, the inverse is
also smooth in K7, and so is ¢. Since ¢|p, = ¥(gr) by Lemma 2.9 and is continuous
on Dr, we obtain that ¢ is continuous on D and smooth in D \ 7.

Using Lemma 2.3 and the fact the smoothness is preserved under composition of smooth
conformal mappings, the statement immediately generalizes to arbitrary p € N7°. O

Lemma 5.2. If p € Ny and z € D, then —0;9|f1](2) |i=o= Im zH}(2).

3Starlike here means that D contains 0 and for every z € D, the line segment [0, 2] C D.
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Proof. Using (2.4), we have for ¢t > 0,

e,
8t lOg ft(Z) = ft(z> Ht( )
and 8 / H 1
d¢log f{(z) = — Z(Zf}i,?l) «(2) =— (1 +z th,((;)) Hy(z) — zH{(z2).
Hence,

oo ZHC) __ (11 ) _ SO

og £z th/(Z) — th(z)) Hi(z) — zH{(2).

Since fo(z) = z, we have f{/(z) = 0 and the claimed expression when evaluated at ¢t = 0
follows by taking the imaginary part. O

Proposition 5.3 (Weak energy duality). Suppose p € N3° and let ¢ be the associated
winding function. Then Dp(yp) = 16 S4(p).

Proof. By Lemma 5.1 the winding function ¢ is continuous and piecewise smooth on
D. Moreover, ¢|g1 = 0 and therefore ¢ € & (D) [10, Thm.9.17] and we may apply
the foliation disintegration isometry to ¢. We claim that for ¢ € [0,T], t[¢](0,t) =
—21/(0)/v(#). Given this, we can apply Theorem 3.5 to conclude the proof. To prove
the claim, set ¢y = @ o f; and recall that by definition

1el0.0) = o [ Apu()Polze™) dAG)
_ % /D Apu(2)Dp(ei0 (2, ) dA(2). (5.1)

On the other hand, by Lemma 5.1, Ay is smooth, so the last term in (5.1) equals
1 ) )
5=0n | Api(2)Gn(z ) dA(z) = 0l
2 D

Recall from Lemma 2.9 and Lemma 2.10 that z + ¢?(2) is the winding function generated
by the measures s — py1s for s > 0. Hence, it suffices to consider ¢ = 0 and show that
for a.e. 6 € [0,27),

Onpl(€”) = Bnpo(e”) = —214(8) /0 (6). (5:2)

We know that dD; is C* for all ¢, and all (complex) derivatives of f; are continuous on D
and since the Herglotz integral H; is also continuous on D, so is 0y f¢(z) = —zf/(2) Hy(2).
It follows that the normal velocity (with respect to 0D;) of the interface at the point
fi(e%) can be written

B atft(eie)ewf/(ew)
vel,(t,0) = —Re ( |f{(ei‘9)\t )
i0 p1( 0 1000 £1(oi0) 5.3)
. eMeWM)eMev (
e( ()]
= [f{(e”)Re Hy(e") = 2x| f{ (") | (6)* > 0.
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In particular, at t = 0 the normal velocity of the interface at e? equals 27v4(6)%. On
the other hand, using the chain rule (2.8),

2710(6)*0np0(€”) = Ay [0 (fi(e”))li=o0 = Au[I[ge] (fo(e™))]le=o
= =0, (A1) li=o.
It follows from Lemma 5.2 that
=0 (V[£)(")) li=0 = Im(e Hy (™)) = —amvo(0)(0).

The last identity is not hard to verify by hand, using integration by parts and the
smoothness of vy, see also Lemma 6.2. This proves (5.2) and concludes the proof. [

We will use the following special case of the generalized Grunsky inequality, which
provides a useful bound to control Dp(arg f/) in terms of Dp (Y[ f;]) (see Corollary 5.6).

Lemma 5.4 (See [61, P.70-71]). Suppose that f : D — C and h : D* — C are univalent
functions on D and D* such that f(0) =0 and h(co) = oo, and f(D) N A(D*) =0. Then
1 h'(oo)‘

we have
/D flz) = f7(0)

Equality holds if the omitted set C~ {f(D) U h(D*)} has Lebesque measure zero.

2
dA(z) +

2

fi) 1 Pz 1 dA(z) < 27 log

h(z) =z

D*

Lemma 5.5. Let p € Ny and (fi)i>o is the associated Loewner chain. Then

filz) 1

fi(z) =z

2dA@)<2t (5.4)

D (arglf(2)/2) = — |

™

Proof. Since Dy and D* are disjoint, and since f/(0) = e~!, Lemma 5.4 applied to the
pair (f;, Idp~) shows that

/ filz) 1
D

as claimed. O

2
dA(z) < —2mlog | f;(0)| = 2nt

filz) =z

Corollary 5.6. Suppose p € N2°. Then for allt > 0, Dp(arg f;) < 32S5)04(p) + 4t.

Proof. Fix t > 0. Without loss of generality, we assume that ps is the uniform measure
for all s > t. Combining Proposition 5.3, Lemma 5.5, and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
we obtain

Dp(arg f;) = Do(I[fi] + arg[fi(2)/2]) < 2Dp, (V]g:]) + 2Dp(arglfi(2)/2])
< 2Dp(p) + 4t = 325[0’15] (p) + 4t

as claimed. O
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5.2 Foliation by Weil-Petersson quasicircles

This section proves that the interfaces generated by a finite energy measure are Weil—
Petersson quasicircles that together form a foliation (Corollary 5.12). We show first that
each leaf 0Dy is a Weil-Petersson quasicircle. For this, we need the following quantitative
upper bound for Dp(arg f/) that depends only on S, (p) and ¢.

Lemma 5.7. If S, (p) < oo, then for allt > 0, Dp(arg f;) < 325 4(p) + 4t.

Proof. Fix t > 0. We will approximate p by a sequence of measures p¥) € N$° which
converges to p weakly, and such that Sjg 4 (p*) < Sio,4(p)- The corresponding sequence
of conformal maps ft(k) then converges uniformly on compacts to f; by Lemma 2.2, which,
by Corollary 5.6, implies

Dp(arg f{) < lim inf Dp (arg( £ < 32510 (0 ®)) + 4t < 32 S04 (p) + 4t
o0
We construct the approximation in two steps. We first let p(") be the “time-averaged”

measure, which is piecewise constant on dyadic time intervals [jt/2", (j + 1)t/2") and is
defined by

PO

on /(j+1)t/2”

S . n jt/QTL 277 on

it (5 + 1)t
pr dr € My(SY), Vse {‘7 G+1) ) .
To see that S[M](p(”)) < Sjo,g(p), the key observation is that the map o + L(o) from
M1 (SY) to [0, 0] is convex [16] (see also [5, Thm. 3.4]). We can therefore apply Jensen’s

inequality:
. ¢ 221 on  r(+1)L/2m
Spa(P™) = on L (t/ . Pr dT)
i jt/2

21 e(j1)E/2n
<Y [0 Lip) dt=Spe)
j=o Jat/2"

It is clear that p(™ restricted to S x [0, t] converges weakly to p: integrating against
a continuous function u on S x [0,#], which is then uniformly continuous, [ udp(™
converges to [udp.

Since p(”) might not be strictly positive and smooth, the second step is to approximate
each o = o7 of the 2" measures in M;(S!) on dyadics by

e

T on

do,(0) : /gesl PD(reie, eié)da(ﬁ)

where r < 1, which has positive and smooth density with respect to d6.
Now we prove that L(o,) < L(c). Let f € C°(S1),
1 L
o) = [ 1000 ®) =5 [ 10 [ Polre. ) do(e)as
St feSt

~an s

- i(6—¢)
B 27T /5651 /9651 f(e)PD(Te ) 1) de dO’(g)
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1

" or /5651 /77651 fn+&)Pp(re,1)dndo(§)

=5 | o) [ s oasepy
= [ B no(f)dn,
T Jnes

where 7,0 is the pull-back measure o by the rotation & — £ + 7. In particular, L(o) =

L(n.o). We obtain
1

27

oy = / Pyp(r, e™n.o dn.

nest
Since i Jnesr Po(r, e™)dn = 1, o, is a probability measure. Using convexity and Jensen’s
inequality once again,

1

L(or) < 5=
(o7) < o

/ Po(r, e L(5.0)dn = L(0).

nest

Finally, note that since f is continuous, 1 + 7.0(f) is continuous on S! and equal to
o(f) for n = 0. Therefore, since o,(f) is the Poisson integral of n — n.o(f) evaluated
at r, it follows that lim,_,; 0,.(f) = o(f). Hence o, converges to o weakly and this
completes the proof. ]

We would now like to use Lemma 5.7 to conclude that 0D; is a Weil-Petersson quasicircle.
However, we cannot directly apply Lemma 2.1 since we do not know a priori that 9Dy
is a Jordan curve. In fact, it is not hard to construct an example of a simply connected
domain for which the boundary is self-touching, while Dp(log f') < oo where f is a
conformal map onto the domain. In the present case, however, we can use the fact
that 0D; arises from Loewner evolution: we will consider the evolution for a small time
interval and use estimates on the Schwarzian combined with a result of Ahlfors-Weill.
We can then complete the proof using Lemma 2.3.

For a function f holomorphic at z such that f/(z) # 0, recall that the Schwarzian
derivative of f at z is defined by

s 53R - (-3 (5

Lemma 5.8 (See [0], Lem.1.2.1, Lem.II.1.3 and Lem.II.1.5]). There exists 6 > 0 such
that if Dp(log f') < &, then f is univalent and f(D) is a Jordan domain bounded by a
Weil-Petersson quasicircle.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1 and the assumption that Dp(log ') < § < oo, it is enough to prove
that f(D) is a Jordan domain. We will prove more and show that f(D) is a quasidisk.
By a theorem of Ahlfors-Weill (see [10, Cor. 5.24]), to show that f(D) is a quasidisk it
suffices to show that for small enough 9,

Sup( 222 1Sf(2)] < 2. (5.5)

z€eD

32



We will estimate the left-hand side of (5.5) in terms of Dp(log f). The required estimate
is a combination of two bounds. First we claim that if f is holomorphic on D and f’ # 0,
then,

| ISP - |2220A() < xDo(log £) + 5 (Po(log £)°.

Indeed, this follows from the proof of [61, Lem.II.1.5] where the bound depends on a
constant from [61, Lem.II.1.3]. On the other hand, it follows directly from [61, Lem.I1.2.1]

that
1/2

(1 = 187 < 2 [ 187G)70 - raac) )

Combining these bounds we see that (5.5) indeed holds provided ¢ is chosen sufficiently
small. 0

Proposition 5.9. If S (p) < oo, then for allt > 0, 0D, is a Weil-Petersson quasicircle.

Proof. Let 6 > 0 be the small constant from Lemma 5.8. Pick ¢; > 0 such that
328(0,4,1(p) + 4t1 < 4. For t < t;, Lemma 5.7 and Lemma 5.8 show that 9D; is a
Weil-Petersson quasicircle.

Now we consider the general case t > 0. Lemma 5.7 shows that Dp(arg f{) is finite, so it
suffices to prove that Dy is a Jordan domain to conclude that 0D; is a Weil-Petersson
quasicircle by Lemma 2.1. For this, let 0 = tg < 1 < t2 < ... be a sequence tending
to oo such that 325y, ., ,1(p) + 4(tj+1 — t;) < 6. We show by induction that f; is
a homeomorphism from D onto D; for all ¢ < ¢;. We have already proved this in
the case 7 = 1. Assume it is true for all ¢ < ¢;. Using Lemma 2.3 and the choices
of 0 and [tj1 — t;| we obtain that g, (0D;) is a Weil-Petersson quasicircle for each
tj <t < tj41, in particular a Jordan curve. Since by assumption f;; is a homeomorphism
of D, 0Dy = fi, o g1, (0Dy) is also a Jordan curve and this completes the induction. [

We now show that ¢ — 4 is continuous, where v; is viewed as a parametrized curve
St — 4 by 6 — fi(e?). We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.10. Suppose D is a simply connected domain containing 0 and let f : 1D — D
be a conformal map with f(0) = 0 and assume that Dp(log f') < oo. There exists a
constant C < oo depending only on Dp(log f') such that

|f'(re™®)| < C|f/(0)] exp /Clog(1 — r)~1. (5.6)

Remark. Note that it is not assumed that D is a Jordan domain. The estimate (5.6)
easily implies that f is continuous on D.

Proof. We may assume f/(0) = 1. Any ¢ that is holomorphic in D and such that
Dp(¢) < oo has non-tangential limits a.e. on S', and writing ¢ for that function as well
we have the following weak-type estimate: there exist universal constants C7, Cy such
that [{6 € ST : || > A}| < Cre=C2X* /(9O +Do(@)  See [21, Cor. 3.3.2] for a proof. We
apply this estimate with ¢ = log f’ which is normalized so that log f’(0) = 0. Hence the
upper bound in the weak-type estimate depends only on Dp(log f’) and implies there
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exist C1, Cy depending only on Dp(log f') (but which, in what follows, are allowed to
change from line to line) such that

2 .
[ exp (Callog|/()12) do < C.
0

Since log |f'(2)| is harmonic, exp (C1|log|f’(2)||?) is subharmonic and it follows that for
0<r«l1

2w .
/ exp (C’ﬂ log |f’(rele)\|2) df < Cs.
0

Therefore, if r, =1 —27" and 2, = rnew”k/ 2" using Koebe’s distortion theorem (see,
e.g., [20, Ch.2.3]), there is a universal constant C3 < oo such that, taking Cy larger if
necessary,

1 AL 27 .
5 2 exp (Cr([1og | i) D2) < [ exp (Cr([log | (rac )|+ C3)2) 46 < Co,
k=1

Whence,

]f’(zkn)| < exp \/Cfl log(C92m).

Using the distortion theorem again we deduce

|f/(re”)| < Cexp/Clog(1 — 1)L,

where C' depends only on Dp(log f'), as claimed. O

If (fi)¢>0 is the Loewner chain generated by a finite energy measure p then by Lemma 5.7
we have Dp(log|f/]) < 3254(p) + 4T for all ¢ < T. Therefore, by Lemma 5.10, if
o(x) := Cexp+/Clog(z) where C depends only on S, (p) and T, and

/1 re”)] < IFO0)o(1/(1 =) <o(1/(L—1)). (5.7)

In the rest of the section we use the conformal parametrization of the leaves, namely
Y(0) == fi(e”).

Proposition 5.11. Suppose Si(p) < oo. Then the function t — (v : S* — C) :
[0,00) = (O || - |loo) is continuous.

Proof. Throughout C' denotes a constant whose value is allowed to change from line to
line. Fix any T < 0co. Then if 0 < s <t < T, forany 0 <r < 1,

[15(8) = %(0)] < 1s(8) = folre™)] + [1u(0) = folre)| + | fo(re®) = fu(re)].  (5.8)
By integrating (5.7) we have

[5(8) = fs(re®)| + [e(8) — fe(re)] < C(L = r)a(1/(1 1)), (5.9)

where o is a subpower function depending only on S, (p) and T. Using the Loewner
equation and once again (5.6), we have for z = re'?,

) = i) = | [ 2l < Co1/0 =) [ 1712w
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Since for a.e. ¢, dp;(6) = 14(0)2df, we can estimate using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
Ve(01)% = ve(62)°| < 2l[velool V]l 12161 — 02| < My|61 — 622,

where

My = 2(1/V2r + V27 |v] 2) |74 2

Indeed, since 14 is continuous and [ v = 1, we can assume that 14(0) < 1/v/27. Then
[ve(0) — ¢ (0)] < VOVl 2 < V27|Vl 12, 50 ||Vl < 1/V2m + 27 ||}|| 2. We claim that
for a.e. ¢, sup,_ g |Hi(2)] < CM;. Since Re Hy(z) = 2w Pp[pi](2), we have |H}(re'?)| <
CM;(1 —7)"1/2. (See, e.g., [19, Thm. 5.8 and 5.1].) So by integration, the claim follows.
Consequently [!|H,(z)|du < C [f M,du. Hence

|fs(rew) — ft(rei9)| < Co(1/(1—1)) /St M, du. (5.10)

Now we choose 7 so that 1 — 7 = [* M,du A 1 and plug in (5.9) and (5.10) into (5.8) to
conclude that

sup |75(6) — 3 (0)] = o(1)
0€[0,2m)

as |t — s| — 0. Since T' < oo was arbitrary, this completes the proof. O

Remark. Under the stronger assumption that L(p;) is uniformly bounded, the proof of
Lemma 5.10 shows that the mapping ¢ ~ (7, : S* — C) : [0,00) — (O, || - ||so) is weakly
Lipschitz continuous, that is, it admits a modulus of continuity of the form |- |o(1/] - 1),
where o is a subpower function.

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Corollary 5.12. If S, (p) < oo, then p generates a foliation of DN{0} by Weil-Petersson
quasicircles.

Proof. Proposition 5.9 shows 7, is a Weil-Petersson quasicircle for each ¢ and ¢ — 7, is
continuous in the supremum norm for the conformal parametrization by Proposition 5.11.
Lemma 4.2 shows that 7(2) < oo for all z € D \ {0} and this completes the proof. [

The next result is not used in the rest of the paper, but as it is an interesting and
immediate consequence of Lemma 5.10, we choose to state it here.

Corollary 5.13. Suppose D is a simply connected domain containing 0 and let f : D — D
be a conformal map with f(0) =0 and assume that Dp(log f') < oco. Then the conformal
parametrization of OD is weakly Lipschitz continuous on S with subpower function
depending only on Dp(log f’).

Remark. The condition Dp(log ') < oo allows f’ to be unbounded and the conformal
parametrization is not Lipschitz in general in this setting, so up to the exact form of the
subpower function this modulus of continuity is sharp.
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Proof. We have already noted that f is continuous on D. By Lemma 5.10, we have for
0<r<l,

(™) = feP) < f(™) = fre™)| + | F(e'2) = f(re®)| + | (re'™) — f(re®)]
1
< 2/T o(1/(1 = u))du + o(1/(1 — 7))|01 — 0|
S (@ =7)+161 = 62)5(1/(1 — 1)),

where & is a subpower function that depends only on Dp(log f). Now choose r =
1 —|#1 — 2| and we obtain the desired estimate. O

6 Disk energy duality: proof of Theorem 1.7

The proof of Theorem 1.7 is completed at the end of the section. We assume that p € N
generates a foliation of D \ {0} throughout. The proof is carried out in two steps: in
Section 6.1 we assume S (p) < oo and derive energy duality. Then in Section 6.2 we
assume Dp(p) < oo and prove that this implies S (p) < oco. An overview of the argument
presented in this section was provided in Section 1.5.

6.1 S,(p) < oo implies Dp(p) = 1654 (p)
For p € N, we define (for a.e. t)
aulz) = n(H)(2)), =€ D,

where H; is the Herglotz integral of p;. In this section, we assume Sy (p) < 0o, and write
as before dp; = v2(#)df. In this case, we have

21 10
Hy(z) = /0 € 2 20)0.

Lemma 6.1. If L(p;) < oo, then H] € H?.

Proof. We have (v2) = 2uvj1, € L*(S*,df) since v, is bounded and v; € L?(S*,df) by
assumption. Writing the complex derivative in polar coordinates shows that Im zHj(z) =
—0p Re Hy(z). Let

P (0 —s):= pD(,rei(O—s)) = (1—r2)/]1 - Tei(G—s),Z_

Then using integration by parts

2T 27
O ReHi(=) = [ 0P (0 = s)i(s)*ds = /0 (=0, P (6 — 5))i(s)?ds
2T

= [ PO = 95 ds = 20 Po[())(2).

Therefore, since (v2)" € L?, we get that Im H] € h%. By [19, Thm.4.1] this in turn
implies Re H] € h? and we conclude that H, € H?. O
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Lemma 6.2. If H] € H' then for a.e. 6 € S*,
Im (e H(e)) = —4mv(0)v(6), (6.1)

where the left-hand side is understood in terms of radial limits and we have oy =
—An Pp[vyy). In particular, this holds if L(py) < oc.

Proof. If H] € H!, then by [19, Thm.5.2] (see in particular the last paragraph of
the proof), H; is continuous on D and the boundary function Hy(e®) is absolutely
continuous on S!'. Since 2712 (0) = Re Hy(e?), 4nvy(0)v,(0) = Oy Re Hy(e') exists a.e.
on S'. Moreover, H} has radial limits a.e. on S' and by [19, Thm. 3.11], dpH;(e??) =
i€ lim,_; H](re?) a.e. on S'. This gives the identity (6.1). Since H, € H', au(z) =
Im 2 H/(z) is the Poisson integral of its boundary values and this gives the second assertion.
The final statement follows directly using Lemma 6.1. O

The following lemma holds for all p € NV..
Lemma 6.3. For all z € Dr, 9[gr](2) = fOT a:(g:(z)) dt.

Proof. Since t — Y[g¢](z) is absolutely continuous on [0,77], we can use the Loewner
equation (2.5) to see that for a.e. ¢,

ag:)(2) = Im (%t atgt )

91(2

I (92 )Ht(gt( )) 91(2)H{(g:(2))g1(2) s

~ 1 e Hila(2) )

= Im(g:(2) H{(9:(2))) = e (ge(2))-
Since go(z) = z we get the claim after integration. O
We define

7(2)
B(2) :/0 a(ge(2)dt,  zeD. (6.2)

It is not obvious that this quantity is finite a.e. However, part of the conclusion of the
next result is that § € & (D) and we shall later prove that /5 is the unique &y (ID) extension
of the winding function ¢.

Proposition 6.4. Suppose Sy (p) < oco. Let u(0,t) := —2v,(0)/14(0) if v.(6) # 0, and
u(6,t) := 0 otherwise. Then u € L*(2p) and »[u] = B. In particular, 3 € (D) and
Dy (8) = 1654 (p).

Proof. We verify directly that u € L?(2p) and

e 20/ (0)12
g =2 [ [ 1o [2550] @ a0 =165, ) <00 (03

Corollary 5.12 shows that p generates a foliation, therefore the disintegration isometry
of Section 3.2 applies. Using Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 6.2,

7(2) 7(2)
ul(z) =2 [ Polunfl(n(2)) dt = —dm [ Poli)(au() e
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7(2)
:A arlgi(2)) dt = B(2).

Moreover, by Theorem 3.5 and (6.3), we obtain 16 5S4 (p) = Hu||%2(2p) = Dp(xu]) =
Dp(B) as claimed. O

Corollary 6.5. For T > 0, let p] = p; for t <T and let p} be the uniform measure for
t >T. Let BT be the associated function as in (6.2). Then we have 9[gr] = BT on Dr.
In particular,

Do, (9lgr]) < Dp(8") = 16 54 (p") = 16 Sy 1(p)-

Proof. We only need to note that for ¢t > T, ay = 0. Therefore, for z € Drp,

min{7(z),T} T
57 = | arlgi(2)) dt = [ aulor(2))dt,

since 7(z) > T. Lemma 6.3 implies ¥[gr] = BT on Dr. O
We now show that /5 is the unique extension of the winding function (2.9) ¢ in & (D).
Lemma 6.6. If S;(p) < oo, then for allt > 0,

Blop, = vlop, arclength-a.e.,

where B is as in (6.2) and its trace is taken in the sense of Jonsson—Wallin (3.9).

In other words, § is the unique extension of ¢ in (D) by Proposition 3.6 (and from
now on we will not distinguish § and ¢).

Proof. We will identify functions in & (D) with their extension to W12(C) by 0 in D*.
By Corollary 6.5, 3t = 3 in C \. Dy and the Jonsson-Wallin traces satisfy

6’%& = 5”% = 19[91&”% == ()0")/75 arclength—a.e.

Here, the first equality is a property of the Jonsson-Wallin trace, see [62, Lem. A.2].
The second equality follows from Corollary 6.5, where we interpret ¥[g:]|,, as the non-
tangential limit from inside Dy using [62, Lem. A.5]. The last equality is the definition
of . O

Corollary 6.7. If Si(p) < oo, then ¢ € &(D). For p-a.e. (0,1),

[0 (0, 1) = —21;(0) /v (0)
and Dp(p) = 1651 (p).

Proof. The proof is immediate by combining Proposition 6.4 and Lemma 6.6. 0

38



6.2 Dp(p) < oo implies 54 (p) < oo
This section proves the following result.

Proposition 6.8. Suppose p € Ny generates a foliation and assume that the winding
function ¢ : T +— R can be extended to a function in Ey(D) (also denoted p). Then
St(p) < oo.

Assuming this proposition, we can complete the proof of Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let p € Ni. If S;(p) < oo, Corollary 6.7 shows that ¢ € E (D)
and Dp(¢) = 16 S4(p). Conversely, Proposition 6.8 shows that if ¢ € & (D), then
S4(p) < oo. Therefore the identity also holds. O

To explain our present goal towards the proof of Proposition 6.8, note that we do not
know a priori that p; is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure, nor
that its density (if it exists) is differentiable almost everywhere. We need to show that
this is the case.

Under the assumptions of Proposition 6.8, we let as before ¢ be the zero trace part of
the function ¢ o fs and recall that a¢(z) = Im(zH{(z)) for z € D. Since p generates a
foliation and since ¢ € &(ID) by assumption, using Theorem 3.5 we may consider

u = 1] € L*(2p).
Lemma 6.9. For a.e. t > 0, we have
a(z) = 2w Ppluipd] (2), wg(+) == (-, t). (6.4)

Proof. Proposition 3.3 shows that a.e. in D,

7(w)
plw) = sul(w) =2 [ Poluupi](gn(w)) . (6.5)

Lemma 2.10 shows that the unique orthogonal decomposition of ¢ with respect to Dy is
given by the zero-trace part ¢ o g € & (Ds) and the harmonic part ¢ — ¢ o g, which
equals ¥[gs] in Dg. On the other hand, Corollary 3.4 shows that this decomposition is
also given by s[ulgi o] and sulgi (s )] Hence, for all w € D (so that 7(w) > s),

olge)(w) =27 [ Folurprl(gn(w)) dt.

Taking a derivative in s in the above expression we obtain from Lemma 6.3 that for a
fixed w € D and a.e. t < 7(w), 27 Pplutpe](ge(w)) = ar(ge(w)). Indeed, by choosing a
countable and dense family J of points in I, we have for a.e. t > 0 and all w € DN J,
21 Ppluepe] (9e(w)) = au(ge(w)). Since both ay and Ppluip:] are continuous (actually
harmonic) in D, we therefore obtain a.e. ¢, oy = 2w Pplugpy] for all w € D. ]

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.
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Proof of Proposition 6.8. Since u = t[¢] € L?(2p), for a.e. t € Ry, uy € L*(S',2p;). By
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that p; € M1(S?) is a probability measure,
we also know that u; € L'(SY,2p;). Hence oy = 27 Pplugps] € b by Lemma 6.9. This
implies H] € HP for any p < 1. (See [19, Thm. 4.2], and use that an analytic function is
in HP if and only if its real and imaginary parts are in h?.) Using [19, Thm. 5.12] this in
turn implies H; € HP for every p < oo. (More precisely, if f/ € HP for some p < 1, then
f € H? with ¢ = p/(1 — p).) Therefore, the radial limits of H; exist a.e. and define a
function in LP(S*,d#) for all p < oco. It follows that the positive function Re Hy /27 is the
Poisson integral of a function in LP(S!,d#) for all p < oo, and we denote this function
by v2(0). (See, e.g., Corollary 2 to [19, Thm. 3.1].) In other words we have shown that
the measure p; is absolutely continuous and dp; () = v?(0)df, where v? € LP(S',d6) for
every p < 00.

Since u?v? € LY(S',df) and v} € LP(S,df) for all p < oo, Hélder’s inequality with
p=2/(2—¢),q =2/¢ implies wv} € L?>7¢(S',dA) for any ¢ € (0,2). This in turn
implies that the Herglotz integral of u;v? is in H2~¢ if e € (0,1). Lemma 6.9 then implies
that H] € H%~¢. Tt follows that H; is continuous on D and absolutely continuous on S*
(see [19, Thm. 3.11]) and consequently so is the density 0 — v4(6) and v;(0) is well-defined
for Lebesgue-a.e. (0,1).

Moreover, by taking radial limits in (6.4), we obtain using Lemma 6.2 and Fubini’s
theorem that for Lebesgue-a.e. (0,t) € S' x Ry,

w (0)2(0) = %at(ew) — —2(0)(6).

It follows that Lebesgue-a.e., when v;(6) # 0, uZ(0)v?(0) = 4v,(0)?, and both sides are
equal to 0 otherwise. We conclude the proof by integrating over S' x R, and we obtain
S1(p) < oo since u = t[p] € L*(2p). O

7 Whole-plane energy duality: proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section we deduce whole-plane energy duality, Theorem 1.2, from disk energy
duality, Theorem 1.7.

7.1 Whole-plane Loewner evolution

We now describe the whole-plane Loewner chain. We define similarly as before a space
of driving measures

N :={pe M(S' xR) : p(§* x I) = |I| for all intervals I}.

The whole-plane Loewner chain driven by p € A/, or equivalently by its measurable family
of disintegration measures R — M7 (S!) : t + p;, is the unique family of conformal
maps (f; : D — Dy)er such that

(i) For all s <t,0€ Dy C Ds.
(ii) For all t € R, f;(0) = 0 and f/(0) = e~! (in other words, D; has conformal radius

et seen from 0).

40



(iii) For all s € R, (ft(s) = flofy:D— Dgs))t% is the Loewner chain driven by
(pt)t>s, which satisfies (2.4) with the initial condition fS(S) (z) = z, as discussed in
Section 2.2.

Remark. If p; € M;(S') is the uniform measure for all ¢+ < 0, then f;(z) = e~'z for
t <0 and (f)i=0 is the Loewner chain driven by (p;)i=0 € N4 as in Section 2.2. Indeed,
we check directly that (f;):cr satisfy the three conditions above. In other words, the
Loewner chain in D is a special case of the whole-plane Loewner chain.

t

Note that the range Dgs) of ft(s) has conformal radius e*~" seen from 0 and the family

( flt(g))@S is uniquely defined for all s € R and satisfies for t > s and z € D,

1etf — 2

10
1 (2) = —2fO () (2),  Hi() = /S < TEapo),

with the initial condition fs(s)(z) = 2z (see Section 2.2). The condition (iii) is then
equivalent to for all t € R and z € D,

Ocfi(z) = —2fi(2) He(2) (7.1)

as described in the introduction. For the purposes of our proofs later on it is convenient
to give a slightly more explicit construction of the family (f;);cr and explain why it is
uniquely determined by ¢t — p;, even though this statement is well-known. For this, note
that once we determine f,, (7.1) gives f; for all t > n by

ft:fno t(n) (72)
Existence: Consider for —oo < s < t, the conformal map

F(z) = e f(2)
(

which maps D onto e*SDtS). Since Ft(s)’(O) = et (Ft(s))se(_ooﬂ is a normal family
for any t. We extract a sequence (s) converging to —oo, such that for all n € Z,
Fﬁs’“) converges uniformly on compacts to a univalent function that we call F,,. We
construct (f;) by taking f, := F,, and generate the other f; using (7.2). We need to
verify compatibility, that is, that we have that F,,11 = F, 0 féi)l To see this, notice that
for s < t1 < t9,

(Ft(ls))_l o Ft(;) _ (ft(ls))_l o ft(;) _ ft(;fl)
is independent of s. The last equality follows from the fact that as a function of £ on
[t1,00), both terms satisfy the same differential equation with same initial condition.
Hence, we have F,, 1 o F, ;1 = féi)l as claimed.
Uniqueness: If there are two such families (f; : D — D;)ier and ( fi:D— f)t)teR. Let
= fio fi ' Dy — Dy. Since (f;) and (f;) are driven by the same process of measures,
for all s < ¢,

fotofe=Ffto fi

And for z = fi(w) € Dy,

%(2) = fs Of;I oft(w) = f~s OJE;1 Oft(w) = .]Et Oft_l(z) = wt(z)'
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That is, ¥s|p, = ¥;. Hence, 1y extends to a conformal map UierD; — UserD; = C.
This shows that v is the identity map and D; = Dy, since 1¢(0) = 0 and ¢;(0) = 1 and
completes the proof of the uniqueness.

We remark that if p € N, then U;cgD; = C. Indeed, D; has conformal radius e,
therefore contains the centered ball of radius e~/4 by Koebe’s 1/4 theorem. We define
for all z € C,

7(z) :=sup{t e R: z € D;} € (—o0,0].

Similar to the definition of foliations of D \. {0}, we say that p € N generates a foliation
(vt := ODy)ter of C~ {0} if

1. For all t € R, v is a chord-arc Jordan curve.

2. It is possible to parametrize each curve v;,t € R, by S! so that the mapping ¢ —
is continuous in the supremum norm.

3. For all z € C\ {0}, 7(2) < 0.

We have the whole-plane version of Lemma 2.4:

Lemma 7.1. Assume that p generates a foliation (v¢)ier of C\ {0}. For all z # 0, we
have z € v,(.y. In particular, Uy = C ~\ {0}.

We associate similarly to a foliation of C \ {0} its winding function defined by ¢(0) = 0,
©(z) == V]gt](z), for arclength-a.e. z € 4 and Vt € R,

where gt fi'. We may also define (z) by V[g-(z)](2). We say that ¢ has an extension
to I/V10C if ¢|, coincides a.e. with the Jonsson-Wallin trace of its extension on ~, for all
t eR.

7.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2

Recall the definition of the Loewner—Kufarev energy in the whole-plane setting: for

peEN,
/Lpt dt and Sab] /Lpt

We use the notation from Section 7.1 and write for s < ¢,
9158) = (ft(S))_l =giofs, gt= ftil

Then (gﬁs))t% is the uniformizing Loewner chain driven by p(®) := (p;);>s, mapping
Dgs) = gs(D;) onto D. We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Conditions (i) and (iii) we have that

Nier Dt = Nier, Dy = fO(ﬁt}ODgo)) = {0},

where we used Lemma 4.2 and S (p) < co. Therefore 7(z) < oo for all z # 0.
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Now we show that 0D, is a Weil-Petersson quasicircle. Note that on Dy,
gt = (gt0 fs)ogs = glgs) o0gs, Vs<t.

Since S[s,0) (p®)) < oo, Proposition 5.9 shows that gs(Dy) = gs(f:(D)) = ft(s) (D) = Dgs)
is bounded by a Weil-Petersson quasicircle. Moreover, from the proof of Lemma 4.2, we
know that for all ¢ € R there is sg < t, such that DgSO) C (1/2)D. As fs, : D — Dy, is
conformal, v = fSO((?DgsO)) is also a Weil-Petersson quasicircle (e.g. by Lemma 2.1). We

also obtain the continuity of ¢t — 7, from the continuity of ¢ — 6D£8°) by Corollary 5.12.
O

We are now ready to prove whole-plane energy duality.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Assume first S(p) < oo, we show D¢(¢) < oo. For this, note that
the winding function ¢®) of the foliation in D . {0} driven by p{*) = (p;)¢=s is given by

) (w) = Vg 1) = Vlgr())(2) = Dlgl(=) = p(2) = Vlgul(2)
where z = fs(w) € Ds and we used the chain rule (2.8). We have
Dp, () = Dp,(¢"*) 0 g5) + Dp, (9]gs]) = Po(¢™) + Dp, (9]gs])

The first equality follows from orthogonality of ¥[gs] and ¢(*) o g, in Ey(ID), since 9[g,] is
harmonic in D, and ¢ o g, € £(D,). The second equality follows from the conformal

(7.3)

invariance of the Dirichlet energy, and the third from Theorem 1.7. We obtain immediately
the lower bound
De(p) = 16 S(p).

For the opposite inequality, since Fs(r) =e " f§’”) (see Section 7.1) converges uniformly
on compact subsets of D to fs as r — —oo, we have that 19[F5(T)](z) = ﬁ[f§r)](z) converges
uniformly on compact sets to ¥[fs](z). The lower semicontinuity of the Dirichlet energy
then shows that for all compact K C D,

imi (r)
D (9]]) < lim inf Dy (9] £)).
On the other hand, Corollary 6.5 shows that
letting r — —oo yields
Do(lf) <16 [ Lpo)dt.

Combining this with (7.3) shows that Dp,(¢) < 16 S(p). Letting s — —oo we obtain
the upper bound and hence Dc(¢) = 16 S(p).

For the converse, if p generates a foliation of C \ {0} with D¢(¢) < oo, Proposition 6.8
and (7.3) imply that

16 S[s,oo) (p(s)) = DD(SO(S)) < Dp,(») < Dplp).

Letting s — —oo we obtain S(p) < co and this completes the proof. O
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8 Applications of energy duality

In this section we derive several consequences of Theorem 1.2.

8.1 Reversibility of the Loewner—Kufarev energy

Let (v4)ier be a foliation generated by p € N and let (Dt)icr be the corresponding
family of domains. We will consider the evolution of its time-reversal, that is the Loewner
chain corresponding to the family (Ds(t) := j(C ~ Dy))er, where j(z) := 1/z and e5(®)
is the conformal radius of j (@ < D;). Let f, be the conformal map from I onto D, with
fs(0) =0 and f(0) = e~*.

Lemma 8.1. The function t — s(t) is a decreasing homeomorphism of R.

Proof. To show that ¢t — s is decreasing, let t; < t3. Since Dy, & D, we have
Ds(tl) ¢ Es(tz). Schwarz’ lemma then shows that s(t2) < s(t1). We claim that s(t) — oo
as t — —oo. In fact, Koebe’s 1/4-theorem shows that D; contains the centered disk of
radius e~t/4, therefore [)s(t) is contained in the centered disk of radius 4e’. Schwarz’
lemma shows s(t) > —t — log 4 which goes to co as t — —oo. Since the diameter of Dy
tends to 0 as ¢ — co by Lemma 4.2, f)s(t) has conformal radius tending to co. Therefore
s(t) = —oo as t — oo. It remains to verify that s is continuous. To see this, note that
the continuity of ¢ — ~; in the supremum norm shows that ast —to € R, ﬁ{(t) converges
in the Carathéodory kernel sense to D). Therefore, fé(t) (0) tends to f;(to)(O), and
equivalently, s(¢) tends to s(to). O

Lemma 8.1 implies that ( fs) sck 18 a whole-plane Loewner chain as defined in Section 7.
Note that in Section 7 we took the measure p as starting point for the definition whereas
we have constructed the monotone family of domains here. However, using Pommerenke’s
theorem as discussed in Section 2.2 the existence of a measure p generating the family
follows easily. Energy duality, Theorem 1.2, now implies the following reversibility of the
Loewner—Kufarev energy.

Theorem 8.2 (Energy reversibility). Let p € N be the measure generating (Ds)scr.
Then S(p) = S(p).

For the proof of Theorem 8.2 we will use the following lemma which allows us to relate
the winding function associated with p to that with p. A weaker lemma sufficient for
our purposes appeared in an earlier version of the paper and in [66]. The proof of the
present stronger version was suggested by an anonymous referee.

Lemma 8.3. Let v be a Jordan curve separating 0 from oo. Suppose z € T,. Then the
winding functions @~ and ¢y, are well-defined at z and 1/z, respectively, and

oy (2) = ¢1,(1/2).

Geometrically, ¢~ (2) measures the angle between v and the circle centered at 0 passing
through z modulo 27. The map z — 1/z is conformal and maps centered circles to
centered circles, so the angle is preserved. The difficulty lies in proving the equality
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without “modulo 27” with our choice for the branch of the argument. Before giving the
proof, we first complete the proof of Theorem 8.2 assuming the lemma.

Proof of Theorem 8.2 assuming Lemma 8.3. Assume that S(p) < co. Theorem 1.1 im-
plies that every leaf of the associated foliation is a Weil-Petersson quasicircle, hence
rectifiable and differentiable almost everywhere. Lemma 8.3 implies that the winding
function ¢ associated with the foliation generated by p satisfies

¢(1/2) = ¢(2)

for all z € 75,, t € R. Since the Dirichlet energy is invariant under conformal mappings,
we obtain D¢ (@) = Dc(y) which implies S(p) = S(p) by Theorem 1.2.

Finally, if S(p) = oo, then S(p) = oo. Indeed, if this does not hold we would have
S(p) < oo, since p corresponds to the time-reversed foliation of that associated with p.
This contradiction completes the proof. O

It remains to prove Lemma 8.3. For this we will need some more notation and another
lemma. Let v be a Jordan curve separating 0 from oco. Recall that the winding function
©~(2) at z € T, is by definition the non-tangential limit at z of ¥[g] where g : D — D is
a conformal map fixing 0 (the fact that the limit exists follows from the remark after
Lemma 2.5). We first give an equivalent expression for the winding function at a given
z € T, in terms of the turning of a smooth curve approaching z normally.

We introduce the following notation. For a simply connected subset V' C C containing
0, and z ¢ V, let w — argy (z/(z — w)) be the unique real-valued continuous function
on V such that argy (z/(z —0)) = 0 and exp (iargy (z/(z —w))) = z |z — w| /|z|(z — w).
If v : [0,1] — C is a smooth path joining 0 to z € C, z # 0, we define the turning of v

around z as
z

. z
Ou(z) = ng{l_ argyo,1) (z—v(s)) = /Udarg —w

The limit exists since v is smooth and has a well-defined tangent at z and z # 0.

Lemma 8.4. Let v be a Jordan curve separating 0 and oo, and let D be the bounded
connected component of C \ ~y containing 0. Suppose z € T,. Let v : [0,1] = D be any
smooth path joining 0 to z in D (with v(1) = z € D). Then |0,(z) — ¢4 (2)| < /2. In
particular, if v approaches z normally, then ©,(z) = p~(2).

Proof. By (2.7) we have

0 (2) :/Oldargw ~ lim [argg(z)_g(”(s)) _argg("’)]

z—v(s) s—1- z—v(s) z

where the branch of arg is chosen continuously along v (and the difference vanishes when
s = 0). This may be rewritten as

er(e) =t oo (=) —o0m0 (St

= 0y(2) — Sl_if{{ argp (g(z)—g(v(s))) :



Since g takes values in D and g(z) € S!, we have that w g(gz()z_)w maps D to 1/(1+D) =
{z € C| Re(z) > 1/2}. Therefore,
arey ( 9(2)
9(z) = g(v(s))
We obtain |©,(2) — ¢, (2)] < 7/2.

If v approaches z normally, then from the geometric interpretation of ¢ (see Figure 1.1),
we have ©,(z) = ¢,(z) modulo 27. The last paragraph shows that 0,(z) = ¢,(2). O

) € (—n/2,m/2).

Proof of Lemma 8.3. Write ¥ = 1/~. Let D and D be the bounded connected component
of C \ ~v and of C \ ¥ respectively. Given z € 7, let v be a smooth path connecting 0
to z in D, approaching z normally as in Lemma 8.4. Similarly, let ¥ be a smooth path
connecting 0 to 1/z in D, approaching 1/z normally. We assume furthermore that the
paths v and 1/9 can be concatenated to form a smooth path from 0 to co. That is,

v(s), s €[0,1)
u(s) =12z, s=1
1/0(1/s), s=(1,00]
is also smooth in a neighborhood of s = 1.

Now we define the function

u(1) u(1) — u(s)
) —u | w0 SO
u(1) |u'(1) ‘ s=1
Fu(s) = (1) | u(1) "
u(s) u(s) —u(1) ’ 5 € (1,00)
u(s) —u(1) u(s)
17 S = OQ.

We note that F,(0) =1 = F,(00) = lims_,o Fyu(s). Hence, F, defines a continuous map
[0, 00] gm0 = St — S1. We note that for s > 1,

u(s) u(s) — u(l) ’ _ 1/z
u(s) —u(l) u(s) 1/z—0(1)s)
By definition

1/z—0(1/s)
1/z

Fu(s) = ST oxp (105(1/2)) .

lim Fi,(s) = exp(i©y(2)).

s—1—

Now we scale and reparametrize the path wu: consider for r € (0, 1],
up(s) == tu(rs)

and define Fy, : [0,00] jpuoe ~ ST — ST analogously to F, (with z replaced by u,(1) =
r~tu(r)). It is not hard to see that F,. converges uniformly as r — 0+ to the constant
function 1, so r — F,, defines a homotopy from the constant function 1 to F,. Thus,
there exists a continuous argument along s — F,(s) such that arg F},(0) = arg F,,(c0) = 0,
which implies

@v(z) = argFu(lf) = arg Fu(1+) = 96(1/'2)'

By Lemma 8.4 we conclude that ¢, (2) = ¢;/,(1/2). O
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8.2 Characterization of Weil-Petersson quasicircles

Let v be a Weil-Petersson quasicircle separating 0 from oco. We will associate with
v a particular measure p = p? (and foliation) with S(p) < oo and in this way prove
Theorem 1.4. We assume for notational simplicity that the bounded component of C \
has conformal radius 1*. Let f (resp. h) be the conformal map from D (resp. D*) to the
bounded component Dy (resp. unbounded component Dg) of C \ «y such that f (resp. h)
fixes 0 (resp. oo) and has derivative f'(0) =1 (resp. h'(c0) > 0). Consider the foliation
(7¢)ter that consists of v together with the family of equipotentials on both sides of ~.
By equipotential which we mean image of a circle 7S! under f (resp. under k), and we
include all equipotentials corresponding to r < 1 (resp. r > 1). The parametrization of
(7¢)ter by t is chosen so that the connected component D; of C~ ~¢ containing 0 has

conformal radius e~ t.

Let p7” € N be the measure associated with (y:);cr and let ¢ be the corresponding
winding function. Along with the Loewner chain (f; : D — Dy);er, we consider also
the conformal maps h; : D* — Dj, such that hi(co) = oo and hj(occ) > 0. In particular,
f = foand h = hyg. We also set g, := ft_l and k; := h; . For a conformal map k fixing
o0, we define similarly

2k (2)

k(z)

where the argument is chosen so that ¥[k](z) — 0 as z — oc.

I[k](2) = arg

Lemma 8.5. For a.e. t >0, p] is the uniform measure. Moreover, ¢lcwy is harmonic,
and we have

¢lp, = Vgol, and ¢|p; = Iko.

Proof. By our definition of equipotential we have v; = f(e7tS') for t > 0. The flow
(gt © f)i=0, driven by (p])i=0 equals (z + e'z), which shows that (p;)i>0 is a.e. the
uniform measure on S'. The identity ¢ = 9¥[go] on Dy and hence, the harmonicity of
¢|p, follows as in Lemma 2.9.

Now we consider D{. Using the notation of Theorem 8.2, the winding function in D is
given by ¢(z) = ¢ o j(z) where ¢ is the winding function associated with the foliation
under the inversion map j : z — 1/z by Lemma 8.3. Since the family of equipotentials is
preserved under the inversion, it follows that ¢ is harmonic in j(Dg) and

@ =V[j o koo jl =[ko] o,
using the chain rule (2.8) and J[j] = 0. Therefore ¢[p: = J[ko]. O
Recall that the Loewner energy of the curve - is
I¥() = D (arg f') + Dy (arg ) + 4log | £/(0) /(). (8.1)

(We have normalized so that f’(0) = 1 but we will keep it in the notation since (8.1)
holds more generally.)

4This assumption is only made for convenience, so that the curve 5 corresponds to time-index 0 in the
foliation. All results in this section hold for a general Weil-Petersson quasicircle 7 separating 0 from oco.
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Theorem 8.6. Let v be a Weil-Petersson quasicircle separating 0 from oo. Let p7 be
the measure associated to y. Then

16 S(p7) = I"(7) = 2log | f'(0) /1 (00)| < oo
Moreover, if p € N generates v as a leaf, then S(p?) < S(p).

Proof. By Lemma 8.5, the winding function associated to p? satisfies
1 1
Dele) == [ 1V9lgoldA:) + — [ 1Volkol” dA(2)
T J Dy T JD;

— 1/ ’Vﬂ[f”Q dA(Z)+71r/D* ’V’l?[h”sz(Z)

f// f/ 1 h// h/ 1 2
*/ ?‘T dA(z”%Dﬁ‘ﬁ*z A
f// 1 h// f/ 1 2
/ 2
_ % /* % — % dA(z)
712 "2
-~/ § aA@) + = [ 2] aa(z) + 210g]7/(0)/1 (o0)

= I"(y) — 2log | f'(0)/h/(c0)],

where we used (8.1) and Lemma 8.7 proved just below. Theorem 1.2 then implies the
identity. The claim S(p”) < S(p) follows from the fact that the foliation formed by the
equipotentials in D is generated by the zero energy measure for ¢ > 0, thus minimizes
the energy among all foliations in D, and the reversibility Theorem 8.2. 0

Lemma 8.7. We have the identity
fF T [ W1
Re [/ AVEE dA(z) + o\ TS dA(z)
12 h’(oo)‘

/ 2
/ H/* ; 7(0)

— — —| dA(z) =27 log
Proof. Consider f :=johojand h:=jo foj, the conformal maps associated to 7).
We have f/(0) = h'(c0)~! and

e 1) owase) |
file) (h'<1/z> n(1/z) ”)

and similarly for 2. We compute

h =z

1 i |2 1 B 2 %
IL(j(v))zﬁ/D“; dA(z) + = | |57| dA(2) +4dlog }{/’(( ))
Ny (N i ar 7(0)
_;/D* wWoh TS dA(z) + — /———Jr dA(z)+410g h’(oo)‘
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D

Since the Loewner energy of a Jordan curve is Mébius invariant, we have I*(y) = I*(j(7))
and we obtain the first equality. The second equality follows from Lemma 5.4 since ~
has Lebesgue measure zero. O

Combining Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 8.6, we obtain a new characterization of Weil—-
Petersson quasicircles.

Corollary 8.8. A Jordan curve vy separating 0 from oo is a Weil-Petersson quasicircle
if and only if v can be realized as a leaf in the foliation generated by a measure p with
S(p) < oo.

Corollary 8.9. The Loewner energies of the leaves generated by p are uniformly bounded
by 16 .S(p).

Proof. For all t € R, Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 8.6 imply
16 S(p) > 16 S(p") = I* () — 2log |f(0)] + 2log |h(c0)],

where fi, hy are the conformal maps associated to 7. On the other hand, Lemma 5.4
shows that
2log |hy(o0)| — 2log | f{(0)| > 0.

Thus, I*(v;) < 16 S(p) as claimed. O

Remark. Corollary 8.9 provides a way to generate and simulate Weil-Petersson quasi-
circles of bounded Loewner energy using a measure with controlled Loewner—Kufarev
energy. In fact, we obtain infinitely many such quasicircles for any given measure.

Remark. The Loewner energy I”(v) is invariant under Mobius transformations, and is
known to be a Kéahler potential for the Weil-Petersson metric defined on a subspace
To(1) of the universal Teichmiller space, see [61, Thm.II.4.1]. On the other hand,
log |f/(0)/Rh/(o0)| is only invariant under scaling and rotation which is consistent with
the fact that the Loewner—Kufarev equation has two marked points 0 and co on the
Riemann sphere. We also point out that log|f/(0)/h’(c0)| is a Kéhler potential for the
Velling-Kirillov metric on the universal Teichmiiller curve, a complex fiber bundle over
To(1), see [61, Thm.1.5.3].

8.3 Complex identity: Proof of Proposition 1.5

Recall that a Weil-Petersson quasicircle v separating 0 from oo is said to be compatible
with ¢ € WI})CZ if the winding function of v coincides with the trace ¢|, arclength-a.e.
Since v by assumption is compatible with Im ),

If1(z) = =9 (f(2) = = Imy"(f(2)), VzeD,
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and Lemma 8.5 also shows
I[h](z) = —Im " (h(2)), Vze D,

where Im ¥ 4+ Im ¢ is the orthogonal decomposition of Im ) with respect to C . v as
in (2.1). Hence we can write,

2f'(2)
f(2)

¢ = (Rewoerlog

E=v+iIlmyoh,

D +i(Imeo f+I[f](2) =u+ilmey° o f;

where
zf'(z) 2 (2)
f(z) h(z) |

Notice that log|zf'(z)/f(z)] is a harmonic conjugate of ¥[f], so they have the same

u:=Revyo f+log

, v:=Retyoh+log

Dirichlet energy. Therefore

Dp(¢) + Dp+(€) = Dp(u) + Pp(v) + De(Imy°)
= Dc(Re ) + De(Im ™) + “cross-terms” 4 De (Im ¢°)
= Dc(Re ) + De(Im ) + “cross-terms”

where the “cross-terms” come from expanding the Dirichlet integrals of v and v and
equal 2 times

f'(2)z
f(z)
It suffices to show that (8.2) vanishes. We will only prove it assuming that 7 is smooth.

The general case of a Weil-Petersson quasicircle can be deduced using an approximation
argument following exactly the same proof as [62, Thm. 3.1].

h(2)z
h(z)

/D<VRe¢of,Vlog

> dA(z) + <V Ret o h, Viog
ID)*

>dA(z). (8.2)

Using Stokes’ formula, the first term in (8.2) equals

f'(2)z
/BID) Re o f(2)0y log ) ‘ |dz|
= /8]]]) Re o f(2)0nlog|f'(2)||dz] + Re [/BD Re o f(2)0n <10g f(Z)> \dzq
=15 +1

where 0, is the normal derivative in the outward pointing direction. Using the formula
Onlog|f'(2)| = ka o f(2)|f'(2)] — kp(2) = ka o f(2)[f'(2)| — 1, where kg is the geodesic
curvature of JS) (see, e.g., [04, Appx. A]), we obtain

= [ Rep(wka(w)dw| - [ Rewo f(2)dz].
o0 oD
Using z|dz| = —idz, we have

f'(2)
f(2)

Inge/aDRe@DOf(z)z (— —|—i> |dz|
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f’(Z)

:Re/a iRetio () ()|dz]

iRey(w
o0 w

= Re d +/ Re o f(z)|dz].

The sum of I;, I and those integrals coming from the second term of (8.2) vanishes
since kq(y) = —kqo=(y) and the contour integral in I winds in the opposite direction for
Q and 2*. This concludes the proof. O

9 Conformal distortion formula

The goal of this section is to compute an explicit formula for the change of the Loewner—
Kufarev energy under conformal transformation of the foliation and prove Theorem 1.6
which combines Proposition 9.2 and Corollary 9.3.

We consider the following set up. Let p € N be such that

S[OI] /Lpt dt<OO

We write as before p; = v2(6)df. Suppose v is a conformal transformation that maps
K, onto another compact hull ¢)(K;) = K; C D, and is defined on a neighborhood U of
K in D which is mapped onto a neighborhood U of K; in D. Note that we always have
S' ¢ K by definition. See Figure 9.1. The image of the hulls (K; := w(Kt)) is driven
by a measure ¢t — ;. Note that j; may not be a probability measure since Dy := C ~ K

in general does not have conformal radius e .

U—w—ff

Figure 9.1: Conformal distortion of a foliation. The mapping v is conformal in a
neighborhood of the hull K generated by p, which is mapped to another hull K, generated
by a measure p. Proposition 9.2 computes the difference of the Loewner—Kufarev energies
of p and p.

Let (g: = f; V)ic1 and (§: = f; 1)i<1 be the corresponding uniformizing Loewner chains.
Let ¢y := g o1 o f;. Then 9, is a conformal map of U; := ¢(U ~ K;) onto U, :=
gt((]' ~ Kt). By the Schwarz reflection principle, ¢; extends to a holomorphic function
in a neighborhood of S*.

Lemma 9.1. For a.e. t € [0,1], py < d6. If we write py = 02(0)d0, then
7i (0r) = () v (0), (9.1)

where 6 € [0,27) joon satisfies e = 1y (e™).
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Proof. Let H; be the Herglotz integral of j;. Let 0 < r < 1 and consider for t € [0, 1]
the curve 7] = f;(rS') passing through f;(re?”) =: w. We can compute the normal
velocity of ¥ o4} at ¥ (w) in two ways. First starting from the velocity at w using that
1 is conformal: this gives 7|y (w)|| f{(re?)|Re Hy(re?); and second, directly from the
Loewner—Kufarev equation driven by p, which gives

[T, ((re™®)) Re PG (re®) |} (re™) |~y (re) H, (y(re™)).

Indeed, to see why these formulas hold, first note that a unit normal at w is

/ 0
9 i Ji(re)
n(v/ (")) = —e¥ =%, 0€10,2m).
( t( )) ]f{(?"ewﬂ [ )
Using the Loewner equation, we see that the normal velocity with respect to the curve
v/ (0) at time ¢ at the point w is
R DNV TTGE) el fi(re) Hy(re) e fl(re)
| fi (rei®)] | fi(re®)]
= 7| fl(re")|Re Hy(re').

Next, by definition ¥, = g, o ¢ o f;, so fy o = 1 o f. Since w = fi(re®’) we have
U (w) fl(re?) = fl(vi(re?))a)(re?) and the normal velocity of the image curve at v (w)
is

(O fe) (e(re™®))eify! (w) f1 (re?)
[/ (w)[[f{(re)]

_ g Yelre) Jl i re®)) Hy (i (re®)) e (w) £ (re?)

[/ (w)] 177 (re™)

VHy (1 (re™)
(re

—Re

|
et fi(wr(re’®) i (re®)

_ o Galre?) ()

T (e )i (re?)
P (rei® e P () T e
= [ (re )| R o]

We get

ez@wt ( 6149)

/ ' (re®) | Re tTew - :{ trew e
r|o! (w)|| f(re”) [Re Hy(re®) = | fi (¢ (re’”))[R ( 0 (re)]

iy (re’ )ﬁt(ﬂ}t(mw))> :

Note that H; is continuous on D and 1; extends to be holomorphic on a neighborhood of
S1. Moreover, as r — 1—, 04! (rei®)apy (re®®) /|1 (re?)| — 1. Since Re H; = 27 Pp[p¢], we
obtain that 5, < df and (9.1) by letting 7 — 1— and using the definition ¢; = (f;) " otpof,
and the chain rule. O

For the next statement, recall that Sf denotes the Schwarzian derivative of f.

Proposition 9.2. We have
~ 1 i i Lo~
L(p) = Lip) = 7 [, € S0u(e”)dpnl0) + ¢ (1] = o).

52



Note that by conjugating v; by a Mo6bius transformation mapping D to H, one sees that
208y () € R.

Proof. We use the same notation as in Lemma 9.1. Differentiating (9.1) with respect to
0, we obtain using 90;/00 = |}(e?)| that

. 0 [y1(e”)
700/ [0i(e?)| = vi(0) + Mw»

Plugging this into the expression for L(p;), we get
N 1/ ; 1 A i \?
L) = 5 [ 70200 = 3 [ otwe)? ey a0 = 3 [ (vh+ L) ao

2]
e St L (45

Integrating
%Rt _ (é%\dé)Q]
|44 ARV

over St against df gives 0. It follows that L(p;) — L(p:) equals

1 %mm (wwf 1/ 2 [931v)] %wwy
— d0+ vy df = —— V. — = dé.
2 Js1 [v)] A sl 2\

Using |y (2)| = ¢¥(2)z/1+(z) and 0y = iz0,, we compute

DI _ i2ot0glui(a) == (L6 - S+ 1)

2
+ v

g || a1y
15) [Vz ] =2l
“U Tl ST

¥:(2)] i
and
R ER R (IR R R e
2 ol "
SRR RS B &
Moreover,
O[3 (-3
(o) (- )
We obtain

Tt -2 - (- G
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2 I\ 2 /(2
.2 e 1__2 1 — |3y
= —2*Syy 5 ('[ﬂt) —|—2— Z Swt+72 .

Combining these computations, we get

1 il 3 (el
L(pt) — L(pt) = _1/51 vi(6) [ T@Zﬁt' ~3 < |9%|Z:f|t|> ] d¢

_ 1 2 2i6 ’%’2_1
_4/81%(9)[6 Stpe+ | a0

= 111/31 v2(0)e?0 Sy (e?) dh + é (/31 72(0)df — /51 v2(0) d9> ,

where we used (9.1) in the last equality and

[ viOnwias = [ se1eas= [ oe)ds
51 s1 51
which completes the proof. O

Corollary 9.3. We have
- Lot 2 i0 1 </
Sou(®) = Sou(e) = [ [ *0Suleou(6) dbat + 5 (loggi0) 1) (92)

Proof. The formula follows by integrating (9.1), using fol |pe|dt = 1 and fol |pe|dt =
log g1 (0). O

Remark. The Brownian loop measure is a conformally invariant o-finite measure on
Brownian loops in the plane [34,35]. The conformal distortion formula of Theorem 1.6
can be interpreted in terms of Brownian loop measures: namely, S1(p)—S54(p) also equals
the difference between the Brownian loop measure of those loops in D that intersect both
K; and D~ U and the measure of those loops in D that intersect both K and D~ U.
We will prove this in a forthcoming paper with Lawler. For now we just remark that this
interpretation immediately implies that the energy difference depends only on the hulls
at time 1 and not on the foliation, a fact that is not immediately apparent from (9.2).

10 Further comments and open problems

We will now indicate further implications and interpretations as well as open problems
suggested by our results.

Random conformal geometry and mating-of-trees. We begin by discussing con-
nections to ideas in random conformal geometry, see in particular [18,39], which served
as inspiration for the formulation of our main result, Theorem 1.2. We will also speculate
on how to formulate stochastic versions of some of the results obtained in this paper but
we do not make rigorous statements here.

Let (B;)ier be the rotation-invariant two-sided Brownian motion on S' and suppose
k > 0. Whole-plane SLE, is the random (whole-plane) Loewner chain generated by
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the measure p(dfdt) = dp,,(0)dt € N, where dp,, is the Dirac mass at By and dt is
Lebesgue measure on R. When x > 8, the hull is generated by a space-filling curve
growing in C from oo towards 0, see [18]. The Loewner—Kufarev energy is infinite in the
case of SLE, since a Dirac mass is not an absolutely continuous measure. However, an
easy generalization of the main result of [5] shows that the Loewner—Kufarev energy is
the large deviation rate function of whole-plane SLE.,. Roughly speaking, as k — oo,

P{Whole-plane SLE, domains stay close to (D;)iecr} = exp (—£S(p)) (10.1)

where (Dy)ier is the family of domains of any deterministic whole-plane Loewner chain
with driving measure p. See [5, Thm. 1.2] for a precise statement in the unit disk setup.
On the other hand, the Loewner energy I” of a Jordan curve can be expressed in terms
of Dirichlet energies, see (1.1), and it is believed to be the large deviation rate function
of the SLEy, loop: as k — O+

P {SLE, loop stays close to v} ~ exp (—IL(’}/)//{) (10.2)

where v is a given deterministic Jordan curve. See [13,03] for precise statements in
chordal settings. Furthermore, it is well-known that the Dirichlet energy is the large
deviation rate function for the Gaussian free field, see [15, Thm. 3.4.12].

SLE processes enjoy a duality property with respect to replacing x by 16/ [17,37,08].
Roughly speaking, an SLE,; curve describes locally the outer boundary of an SLEg/,
hull when k < 4. The mating-of-trees theorem [15] further explores this duality and the
interplay with an underlying Liouville quantum gravity field. (See also, e.g., [1] and the
references therein for some recent progress in this direction.) An impressionistic picture is
as follows. A pair of “mated” space-filling trees whose branches are formed by SLE-like
curves are constructed as flowlines of an Gaussian field and a coupled whole-plane chordal
space-filling SLE;g,,, curve from oo to oo traces the interface between the pair of trees.
One can speculate that the union of the pair of trees degenerate to a foliation as k — O+
(and 16/k — +00) and the mating-of-trees coupling suggests that the large deviation
rate functions of the coupled processes should match in this limit. Combining this with
the heuristic formulas (10.1) and (10.2) led us to guess Theorem 1.2 where the factor 16
is consistent with the SLE xk <> 16/~ duality.

However, the setup of [18] uses whole-plane chordal Loewner evolution so the space-filling
SLE there runs from oo to co, whereas the whole-plane radial SLE runs from oo to 0.
A coupling of radial SLE with the Gaussian free field is described in [39], but we are
not aware of results similar to the mating-of-trees theorem in the current literature
for the setting we work in. Our results, in particular Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2, and
Proposition 1.5 provide analytical evidence for a radial mating-of-trees theorem.

Using the dictionary we outlined in [62, Sec. 1.3 and 3.4], we may speculate that the
following statements should hold. For small x > 0, run a space filling whole-plane
SLE6/, on an appropriate “quantum sphere” assumed to be independent of the SLE.
(A quantum sphere can be described by a Gaussian free field with additional logarithmic
singularities and an attached transformation law.) If the SLE process is run up to time
t, the unvisited part and visited part of the quantum sphere form two independent
“quantum disks” (which are also defined starting from a Gaussian free field) conformally
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welded along the frontier of the whole-plane SLEg,,, which itself is an SLE,-type loop.
The two “quantum disks” are each decorated with an independent radial SLEq/, curve,
and the two SLEg/,, curves are independent conditionally on the position of the tip
at time t. Varying ¢, we expect the separating SLE,-type loops to form a (fractal)
foliation-like family that sweeps out the twice punctured sphere. This foliation-like
process also encodes the whole-plane SLE;g,,, evolution. The real part of the complex
field in Proposition 1.5 reflects the metric/measure structure of the quantum sphere,
whereas the imaginary part encodes the fractal foliation-like process, hence the trajectory
of the space filling SLE.

Whole-plane radial SLE Reversibility. Let us next comment on the reversibility of the
Loewner—Kufarev energy, Theorem 1.3. An analogous result about the reversibility of the
Loewner energy can be explained (and proved) by SLEq large deviations considerations
combined with the fact that chordal SLE is reversible [69] for small , see [63]. Chordal
SLE is however not reversible for k > 8, and it is not known whether whole-plane SLE,
for k > 8 is reversible or not. (For x < 8, reversibility was established in [39, 70].)
Therefore Theorem 1.3 cannot be predicted from the SLE point of view given currently
known results, but it does on the other hand suggest that reversibility for whole-plane
radial SLE might hold for large x as well.

Update: In the time since our paper first appeared, proofs of large s reversibility for
whole-plane SLE and a radial mating-of-trees theorem have appeared |3, 0].

Whole-plane chordal Loewner—Kufarev energy. One can ask about a version of our
results in chordal settings. The most natural one is the whole-plane chordal version, where
the family of curves all pass through oo and foliate the plane C as t ranges from —oo to oo,
as in the mating-of-trees theorem. When x — 0o, the whole-plane chordal SLE, Loewner
chain converges to the constant identity map for all time ¢. Therefore, renormalization is
needed to obtain both a non-trivial limit and a meaningful large deviation result. (This
is one reason to work in the radial setup here as well as in [5].) One way to proceed
is to conformally map the two punctures (0 and co) in our whole-plane (radial) setup
to y and oo then let y — oco. The third complex degree of freedom (ranging in a non
compact space) in the choice of conformal automorphism of the Riemann sphere needs
to be chosen carefully to obtain a clean statement.

Foliation loops in Weil-Petersson Teichmiiller space. Recall that any quasicircle
~ separating 0 from oo can be identified with an element of universal Teichmiiller space
T(1) ~ Méb(S1)\ QS(S!) via (the equivalence class of) its welding homeomorphism
Oy = h~'o f|g1. The subspace Ty(1) corresponding to Weil-Petersson quasicircles has
an infinite dimensional Kéhler-Einstein manifold structure when equipped with the Weil—
Petersson metric, see [61]. Theorem 1.1 shows that any p with S(p) < oo generates a
foliation (7)ier of Weil-Petersson quasicircles which can be considered as elements of
To(1) via their welding homeomorphisms. So the Loewner evolution of p generates a
dynamical process on Ty(1). Theorem 1.4 shows that there exists such a family (obtained
by interpolating by equipotentials) passing through any given element of 7j(1). It is not
too hard to show that it corresponds to a continuous loop t — [¢,,] in Tp(1) starting and
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ending at the origin [Idgi]. We believe the class of loops in Tp(1) coming from measures
with S(p) < oo may be of interest to study. For instance, a natural question concerns
how the length of a loop is related to S(p). The example in Section 4.3 shows that
one can have S(p) > 0 while the corresponding loop is trivial, so one can only hope for
an upper bound in terms of S(p). One can further ask for properties of the minimal
energy (equipotential) path to a given element. Another interesting question concerns
how transformations on p affects a path in Tp(1), and vice versa.

“Foliations” in hyperbolic 3-space. Since Mobius transformations of C extend to
isometries of the hyperbolic 3-space H? (whose boundary at oo is identified with the
Riemann sphere (@) and being a Weil-Petersson quasicircle is a Moébius invariant property,
it is natural to try to relate our foliations by Weil-Petersson quasicircles to objects in
H3. In [2], it is shown that every Jordan curve bounds at least one minimal disk in
H3, and [3] shows that a Jordan curve is a Weil-Petersson quasicircle if and only if any
such minimal disk in H? has finite total curvature. For example, when 7 is a circle, the
unique minimal surface is the totally geodesic surface, namely the hemisphere bounded
by ~. Although the minimal disk for a given boundary curve may not be unique in
general, [54, Thm. B] and a bound on the quasiconformal constant of the Weil-Petersson
quasicircle together imply uniqueness when the Loewner energy of « is small enough.
Hence, for sufficiently small S(p), Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 8.9 imply that the foliation
(7t)ter uniquely determines a family of minimal disks of finite total curvature (X;)ier
in H3, where ¥; is bounded by the leaf v;. We believe that the family (X;);cr forms a
smooth foliation of H? in this case. Such families of minimal surfaces seem interesting
to study in their own right and, by embedding into a dynamical family, could be useful
in the analysis of minimal surfaces in H? bounded by Weil-Petersson quasicircles and in
deriving a rigorous AdS3;/CFTy holographic principle.
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