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Abstract

An annulus SLE, trace tends to a single point on the target circle, and the
density function of the end point satisfies some differential equation. Some mar-
tingales or local martingales are found for annulus SLE,, SLEg and SLEg /3. From
the local martingale for annulus SLE4 we find a candidate of discrete lattice model
that may have annulus SLE4 as its scaling limit. The local martingale for annulus
SLEg/3 is similar to those for chordal and radial SLEg /3. But it seems that annulus
SLEg/3 does not satisfy the restriction property.

1 Introduction

Schramm-Loewner evolution (SLE) is a family of random growth processes invented by
O. Schramm in [T2] by connecting Loewner differential equation with a one-dimentional
Browinian motion. SLE depend on a single parameter x > 0, and behaves differently
for different value of k. Schramm conjectured that SLE(2) is the scaling limit of some
loop-erased random walks (LERW) and proved his conjuecture with some additional
assumptions. He also suggested that SLE(6) and SLE(8) should be the scaling limits of
certain discrete lattice models.

After Schramm’s paper, there were many papers working on SLE. In the series of
papers HE]|[B][6], the locality property of SLE(6) was used to compute the intersection
exponent of plane Brwonian motion. In [T4], SLE(6) was proved to be the scaling limit
of the cite percolation explorer on the triangle lattice. It was proved in [7] that SLE(2) is
the scaling limit of the corresponding loop-erased random walk (LERW), and SLE(8) is
the scaling limit of some uniform spanning tree (UST) Peano curve. SLE(4) was proved
to be the scaling limit of the harmonic exploer in [I3]. SLE(8/3) satisfies restriction
property, and was conjectured in [§ to be the scaling limit of some self avoiding walk
(SAW). Chordal SLE(k, p) processes were also invented in [§], and they satisfy one-sided
restriction property. For basic properties of SLE, see [T1], [3], [T6], [15].
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The SLE invented by O. Schramm has a chordal and a radial version. They are all
defined in simply connected domains. In [I7], a new version of SLE, called annulus SLE,
was defined in doubly connected domains as follows.

For p > 0, let the annulus

Ay={zeC:e? <z <1},

and the circle
C,={z€C:|z|=¢"}

Then A, is bounded by C, and Cy. Let £(¢), 0 < t < p, be a real valued continuous
function. For z € A,, solve the annulus Loewner differential equation

Orpr(2) = 01(2)Spi(pe(2)/ exp(i€(t))), 0 <t <p, wo(z) =2, (1)

where for r > 0,
N

. e 4
S,(2) = Jim > o

For 0 <t < p, let K; be the set of z € A, such that the solution ¢,(z) blows up before or
at time ¢. Then for each 0 < ¢ < p, ¢ maps A, \ K; conformally onto A, ;, and maps C,
onto C,_;. We call K; and ¢, respectively, 0 < ¢ < p, the annulus LE hulls and maps,
respectively, of modulus p, driven by £(¢), 0 < ¢t < p. If (£(t)) = V/kB(t), 0 <t < p,
where k > 0 and B(t) is a standard linear Brownian motion, then K; and ¢;, 0 <t < p,
are called standard annulus SLE, hulls and maps, respectively, of modulus p. Suppose
D is a doubly connected domain with finite modulus p, @ is a boundary point and C
is a boundary component of D that does not contain a. Then there is f that maps A,
conformally onto D such that f(1) =a and f(C,) = C. Let K;, 0 <t < p, be standard
annulus SLE, hulls. Then (f(K}),0 <t < p) is called an annulus SLE,(D;a — C) chain.

It is known in [I7] that annulus SLE, is weakly equivalent to radial SLE,. so from
the existence of radial SLE,, trace, we know the existence of a standard annulus SLE,
trace, which is 3(t) = o, ' (exp(i&(t))), 0 < ¢t < p. Almost surely 3 is a continuous curve
in A,, and for each t € [0,p), K; is the hull generated by 3((0,1]), i.e., the complement
of the component of A, \ 5((0,¢]) whose boundary contains C,. It is known that when
k=2or k=6, lim,_,, 3(¢) exists and lies on C, almost surely. In this paper, we prove
that this is true for any x > 0. And we discuss the density function of the distribution
of the limit point. The density function should satisfy some differential equation.

When k=2, 8/3, 4, 6, or 8, radial and chordal SLE, satisfy some special properties.
Radial SLEg satisfies locality property. Since annulus SLEg is (strongly) equivalent to
radial SLEg, so annulus SLEg also satisfies the locality property. Annulus SLE, is the
scaling limit of the corresponding loop-erased random walk. In this paper, we discuss
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the cases k = 4, 8, and 8/3. We find martingales or local martingales for annulus SLE,
in each of these cases. From the local martingale for annulus SLE,, we may construct
a harmonic explorer whose scaling limit is annulus SLE,. The martingales for annulus
SLEg/3 are similar to the martingales for radial and chordal SLEg/3;, which are used
to show that radial and chordal SLEg/3 satisfy the restriction property. However, the
martingales for annulus SLEg/3 does not help us to prove that annulus SLEg/3 satisfies
the restriction property. On the contrary, it seems that annulus SLEg/3 does not satisfy
the restriction property.

2 Annulus Loewner Evolution in the Covering Space

We often lift the annulus Loewner evolution to the covering space. Let e’ denote the
map z — €% Forp > 0,let S, = {2 € C:0 < Imz < p}, R, = ip+ R, and
H,(z) = +S,(¢!(2)). Then S, = (¢')"1(A,) and R, = (¢!)~1(C,). Solve

Oipu(2) = Hp(pi(2) — £(1)), ¢o(2) = = (2)

For 0 <t < p, let K, be the set of z € S, such that ¢;(z) blows up before or at time
t. Then for each 0 <t < p, ¢y maps S, \ K, conformally onto S,_;, and maps R, onto
R,—:. And for any k € Z, ¢(z + 2km) = oi(2) + 2km. We call K, and 0, 0 <t <p, the
annulus LE hulls and maps, respectively, of modulus p in the covering space, driven by
£(t), 0 <t < p. Then we have K; = (') (K;) and €’ o @, = ;0 €', If (£(t))o<t<p has
the law of (v/KB(t))o<t<p, then K, and 0, 0 <t < p, are called standard annulus SLE,
hulls and maps, respectively, of modulus p in the covering space.

It is clear that H, is an odd function. It is analytic in C except at the set of simple
poles {2km +i2mr : k,m € Z}. And at each pole zy, the principle part is Z_—2ZO For each
ze€C, H(2+27m) =H,(z), and H,(2 +i2r) = H,(z) — 2i.

Let - -

fr(z) = erﬂz/r(zr 2).

Then f, is an odd function. It is analytic in C except at the set of simple poles {z € C :
1Tz = 2km +i2mn®/r, for some k,m € Z} = {2mm —i2kr : m,k € Z}. And at each pole
2o, the principle part is —=. We then compute

z—2z0 "

folz +27) = igHﬂ/T(igz +ion?)r) = ig(Hﬂz/r(igz) — %) = f,(2) + zg;

7r T T ™
r 2r) = i—Hz2 ) (1—2 — 2 =i1—Hz,(i—2) = [, .
fr(z +1i2r) i~ Hyey (zrz ) i~ Hrz (zrz) fr(2)



Let g.(2) = f,(2) — H,.(2). Then g, is an odd entire function, and satisfies
gr(z+2m) = gr(2) + 2m/r,  gr(z+i2r) = go(2) + 21,

for any z € C. Thus ¢,(z) = z/r. So we have

s z

H, (2) = fi() = gr(2) = io Hap(i72) = = (3)

r

3 Long Term Behaviors of Annulus SLE Trace

In this section we fix K > 0 and p > 0. Let ¢, and K;, 0 <t < p, be the annulus LE
maps and hulls, respectively, of modulus p driven by ¢ (t) = VEB(t), 0 <t < p. Let ¢
and K; be the corresponding annulus LE maps and hulls in the covering space. Let [5(t)

be the corresponding annulus SLE, trace.
Let Zi(2) = @4(z) — £(t). Then we have

dZ(z) = Hy_(Z(2))dt — \/kdB(t).

Let Wi(z) = ;% Zi(2). Then W; maps (Sp\f(t, R,) conformally onto (S;,R,). From Ito’s
formula and equation (B]) we have

_ mdZy(z)  wZ(z)  w/RdB(t) s Z(2)
W) = T o=y Ty e Z(2)

T/ kdB(t) T .7
- + }
p—1 p—t p—t
T/ KdB(t im> _
e t( ) e G A
2

Now we change variables as follows. Let s = u(t) = 72/(p —t). Then u'(t) = n%/(p —t)%.

.
H7r2/(p—t) (’lm Zt(Z))dt

For m2/p < s < 00, let /Ws(z) = Wy-1(5(2). Then there is a standard one dimensional
Brownian motion (Bi(s),s > m2/p) such that

dW,(2) = V/rd B, (s) + iH, (iW,(2))ds,

Let 3,(2) = Wy(z) — vEBi(s). Then 0,3,(2) = iH,(iW,(2)). Let X,(z) = Re W, (2).

I~

For z € R,, we have W(2), ps(z) € Ry, so W,(z) = X,(2) + im. Thus for z € R,,

M 6X5(Z) _ €2ks
OsRe B,(2) = Re 0,3,(2) = Re (iH,(i(X,(2) +im))) = lim Y

M—o0 " eXs(2) 4 e2ks”

(4)



Note that /Ws’(z) = @l(2). So for z € R,

o0 26XS(Z 2ks "
0:9,(= Z (X +62ks)2908(z)’

which implies that
+oo 26Xs(z)e2ks

95 In|@(2)] = Z (eXe(2) 1 e2hs)2” (5)
k

Lemma 3.1 For every z € R,, X,(2) is not bounded on [7?/p,00) almost surely.

Proof. Suppose the lemma is not true. Then there is 2y € R, and a > 0 such that the
probability that |X,(z9)| < a for all s € [7%/p, o) is positive. Let X, denote X,(2).

Then we have
‘ M eXs _ o2ks
dX, = rdBy(s) + | lim_ > ol K

Let T, be the first time that | X,| = a. If such time does not exist, then let T, = co. Let
f(z) = [* _cosh(s/2)""*ds. Then f maps R onto (0,C(k)) for some C(k) < oo, and
f'(xz) = cosh(z/2)~**. So f'(x)57 + 5f"(x) = 0. Let U, = f(X,). Then

AU, = f'(X,)dX, + g F1(X,)ds

! s M s s
= POX)VRABI(s) + F/(X,) T [ S0 et — e +Zﬂ s
s s Moo eXS + €2ks €XS 4 ezks

Py k=1
ad 2 sinh (X
= fI(X)VrdB:(s) + f'(X,) kz COSh(g;:;?jL(cos)h(Xs)dS'

Let v(s) f2/ FI(X)2dt for 72 /p < s < Ty, Let T, = v(T,). For 0 < r < T, let
U, = Uy-1(). Then

> 2 sinh(val(,‘))

~ . / -1
dU, = VkdBs(r) + f'(Xy-1()) kz:; cosh(2ks) + cosh(X,-1(,))

dr,

where By (r) is another standard one dimensional Brownian motion. And T, is a stopping
time w.r.t. Bo(r). Let

- = 2sinh(X,-14) )
A(r) = f{(Xy-10)) kZ cosh(2ks) + cosh(X,-1()’
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M(r) = exp (— /0 " A(s)V/rdBa(s) — g /0 TA(S)%ZS) .

For 0 <7 < Ty, | Xy1m] < @, 50 |f/(Xy149) "] < cosh(a/2)%*. And

i 2 sinh(X,-1¢,) < i 2sinh(a) 4sinh(a)'
“— cosh(2ks) + cosh(X,-1()) | ~ £ e2ks /2 e —1
Thus the Nivikov’s condition
B [exp(5 /0 " A(s)2ds)] < oo

is satisfied. Let P denote the original measure for By(r). Define Q on ]?Ta such that
dQ (w) = Mz (w)dP (w). Then (U,,0 < r < T,) is a one dimensional Brownian motion
started from 0 and stopped at time fa w.r.t. the probability law Q. For 0 < s < T,
1X,| < a, so |f(X,| > cosh(a/2)~%*. Thus if T, = oo, then 7, = oo too. From
the hypothesis of the proof, P{T, = oo} > 0, so P{T, = oo} > 0. Since (U,,0 <
r < fa) is a one dimensional Brownian motion w.r.t. Q, so on the event that fa =
00, Q{limsup,_,|U,| < co} = 0. Thus Q{limsup,_,|U,| = co} > 0. Since P
and Q are equivalent probability measures, so P {limsup __ |(7}| = oo} > 0. Thus
P {limsup,_,, |Us;| = oo} > 0. This contradicts the fact that for all s € [7?/p, c0),

Us € (0,C(k)) and C(k) < oco. Thus the hypothesis is wrong, and the proof is completed.
O

From this lemma and the definition of X}, we know that for any z € R, (Re p¢(z) —
VEB(t))/(p — t) is not bounded on ¢t € [0,p) a.s.. Since for any k € Z and z € R,
0i(2) — 2km = @y(2 — 2km), so (Re@y(z) — 2km — \/kB(t)))/(p — t) = (Re gy(2 — 2km) —
VEB(t))/(p —t) is not bounded on t € [0, p) a.s., which implies that X (z) — 2ks is not
bounded on s € [7%/p, 00) a.s..

Lemma 3.2 For every z € R, almost surely limg_,o, Xs(2)/s exists and the limit is an
odd integer.

Proof. Fix ¢y € (0,1/2) and zy € R,. Let X, denote X (z). There is b > 0 such
that the probability that |\/kB(t)| < b+ eot for any ¢ > 0 is greater than 1 — gy. Since
coth(x/2) — £1 as x € R and © — +o0, so there is R > 0 such that when +z > R,
+coth(z/2) > 1 —¢p. Let T = R+ b+ 1. If for any s > 0, |X; — 2ks| < T for some
k = k(s) € Z, then there is kg € Z such that | X — 2kgs| < T for all s > T. From the
argument after Lemma Bl the probability of this event is 0. Let sy be the first time
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that | X, — 2ks| > T for all k € Z. Then s is finite almost surely. There is ky € Z
such that 2kgso + 71 < X5, < 2(ko + 1)sg — T'. Let s be the first time after sy such that
X5 = 2kos + R or Xy = 2(ko + 1)s — R. Let s; = oo if such time does not exist. For
s € [s0, 51), we have X, € [2kos+ R, 2(ko+1)s— R]. Note that (e® —e?%)/(e®+¢e%*¢) — F1
as k — +oo. So

M ) ko+M .
) 6Xé _ 62ks ) 6Xé _ e2ks
lim E ————— =2k + lim E T T
M—o0 6X5 + €2ks M—oc0 6X5 + €2ks
k=—M k=ko—M

M eXs—2kos _ o

= 2k lim g .
o+ M—oo | ’ 6X5_2k05 + 62]5

j==

258

X, —2kps, & 2 sinh(X, — 2kgs)
=2k th(—————
o+ coth( 2 ) ; cosh(2js) + cosh(X; — 2kos)
X, — 2k
> 2ko + coth(2 0%y S ok 11— gy
and . y
. 6XS o 62ks ' 6X5—2(k0+1)s o e2js
]\}ILHOO kZM oXs 1 o2k 2(ko+1) + A}gnoo 'ZM oXa—2ko+1)s | o2js
— e

X, —2(ko+1 > 2sinh(X, — 2(kg + 1
= 2ko + 2 4 coth( (ko + >S)+Zcosh( sinl (ko + 1)a)

2 2js) + cosh(Xy — 2(ko + 1)s)

j=1

X, — 2(ko+ 1
< 2k + 2 + coth( (2°+ )s

) < 2ko+ 24 (—=1+¢9) =2ko + 1+ <.
From equation (@), we have that for s € [sg, 1),
(2ko +1 —e0)(s — so) < RePs(20) — Re @s,(20) < (2ko + 1+ ¢0)(s — so).

Note that Xs = Re @s(z0) —v/kB1(s), and (v/£B1(s)—+/kBi(s0), s > s¢) has the same dis-
tribution as (v/kB(s—sp),s > so). Let Ej, denote the event that |\/kBi(s) —+/kB1(so)| <
b+ eo(s — sp) for all s > s5. Then P (E) > 1 —¢p. And on the event Ej, we have

(2/{50 +1-— 50)(8 — SQ) —b— 80(8 — S()) S Xs — ng

< (2/{?0 +1 +Eo)($ — So) + b+€0($ — SQ),

from which follows that

Xs < Xso + (2]{70 + 1+ 80)(8 — S(]) +b+ 80(8 — So)
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< Q(ko + 1)30 - T+ (2k0 + 1+ 80)(8 — So) +b+ 60(8 — SQ)
=2(ko+1)s—T+b—(1—2e0)(s—50) <2(ko+1)s—R—1

and

Xs > Xop+ (2ko+1—e0)(s — s0) —b—eo(s — so)

Z 2]{?080 + T + (2]{30 +1-— 80)(8 — SQ) —b-— E()(S - S())

:2]{708+T—b—|—(1 —280)(8—80) > 2]{308+R+1
So on the event Ej, we have s; = oo, which implies that 2kgs + R < X, < 2(kg+1)s — R
for all s > s¢, and so OsRe @s(20) € (2ko + 1 — €9, 2kg + 1 + &¢) for all s > s5. Thus the
event that

2ko + 1 — o < liminf Re ps(20)/s < limsup Re @4(z0)/s < 2ko + 1 + £
S—00

S$—00
has probability greater than 1 —¢gy. Since we may choose g9 > 0 arbitrarily small, so a.s.

lim, o, Re Ps(20)/s exists and the limit is 2kg 4+ 1 for some kg € Z. The proof is now
finished by the facts that X,(z9) = Re ps(20) + vk B1(s) and lim, o Bi(s)/s =0. O

Let
m_ =sup{z € R: lim X (z +ip)/s < —1}
S§—00

and
my = inf{x € R: lim X (x +ip)/s > 1}.
5—00

Since X,(z1 + ip) < Xs(wo + ip) if 17 < x9, so we have m_ < m. If the event that
m_ < m, has a positive probability, then there is a € R such that the event that
m_ < a < m, has a positive probability. From the definitions, m_ < a < m_ implies
that lim, o Xs(a+1ip)/s € (—1,1), which is an event with probability 0 by Lemma B2
This contradiction shows that m_ = my a.s.. Let m =m,. Forany t € [0,p), z € Sp\[?t
and k € Z, since ¢ (z + 2km) = @4(z) + 2km, so Zi(z + 2kn) = Zy(2) + 2km, then we
have Wy(z + 2km) = Wi(z) + 2kn?/(p — t). Thus X,(z + 2k7) = X,(z) + 2ks for any
s € [1?/p,00), z €S, \ kp_ﬂz/s and k € Z. If € (m + 2km,m + 2(k + 1)m) for some
k € Z, then x — 2kmr > m and x — 2(k + 1)m < m. So
Sli_)r}r)loXs(Q: +ip)/s = lim (Xs(z — 2k7 +ip) + 2ks)/s > 2k + 1

S§—00

and

1i_>m Xs(x+1ip)/s = 1i_>m (Xs(x —2(k+ )7 +ip) +2(k+ 1)s)/s < 2k + 1.

Therefore lim,_,o, Xs(x +ip)/s =2k + 1.
Let K, = Up<i<pk; and K, = Up<ipK;. Then K, = ¢(K,), and so K, = €'(K,).
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Lemma 3.3 K,NC, = {e P} almost surely.

Proof. We first show that m + ip € I?p. If this is not true, then there is a,b > 0
such that the distance between [m — a + ip, m + a + ip| and K, is greater than b for all
t € [0,p). From the definition of m, we have X (m 4+ a + ip) — +oo as s — oco. Thus
Re ps(m+a+ip) — Re ps(m — a+ip) — oo as s — 00. So there is ¢(s) € (m—a,m+a)
such that @ (c(s) +ip) — oo as s — oo. Since @ maps (S, \ kp_ﬂz/s,Rp) conformally
onto (S;,R;), so by Koebe’s 1/4 theorem, the distance between c¢(s) + ip and I?p_ﬂz/s

tends to 0 as s — oo. This is a contradiction. Thus m +ip € K.

Now fix z1 < o € (m,m + 27). Then X (z; +ip)/s = 1 as s — oo for j = 1,2. So
there is sg such that X (x; +ip) € (s/2,35/2) for s > sp and j = 1,2. So if g € |21, x2]
and s > sg, then X (xg + ip) € (s/2,3s/2), and so

+oo eXs (:c()-‘,-zp 2ks
§ § e2ks Xs(zo+ip) + 2 eXs zo+ip)—2ks
(eXS (zo+ip) + e2ks
k=—o00 k=—00
0 +oo —5/2 —5/2
2ks—s/2 3s/2—2ks _ 26 2e
< e + e = < -
= 2 [— % S 1o
——00 =

From equation (H), for all s > s,

4e=s/?

~/ .
s In [ (o +ip)| < 1_ c—2n%/p’

which implies that

86_80/2

In|@, (o +ip)| < |, (zo + ip)| + T o

So there is M < oo such that |} (zg + ip)| < M for all 29 € [z1, 2] and s > sp. From
Koebe’s 1/4 theorem, we see that K; is uniformly bounded away from [z + ip, 2 + ip]

for t € [0,p). Thus [z + ip, 22 + ip] N K = (). Since e 71 < @3 are chosen arbitrarily from

(m, m+2m), so (m+zp,m+27r+zp)ﬂK = (). Thus K, pN[m+ip, m+2m+ip) = {m+ip}.
Since C, = €'([m + ip,m + 27 +ip)), so K,NC, = {e (m+ip)} = {ePrm}. O

Lemma 3.4 Foreverye € (0,1), there is Cy > 0 depending on e such that if ¢ € (0, li’(r )]

and Ly, 0 <t < q, are standard annulus SLE,, hulls of modulus q, then the probability
that Up<i<q Ly C {€* : |Rez| < Coq} is greater than 1 — .



Proof. Let ¢y = 7. Suppose q € (0, q]. Let L; and ¢4, 0 < t < ¢, be the annulus LE

hulls and maps of modulus q driven by /kB(t), 0 <t < q. Let L; and 4y, 0 < t < ¢, be
the corresponding annulus LE hulls and maps in the covering space. There is b = b(g) > 0
such that the probability that |\/kB(t)| < b+ t/4 for all ¢ > 0 is greater than 1 — ¢.
Let R = In(64) and Cy = (R4 b+ 1)/m. Let so = 72/q. Let Zy(2) = Uy(2) — VEB(2),
Wi(z) = 7Zi(2)/(q — t) for 0 < t < q. Let W,(2) = W,_z2/5(2) for sy < s < 00. Then
there is another standard one dimensional Brownian motion Bj(s), s > sg, such that 1Zs
defined by 1,(2) = W,(2) + \/kB(s) satisfies

eWs (2) + e2ks

Ws(z) _ p2ks
e e

for sp < s < co. Let E. be the event that |\/kBi(s) — VEB1(s0)] < b+ (s — so)/4 for
all s > so. Then P (E.) > 1 —¢. Fix 2y € S; with Coq < Rezy < 21 — Cyq. We claim
that in the event K., @Zt(zo) never blows up for 0 < ¢ < ¢. If this claim is justified, then
on the event E., zy &€ Lt for any 0 <t < ¢ and 2z € S, with Cpqg < Rezy < 27 — C’oq
So U0<t<th is disjoint from {z € C : Cypqg < Rez < 27 — Cyq}. Since L, = ¢ (Lt)

Uo<i<qLyq is disjoint from {e* : Chq < Rez < 21 — Coq} on the event E.. Then we are

done.
Assume the event E.. Let Z; denote Zi(zp), W; denote Wi(z), Wy denote Wi(2),

and @S denote 123(20). If Jt(zo) blows up at time t, < ¢, then Z; — 2kx for some k € 7Z
ast — t,. Then W, —2ks — 0 as s — 72/(q—t.). Since Re Zy = Re 2 € [Coq, 2m — Cyq],
SO ﬁ/\so =Wy € [Comr, 250 — Com] C (R, 2590 — R), and so there is a first time s; > s¢ such
that Re /Wsl € {R,2s; — R}. Then for s € [sg, $1], we have Re /Ws € [R,2s — R|. Then

M W 2ks W 2ks o0 W 2ks
s _'_ e s + e s _'_ e
|J\/1[1£>noo Z WS 2ks _1| - Z | |+Z| WS 2ks |
e € k=—o0 k=1 © €
0 00 0 00
2 2 4 4
< - = - = < 5 a7 a1 o N
- Z |6W3_2k5| -1 + Z |62k5—w5| -1~ Z efi—2ks + Z e2ks—(2s—R)
k=—o00 k=1 k=—o00 k=1
< 8e”" - < 16e7 " < 1
—e- 4’

where we use the fact that e % < L o and ™2 < ¢72% — ¢ —27%/q <e —2%/q0 < 1 . Thus

—_

(Wi, = Way) = (51— $0)| < |[(Whs, — U0) — (81— 80)| + [VEB1(51) — VKB (s0)]
< (s1—80)/4+ b+ (51— 80)/4=b~+ (s1 — 80)/2.
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Then we have
ReW,, > ReW,, + (s1 — s0) — b — (s1— 50)/2 > Com + (s1 — $0)/2 — b > R
and
ReWs1 < Re/VI?sO + (51— 80) + b+ (81— 80)/2 <289 — Com + b+ 3(s1 — 80)/2

=251 — (s1 —80)/2 — Com + b < 251 — R.

This contradicts that Re /Wsl € {R,2s; — R}. Thus v, (2) does not blow up for ¢ € 0,q).
Then the claim is justified, and the proof is finished. O

For two nonempty sets Ay, Ay C A, we define the angular distance between A; and A,
to be d, (A, Ay) = inf{|Rez; —Re 2| : €' € A;, €™ € Ay}. For a nonempty set A C A,
we define the angular diameter of A to be diam,(A) = sup{d.(z1,22) : 21,20 € A}.
If A intersects both A; and A, then d,(A;, As) < diam,(A). In the above lemma,
Uo<t<qLt C {€"* : |[Rez| < Coq} implies that diam,(Up<i<qL) < 2Coq. Form conformal
invariance and comparison principle of extremal distance, we have that for any d > 0,
there is h(d) > 0 such that for any p > 0, if for j = 1,2, A; is a union of connected
subsets of A, each of which touches both C, and Cy, and the extremal distance between
Ay and Ay in A, is greater than h(d), then d,(Ay, As) > dp.

Theorem 3.1 lim,_,, 3(t) = e P almost surely.

Proof. From Lemma B3, the distance from e P+ to K, tends to 0 as t — p a.s.. Since
K is the hull generated by 3((0,]), so the distance from e 77" to 5((0,t]) tends to 0 as
t — pa.s.. Suppose the theorem does not hold. Then there is a,d > 0 such that the event
that limsup,_,, [e”?™"" — §(t)| > a has probability greater than §. Let E; denote this
event. Let e = 0/4. Let Cj depending on ¢ be as in Lemma B4l Let R = min{a, e ?} and
r =min{l —e P, Rexp(—2wh(2Cy+ 1))}, where h is the function in the argument before
this theorem. Since K; is generated by £((0,]), and e P*™ € K, a.s., so the distance
between e P and [((0,t]) tends to 0 a.s. as t — p. So there is to € (0, p) such that the
event that the distance between e P+ and 3((0, tol) is less than 7 has probability greater
than 1 — e. Let Ey denote this event. Let gy = %7 T = max{ty,p — qo, — In(r + e7P)},
pPr = p—T, and gT(t) = £(T—|—t) —£(T) for 0 S t < pPr- Let KT,t = QOT(KT_H\KT)/eig(T)
and @r4(2) = oyt 0 o7 (exp(i€(T))z)/ exp(i&(T)) for 0 < t < pr. Then one may check
that Kp; and @7, 0 < ¢t < pp, are the annulus LE hulls and maps of modulus pr
driven by &r. Since &p(t) has the same law as \/kB(t) and pr = p — T < qq, so from
Lemma BZl the event that diam,(Up<i<p, K1) < 2Copr has probability greater than
1 —e. Let E5 denote this event. Since P (Ef) + P (ES) +P(ES) < (1—0)+e+e <1,
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so P (E; N EyN E3) > 0. This means that the events Ey, Fy and E5 can happen at the
same time. We will prove that this is a contradiction. Then the theorem is proved.

Assume the event F; N Fy N E3. Let A, (Ag, resp.) be the union of connected
components of {z € C : |z —e?™| = r}N(A,\ Kr) ({z € C: |z —e?t™m| =
R} N (A, \ Kr), resp.) that touch C,. From the properties of § in the event E) and E»,
we see that A, and Ag both intersect K, \ Kp. Since the distance between e P+ and
K is less than r, and r < R, so both A, and Ag are unions of two curves which touch
both C, and Co U K7. Let B, = e “Mr(A,) and Bg = e “@pr(AR). Then both B,
and Bp are unions of two curves in A, that touch both C,, and C.

The extremal distance between A, and Ag in A, \ Kr is at least In(R/r)/(2m) >
h(2Cy + 1). Thus the extremal distance between B, and Bp in A, is at least h(2C, +
1). So the angular distance between B, and By is at least (2Cy + 1)pr. Since Ag
and A, both intersect K, \ K7, so Br and B, both intersect pr(K, \ Kr)/e¥®) =
Uo<t<py K1¢, which implies that diam,(Uo<t<pr K11) > (2C) + 1)pp. However, in the
event Es, diamg(Up<t<p, K1) < 2Copr. This contradiction finishes the proof. O

Let’s see what can we say about the distribution of lim;_,, 5(t). Let B(t) = 371 (E)).
Then B is a simple curve in S, started from 0, and 5(t) = e i(B(t)). From Theorem B
lim,_,,, B (t) exists and lies on R,. We call B an annulus SLE, trace in the covering space.
Let m, + t¢p denote the limit point, where m,, is a real valued random variable.

Suppose the distribution of m, is absolutely continuous w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure,
and the density function X(p, r) is C™? continuous. This hypothesis is very likely to be
true, but the proof is still missing now. We then have fR (p,x)dx = 1 for any p > 0.
Since the distribution of B is symmetric w.r.t. the imaginary axis, so is the distribution
of limy,, B(t). Thus A(p, —z) = A(p,z). Moreover, we expect that when p — 0 the
distribution of (m,, + ip) * 7 tends to the distribution of the limit point of a strip SLE,
trace introduced in [I8], whose density is cosh(x/2)~**/C (k) for some C(x) > 0. If this
is true, then the distribution of m, tends to the point mass at 0 as p — 0.

For 0 <t < p, let F; be the o—algebra generated by £(s), 0 < s <t. Fix T € [0,p).
Let pp =p—T. For 0 <t < pr, let &p(t) = E(T +t) — &£(T). Then &r(t) has the same
distribution as y/kB(t), and is independent of Fr. For 0 <t < T, let

Pri(2) = Pree o Pr' (2 +€(T)) — E(T).
Then 0:pri(2) = Hypmt(or.(2) — Er(t)), and @ro(z) = 2. Thus ¢r(z), 0 < t < pr, are

annulus LE maps of modulus pr in the covering space driven by &r(t), 0 < t < pr, and
so are independent of Fr. Let

Br(t) = Ery(&r(t)) = r o 37y, (E(Th) — &(T) = Br(B(T +1)) — &(T), (6)
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for 0 <t < pp. Then gT(t), 0 <t < pr, is a standard annulus SLE,, trace of modulus
pr in the covering space, and is independent of Fp. Thus lim,_,,,. fr(t) exists and lies
on R, a.s.. Let m,, + ipr denote the limit point. Then m,,. is independent of Fr, and

the density of m,, w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure is X(pT, -). From equation (@), we see

My, = pr(my +ip) —ipr —&(T). For 0 <t < p, let Uy(z) = ¢i(z+ip) —i(p—t). Then Uy
takes real values on R, and 9,y (z) = H, (U (2) — £(t)), where H ~(2) =H(z +ir) + 1.
Let X;(z) = lpt( z) —&(t) for 0 <t < pr. So my, = Xr(m,). From the differential

equation for v, we get
dX,(z) = Hy_ (X, (x))dt — dé(t);

and
AX{(x) = H,_,(X,(2)) X/ (x)dL.

Let a < b € R. Then {m, € [a,b]} = {m,, € [Xr(a), Xr(b)]}. Since m,, has density
A(pr, ) and is independent of Fr, and X7 is Fr measurable, so

X7 (b) _

b~
E [1m cosy | Fr] = / Np — T, 2)dz — / Np — T, Xp(2)) X' () da.

Xr(a)

Thus (f:X(p —t, Xy(2))X[(x)dz,0 < t < p) is a martingale w.r.t. {F}_,. Fix z € R.
Choose a < x < band let a,b — x. Then (A(p—t, X;(x))X/(z),0 < t < p) is a martingale
w.r.t. {Fi}h_o. From Ito’s formula, we have

N ) + H ()N, ) + H (2) 9\ (r, ) + gaﬁ(r, ) =0, (7)

where 0, and 02 are partlal derivatives w.r.t. the first and second variable, respectively.
Let A(p, = = [ AM(p, s)ds for p > 0 and = € R. Then for any p > 0, A(p, -) is an odd

and increasing functlon, limy 100 A(p, ) = +1, and Xp,z) = 83A(p, ). Thus for any
r>0and x € R,

Oo(—OhA(r, ) + H, ()0 A (r, ) + gagﬂ(r, z)) = 0.
Since A(r, ) is an odd function and H,(0) = 0, so
—OA(r,0) + H,(0)9,A(r, 0) + gagfx(r, 0) = 0.
Thus for any » > 0 and x € R, we have
~OA(r,x) + H,(2)3A(r, 2) + gagﬁ(r, z) =0, (8)
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And we expect that for any z € R\ {0}, lim, o K(r, x) — sign%. On the other hand, if
A(r, z) satisfies (8), then A(r, z) := 8,A(r, ) satisfies ().

Let A(r,z) = > ,cs X,z + 2kn). Then A(r,-) has a period 27, and is the density
function of the distribution of the argument of lim,_,, 4(t), where § is a standard annulus
SLE, trace of modulus r. So it satisfies [© A(r,z)dz = 1. And A(r,-) is an even
function for any r > 0. Since H, has a period 2w, so A(r,z) also satisfies equation
[@. Let A(r,z) = [ A(r,s)ds. Then A(r,z) satisfies (). But A(r, z) does not satisfies
lim, 400 A(r,x) = £1. Instead, we have A(r,x 4+ 27) = A(r,x) + 1. In the case that
k = 2, we have some nontrivial solutions to (). From Lemma 3.1 in [I7], we see
—0,H,+H,H .+ H’ = 0, where the function S, in [T is the function H, here. From the
definition of H,, we may compute that —0,H, +}AIT}AI; + IjI;/ = 0. Thus A (r, z) = H,(2)
and As(r,z) = rH,(z) + = satisfy equation (8). So A\ (r,z) = I/‘\I;(SL’) and Ao(r,z) =
rH) (z) 4+ 1 are solutions to ([@). In fact, Ao(r, z)/(27) is the distribution of the argument
of the end point of a Brownian Excursion in A, started from 1 conditioned to hit C,.
From Corollary 3.1 in [I7], this is also the distribution of the argument of the limit point
of a standard annulus SLE, trace of modulus 7. So we justified equation () in the case
K= 2.

We may change variables in the following way. For —oo < s < 0, let ﬁ(s,y) =
K(—’T—;, —Zy) and P(s,y) = A(—’T—;, —2y). Then for any s < 0, limy_,+ P(s,y) = +3 and
P(s,y+2s) = P(s,y) — 1. And we expect that lim,_, o P(s,y) = S cosh($)™Yrds/C (k).
Let Gs(y) = tH_4(iy — ) for s < 0 and y € R. From formula (B), we may compute that
A(r,z) (A(r,z), resp.) satisfies equation () iff P(s,y) (P(s,y), resp.) satisfies

—01P(s,y) + Gy(y)DaP(s,y) + gagﬁ(s, y) = 0. 9)

From the equation for H, and the definition of G, we have —9,G, + G,G,, + G” = 0.
Thus P1(s,y) = G4(y) and Pa(s,y) = sG,(y) + y are solutions to (). In fact, P(s,y)
corresponds to —Ay(r, z) /7, and Pa(s,y) corresponds to —mA(r, x).

4 Local Martingales for Annulus SLE, and SLEg

4.1 Annulus SLE,

Fix k = 4. Let K; and ¢;, 0 <t < p, be the annulus LE hulls and maps of modulus p,
respectively, driven by £(t) = /kB(t). Let B(t), 0 <t < p, be the trace. For r > 0, let

TP (z) = 1S,(2%) and T‘f)(z) = %Tg)(eiz). Solve the differential equations:
Oul2) = (DT ((2) [ 5O), win(z) = =
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~ ~(2)  ~ ~
Oe(2) = T, (ve(2) — £(8)/2), o(2) = 2

Let P, be the square map: z — 22, Then we have Pyo, = ¢,0P and e oqpt o€, Let

L, :== Py '(K,) and Lt = (e")~ (Lt) Then 1), maps A,/; \ L; conformally onto Ag_¢)/2,

and wt maps Sy \ L, conformally onto S(p—t)/2- Since Ky = £(0,t], and /3 is a simple

curve in A, with 5(0) = 1, so L; is the union of two disjoint simple curves opposite to
each other, started from 1 and —1, respectively. Let a(t) denote the curve started from

+1. Then ¢ (ax(t)) = e'(££(t)/2).

For each r > 0, suppose J, is the conformal map from A,/, onto {z € C : |[Imz| <
1} \ [~ar,a,] for some a, > 0 such that +1 is mapped to £oo. This J, is symmetric
w.r.t. both z-axis and y-axis, i.e., J.(Z) = J,(2), and J,(—2) = —J.(z). And Im J, is the
unique bounded harmonic function in A, /, that satisfies (i) Im J, = %1 on the open arc
of Cy from %1 to F1 in the ccw direction; and (i) Im J, = 0 on C, /5. Let J. = J o

Lemma 4.1 —0,J, + j;'f‘? + %j;’ =0 in Ar/g.

Proof. Since Im J =0 on R, /2 by reflection principle, J can be extended analytically
across R,/». And we have Im J’ d,Im J, = 0 and Im J” = 821mJ =0 on R, /. From
the equality Im J.(z + ir/2) = 0, we have J,Im J. + 0yIm JT/2 =0 on R,/5. On R, s,

~(2
note that Im Tf,) =-1/2,s0

(2)

Im (J/T, >

T A2 ST~
)=ReJImT, +ImJ ReT,
— —1/2Re J. = —1/20,Im J, = 9,Im J,.

Let F, = —8“7,« + j,’,’i‘iz) + %:f:’,’ Then Im F, = 0 on R, 5.

For any k € Z, we see that J,(z) is equal to (=1)*21n(z — k) plus some analytic
function for z € A, ), near kw. So we may extend Re J,(z) harmonically across R\ {k7 :
k € Z}. Since Im J, takes constant value (—1) on each interval (kr, (k + 1)7), k € Z,

we have Re J,(Z) = Re J,(z). Moreover, the following properties hold: 8,.J, is analytic in

a neighborhood of R, J” and J” are analytic in a neighborhood of R\ {km : k € Z}.
The fact that Im J, takes constant value (—1)* on each (km, (k+ 1)), k € Z, implies

that Im 8,.J,, Im J. and Im J” vanishes on R \ {kr : k € Z}. Since Im Tiz) also vanishes
on R\ {k7: k € Z}, so we compute Im F, =0 on R\ {k7 : k € Z}.

From J,(z) = J,(2), we find that J.(—z) = J,(2). So ReJ,(2) = ReJ,(-%) =
Re J,(—z). This means that Re J, is an even function, so is d,J, and J”. And J' is an

~(2
odd function. Note that Ti ) is an odd function, so F; is an even function. Since Ti )(z)
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is equal to 1/(2z) plus some analytic function for z near 0, so the pole of F, at 0 has
order at most 2. However, the coefficient of 1/z% is equal to 2/m * 1/2 — 1/2 % 2/7 = 0.
And 0 is not a simple pole of F, because F, is even. So 0 is a removable pole of F,.
Similarly, 7 is also a removable pole of F,. Since F, has period 27, so every km, k € Z,
is a removable pole of F,.. So F, can be extended analytically across R, and Im F,, = 0
on R. Thus Im F,. = 0 in S, /2, which implies that F, = C' for some constant C' € R.
Finally, J,(—z) = —J,(z) implies that J,(z + 7) = —J,(2). Since 7 is a period of

T we compute F,.(z + 7) = —F,.(z). So C has to be 0. O

o

Proposition 4.1 For any z € Ay, Jpt(0:(2)/€€®/2) is a local martingale, from which
follows that Im J,_;((2)/e*®/?) is a bounded martingale.

Proof. Fix 2y € S, let Z, := Jt(zo) —&(t)/2, then

dz, = T (Z,)dt — de(t) 2.

Note that £(t)/2 = B(t). From Ito’s formula and the last lemma, we have
~ ~ ~ 1~
dJy—i(Zy) = =0 Jp—e(Zy)dt + J,_(Z,)dZ, + §J;,'_t(Zt)dt

~ ~ ~(2) 1~ ~ ~

= (O Ty 204 Ty 2T 204 LT 2t~ T, (Z0d(1) /2 = T, (Z)de() 2
Thus jp_t(Zt), 0 <t < p,is alocal martingale. For any z € A, ,, there is 2z € S,/ such
that z = €'(zp). Then

Tt (n(2)/€5072) = Jy_i(thu(€'(20)) /e ?)

= Jpi(€ (Whe(20) — €(£)/2)) = Tpme(W(20) — £(1) /2.

So J,_+(1(2)/e®W/2) 0 < t < p, is a local martingale. Since |Im J,(2)| < 1 for any r > 0
and z € A,jz, so Im J,_;(1,(2)/€®/2), 0 < t < p, is a bounded martingale. O

Let hy(2) = Jp—e(¥0i(2)/€*®/2). Then h, maps Ag_p2 \ Ly conformally onto {z €
C: |Imz| < 1} \ [—ap—t, ap—] so that oy (t) is mapped to £oo. So Im h, is the unique
bounded harmonic function in A,/ \ L; that vanishes on C, /2, equals to 1 on the arc of
Cy from 1 to —1 in the ccw direction and the north side of a (0,¢) and a_(0,t), and
equals to —1 on the arc of Cy from —1 to 1 in the ccw direction and the south side of
a4 (0,t) and a_(0,1).

We have another choice of J,. Let J. be the conformal map of A,/ onto the strip
{z € C: |Imz| < 1} \ [—ib,,ib,] for some b, > 0 so that +1 is mapped to +oo. Then
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Im J, is the bounded harmonic function in A, , determined by the following properties:
(i) Im J, = +£1 on the open arc of Cy from %1 to F1 in the ccw direction; and (ii)
the normal derivative of Im J, vanishes on C, 5. Let J, = J, o e!. The proposition and

lemma in this subsection still hold for J, and j,, defined here. The proofs are almost the
same. The only difference is at the step when we prove Im F,. = 0 on R, /. Here we have

Re j?f = 0,Im j,, vanishes on R, 5. Use an argument similar to the proof of the lemma, we
can show that Re F) vanishes on R, 5. So 0,Im F, vanishes on R, /. Since Im F}. vanishes
on R, Im F, has to vanish in S, ». Use J.(—2) = —J,(2), we then conclude that F, = 0.
If we let hy(2) = J,_¢(1:(2)/e®/2), then Im h; is the unique bounded harmonic function
in A2 \ L; that satisfies the following properties: equals to 1 on the arc of Cy from 1 to
—1 in the ccw direction, and the north side of ., (0,¢) and «_(0,1), equals to —1 on the
arc of Cy from —1 to 1 in the ccw direction, and the south side of a4 (0,t) and a_(0,1),
and the normal derivatives vanish on C,s.

Suppose F is a doubly connected domain such that 0 lies in the bounded component
of C\ E. Fix v € 0,F, the outside boundary component of E. Let §(t), 0 < t < p,
be an SLE4(F;v — 0;F) trace, where 0;F is the inside boundary component of E. So
B(t) is the image of a standard annulus SLE,4 trace of modulus p under the conformal
map from (A,, 1) onto (E,v), where p is the modulus of E. Let D = P, *(E) and
{v v} = Pyt (v). PyY({B(t) : 0 <t < p}) is the union of two disjoint simple curve
started from v, and v_, respectively. Let a4 denote the curve started from vy. Then D
is a symmetric (—D = D) doubly connected domain, and a_(t) = —a(t) for 0 < ¢ < p.
Let D, = D\ a_([0,%])\ a,([0,]). Let 7;" denote the boundary arc of 9,D; from . (t) to
a=(t) in the ccw direction. Then ;" contains a boundary arc of d,D, one side of o ([0, #])
and one side of a_([0,%]). Let H; be the bounded harmonic function in D; which has
continuations at 0;D and %ﬂ: such that H, = 0 on 0;D and H, = £1 on %i. By the
definition of SLE4(F;v — 0;F) and conformal invariance of harmonic functions, for any
fixed zy € D, Hy(z), 0 <t < p, is a bounded martingale. This H; corresponds to Im h,
defined right after Proposition LIl We may replace the condition H; = 0 on 9;D by
OnH; = 0 on 0;D. Then this H; corresponds to the Im h; defined in the last paragraph.
So for any fixed zg € D, it is still true that Hy(zp), 0 <t < p, is a bounded martingale.

4.2 Harmonic Explorers for Annulus SLE,

Let D be a symmetric (—D = D) doubly connected subset of hexagonal faces in the
planar honeycomb lattice. Two faces of D are considered adjacent if they share an edge.
Let 0,D and 0;D denote the outside and inside component of 0D, respectively. Suppose
vy and v_ are vertices that lie on 0,0, and are opposite to each other, i.e., v_ = —v,.
Suppose Rewv, > 0. Then v, and v_ partition the boundary faces of D near 9,D into
an "upper” boundary component, colored black, and a "lower” boundary component,
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colored white. All other hexagons in D are uncolored.

Now we construct two curves ay and a_ as follows. Let as(0) = vi. Let au(1)
be a neighbor vertex of a4(0) such that [as(0),ay(1)] is shared by a white hexagon
and a black hexagon. At time n € N, if ay(n) € 0;D, then ay(n) is a vertex shared
by a black hexagon, a white hexagon, and an uncolored hexagon, denoted by fI. Let
H,, be the function defined on faces, which takes value 1 on the black faces, —1 on the
white faces, 0 on faces that touch 0;D, and is discrete harmonic at other faces of D. Then
H,(f") = —H,(f"). We then color fy black with probability equal to (1+H,(f%))/2 and
white with probability equal to (1—H,(f}))/2 such that f7 and f" are colored differently.
Let ax(n + 1) be the unique neighbor vertex of ay(n) such that [y (n), ax(n + 1)] is
shared by a white hexagon and a black hexagon. Increase n by 1, and iterate the above

process until ooy and o hit 9;D at the same time. We always have a_(n) = —a, (n),
fr=—f and Hn(—g) = —Ha(g).
From the construction, conditioned on a4 (k), k = 0,1,...,n, the expected value of

H, 1 (f1) isequal to (1+H,(f1))/2—(1—H,(f}))/2 = H,(f}). And if a face f is colored
before time n, then its color will not be changed after time n, so H,+1(f) = H,(f). Since
H, ., and H, both vanish on the faces near 0;D, and are discrete harmonic at all other
uncolored faces at time n 4+ 1 and n, resp., so for any face f of D, the conditional value
of Hopi(f) wrt. as(k), k=0,1,...,nis equal to H,(f). Thus for any fixed face fy of
D, H,(fo) is a martingale.

Ifn—1<t<n,and ax(n—1) and ax(n) are defined, let aL(t) = (n—t)ax(n—1)+
(t —(n—1))ax(n). Then ay becomes a curve in D. Let D, = D\ a([0,1]) \ a—([0,1]).
Note that if the side length of the hexagons is very small compared with the size of
D, then for any face f of D, H,(f) is close to the value of H, at the center of f,
where f[n is the bounded harmonic function defined on D,,, which has a continuation to
0D \ {vy,v_} and the two sides of a4 ([0,t)) such that H, = 0 on 9;D, and H,, = +1
on the curve on 9,D,, from ay(n) to ax(n) in the ccw direction. From the last section,
we may guess that the distribution of a4 tends to that of the square root of an annulus
SLE4(Py(D); Py(vy) — 0;P2(D)) trace when the mesh tends to 0. If at each step of the
construction of a4, we let H,, be the function which is is equal to 1 on the black faces,
—1 on the white faces, and is discrete harmonic at all other faces of D including the
faces that touch 9;D, then we get a different pair of curves a... If the mesh is very small
compared with the size of D, then for any face f of D, H,(f) is close to the value of H,
at the center of f, where Fln is the bounded harmonic function defined on D,,, which has
a continuation to D \ {v;,v_} and the two sides of a([0,t)) such that 0,H,, = 0 on
8,D, and H, = +1 on the curve on 9,0, from a(n) to ax(n) in the cew direction. So
we also expect the law of a4 constructed in this way tends to that of the square root of
an annulus SLE,(Py(D); Py(ve) — 0; P»(D)) trace when the mesh tends to 0.
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4.3 Annulus SLEg

Fix k = 8. Let K; and ¢, 0 <t < p, be the annulus LE hulls and maps, respectively,
of modulus p, driven by &(¢) = \/&B(t). For r > 0, let T (z) = 1S,(2*) and T£4)(z) =
%Tg‘l)(eiz). Solve the differential equations:

D (2) = a(2) TS, (i (2) /€SO, o(z) = z;

Dihn(z) = To2 (u(2) — £(1)/4), Wol2) = 2.

Let P, be the map: z +— z*. Then we have Py o1y = ¢, 0 P; and €’ o {bvt = oe’. Let
L, .= P/Y(K,) and L, = (¢")"*(L;). Then 1, maps Ay/a \ Ly conformally onto Ag,_y 4,

and ¢, maps S,/4 \ L; conformally onto S¢,_ys. Let G, map A,,, conformally onto
{z€C:|Rez| + [Imz| <1} \ [—a,,a,] for some a, > 0 such that £1 and =+i are fixed.

Proposition 4.2 For any z € A, 4, Gy (11(2)/e%/*) is a bounded martingale.
Proof. Let G, := G, o¢'. For any z € A, 4, there is w € S, /4 such that z = ¢/(w). Then

Gy (P1(2) /€O = G, (i (€7) /5 D/Y) = G,y (P (w) — E() /4).

To prove this proposition, it suffices to show that for any w € Sp4, Gyi(y(w) — (1) /4)
is a local martingale. Let Z; = ¢y(w) — £(¢)/4, then

dz, = T (Z)dt — dB(t)/v/2.
Thus by Ito’s formula,

Ay (u(w) — E1)/4) = .Gy Z)it + Gy (207, + 3G (2)

4)

p—t

= (-0,Gp (2 + Gy (BT Z) + 3G 2Vt — G Z)AB(0)/VE

So it suffices to prove the following lemma.
Lemma 4.2 —9,G, + G/T " + LG =0 in'S, 4.
Proof. Let F, be the left-hand side. Let Q,(z) := i(G,(z) — 1)%. Note that G, maps

[0, 7/2] and [—7/2, 0] onto the line segments [1, 7] and [—i, 1], respectively. Thus Q,(z) —
R as z € S,/y and z — (—m/2,7/2). By reflection principle, @, can be extended to an
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analytic function in a neighborhood of (—7/2,7/2), and Q,.(Z) = Q,.(2). Since G,.(Z) =
G,(2), so G.(=%) = G,(z). It follows that Q,(—%) = —Q,(2). So we have Q,(—2) =
—Q,(z), and the Taylor expansion of @, at 0 is Y o a,,2*""'. Thus G,(z) = 1 +
> o Car 2?2 for 2 near 0. So 0,G,(2) = O(z"/?) for z near 0, G/.(z) = 1/2¢1,27 /% +
O(z*?), and G"(z) = —1/4¢y,273/2 + O(z?). Since ’T£4)(z) = 1/(82) + O(2) near 0,
SO é;(z)TE,4)(z) = 1/16¢,,273/%2 + O(2'/?). Then we compute F,(z) = O(z'/?) near 0.
Similarly, F,.(z) = O((z — kr/2)'/?) for z near kr/2, k € Z.

For z € (km,(k+1/2)7), k € Z, G.(2) € (=1)F + (1 —i)R. So F,(z) € (1 —4)R for
z € (km, (k+1/2)m), k € Z. Similarly, F,.(z) € (1 + )R for 2 € ((k — 1/2)m,k7), k € Z.
Since G, takes real values on R, /4, so F, also takes real values on R, /4. Let V. = Im F.,
then V, = 0 on R, /4, and for k € Z, 9,V +0,V = 0on (kr, (k+1/2)r) and 9,V -0,V =0
on ((k—1/2)m, kr), k € Z. And V,(2) = 0 as z € S,/4 and z — k7 /2, k € Z. Since

ér and T,(jl) have period 27, so does F,.. Thus |V,| attains its maximum in m at some
20 € RUR, )y If 29 € R,y or 29 = km/2 for some k € Z, then V.(z) = 0, and so V,
vanishes in S, 4. Otherwise, either zy € (km, (k+1/2)m) or 2o € ((k—1/2)m, km) for some
k € Z. In either cases, we have 0,V,(z) = 0, so 9,V,(z) = 0 too. Thus F/(z) = 0. If
F. is not constant in S, /4, then F,.(20) = 1 + apm(z — 20)™ + O((2 — 20)™ ! for 2 near z.
Then it is impossible that Im F,.(29) > Im F,.(z) for all z € {|z — 29| < e,Imz > Im 2y} or
Im F,.(z9) < ImF,(z) for all z € {|z — 29| < &,Imz > Im z5}. This contradiction shows
that F, has to be constant in S, ;. Since F.(z) = 0 as z — 0, so this constant is 0. We
again conclude that V. has to vanish in S, /4. O

5 Annulus SLEg;; and the Restriction Property

In this section, we fix K = 8/3 and o = 5/8. Let ¢, and K;, 0 <t < p, be the annulus
LE maps and hulls of modulus p, driven by £(t) = v/&kB(t), 0 < t < p. Let ¢; and K,
0 <t < p, be the corresponding annulus LE maps and hulls in the covering space. Let
A # ( beahulin A, wrt. C, (ie, A, \ Ais a doubly connected domain whose one
boundary component is C,) such that 1 & A. So there is t > 0 such that K;NA = (). Let
T4 be the biggest T' € (0, p] such that for t € [0,T), K;NA = (. Let p4 be the conformal
map from A, \ A onto A,, such that p4(1) = 1, where py is equal to the modulus of
A \ A Let K] = pa(K;), 0 <t < Ty Let h(t) equal py minus the modulus of A, \ Kj.
Then h is a continuous increasing function with h(0) = 0. So h maps [0,74) onto [0,S4)
for some S4 € (0,po]. From Proposition 2.1 in [I7], L, = Kj-1(5), 0 < s < S4, are the
annulus LE hulls of modulus pg, driven by some real continuous function, say 7(s). Let
s, 0 < s <S4, be the corresponding annulus LE maps. Let QZS and ES, 0 < s < Sy, be
the annulus LE maps and hulls, respectively, in the covering space.
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Let fi = tnuy o pao ;" and A, = ¢, (A). Then for 0 <t < Ty, ¢'(£(t) € Ay, and f,
maps (A, \ A, Cp—¢) conformally onto (A, _nw), Cpo—n@)). And for any z, € Cy \ Ay,
if z € A,_;\ A and z — 2z, then f(z) — Cy. Thus ft can be extended analytically
across Cy near e'(£(t)). A proof similar to those of Lemma 2.1 and 2.2 in [T7] shows that
fi(€'(€(1)) = €' (n(h(t))), and I'(t) = | fi(e'(§(1)))[*. o

Let ¢4 be such that e’ o 4 = pq0e’ and $4(0) = 0. Let f; = tp@ 0 Pao @y
Then e’ o f, = fyo¢', and so €' o fy(£(t)) = €'(n(h(t))). Thus fo(£(t)) = n(h(t)) + 2k
for some k € Z. Now we replace n(s) by 1(s) + 2kr. Then n(s), 0 < s < Sy, is still a
driving function of Ly, 0 < s < Sa. And we have f,(£(t)) = n(h(t)). Moreover, we have
W) = FLE) - o

Let A= (¢')7'(A) and A; = (¢")"'(A;). For any t € [0,T4), and z € S, \ A\ K, we
have f; o 9¢(2) = ¥n@) © a(2). Taking the derivative w.r.t. ¢, we compute

0uf(B1(2) + FL(B(2) Hyeo B(2) — £(1) = FHEWD) Hyoniey (Filior(2)) — FulE(1))).
Since A, = ©i(A) for 0 <t < Ty, so for any t € [0,74), and w € S,_; \ ;L, we have
& (w) €S, \ A\ K,. Thus
O fo(w) = FIEW) Hynoy (fi(w) — FulE(t) — f1(w)H,_,(w — £(t)). (10)
Recall that

M 2kr + ezz e 2k7" + ezz —2kr + eiz
HT(Z) =t Nl[l_I)Iloo Z 62197“ _ zz COt Z/2 + ; 62kr _ z'z —2kr _ 6iz)

= 2sin(z)
= 2 .
cot(z/2) + ; cosh(2kr) — cos(z)
Let
- 2 = 1
SRR N . S o —
; cosh(2kr) —1 4= cosh?(kr)

k=1
Then the Laurent sires expansion of H, at 0 is H,(2) = 2/2 + (S, — 1/6)z + O(z?).
Apply the following power series expansions:

H,.(2) =2/z+ O(2);

fi(w) = FIE®) + F(E@) (w = 1) + O((w — £(8))%);

Fulw) — Fie®) = Fitent - &) + 2w — e + o((w - ).

After some straightforward computation and letting w — £(t), we get
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Lemma 5.1 9,f,(£(t)) = —3//(£(t)).

Now differentiate equation () with respect to w. We get
O] (w) = J(E@) Fl(w)Hy, i (fulw) = Fil€(1))
— [l (w)H,o(w — £(1)) = fl(w)H),_,(w = (t)).

Apply the previous power series expansions and the following expansions:
H,(z) = 2/2 + (5, — 1/6)z + O(2?);
H)(2) = —2/2% + (S, — 1/6) + O(2);
i (w) = FLE®) + (@) (w = (1) + O((w = £(1)*);

Jitw) = i) + e — &) + D w —e0)2 + 0((w — e
Frie)

Fitw) = Fule®) = @) (w - e + 145

D), e+ o((w - e,

After some long but straightforward computation and letting w — £(t), we get

e (w = €(1)?

Lemma 5.2

aﬁ@w>_1<}@@»2 1 J1&)
fiew) 2\ Few)) 3w

+F(E(1)*(Spo-nity = 1/6) = (Sp—t = 1/6).

From Ito’s formula and the above lemma, we have

aF/(E(t) = DFE)de + F(ED)AE() + 5 T (€ (1))

= f7(E()dE) + F1(E(1) (; < 5”<£<t))) N (g _ g) T(E(1))

Fi(®) Fi()
- THEW)A Sy = 1/6) = (Spe = 1/6)) d.
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Thus

AfUED)” = afl(EO) T AFED) + ala = DFED) ST (€(0)dt

—af a m a—15<m)2d
fi(E(1)) (fé(f(t)) =13 Ji(&()) t
_a"’/ a M E gt
= afj(£(1)) ﬁ(£<t))d’5<t>+(( 2 ( fi() )

u%)
+(5-3) 7"(25(%))) # T (Sno = 5) = (Sp-e- é)) )
— afl(e()” ( D e+ (4O (S0 - 5) - (8- 7)) dt) .

The last equality uses x = 8/3, a = 5/8, and I'(t) = f/(£())%
Now we have the following theorem.

O G N CE L

0 <t < Ty, is a bounded martingale.

Theorem 5.1

Proof. From the above computation and Ito’s formula, we see tht M, 0 <t < Ty, is a
local martingale.

Since f; maps A, \ A; conformally onto A, ), so by the comparison principle of
extremal length, the modulus of A, ) is not bigger than that of A,_,. Thus po—h(t) <
p —t. Since S, > 0 for any r > 0, so

exp (-% /p:(t) <5r - é) dr) < exp (458(( —t) = (po — h(t))) < exp (Zg) (1)

Let ¢: = f;', G = f;'. Then goe' = ¢' oG And g, maps Ay _n@) conformally
onto A, \ A;. Now —In(g:(2)/2) is a bounded analytic function defined in A, _xq),
Re (—1In(g:(2)/2)) = (p —t) — (po — h(t)) as 2 = Cpy_p), and any subsequential limit
of Re(—1In(g:(2)/z)) as z — Cy is nonnegative. Thus there are some C' € R and a
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positive measure y; supported by Cg of total mass (p —t) — (po — h(t)) such that for any
S Aivo—h(t)’

“I(0(2)/2) = [ S 2/ O)(6) + iC (12)
For any w € S,,_n(), we have €' (w) € Ay _pw), In(gi(e'(w))) = ig:(w), and In(z) = iw, so
i) <) = | Spoaio ')/ O)dfd) + iC
If [i; is a measure on R that satisfies 1y = iy o (¢')™!, then for any w € Sy, _n(),
gi(w) —w = /RiSpO_h(t) oe'(w — x)djiy(x / —H, o (w — x)dji(z) — C.
Taking derivative w.r.t. w, we have
—1= / —H, 0 (w — @) djiy (). (13)

From equation (B)) and the definition of H,, we have

M 2kn? r —7z/r
LT T z ™ .. € +e z
HT(Z> - Z;HW2/T(Z;2) - ; - ; Nl[l_I)Iloo e2km?/r _ o—mz/r s
——M
Thus oy
2 0 —9emz/1 o2kn? /1 1
/ _n S
HT‘(Z) - r2 k:Z_OO (ewz/r _ 62k7r2/7’)2 r (14)

So for z € R, we have H'(z) < 0. Apply this to equation ([F). We get g,(n(h(t))) > 1.
Thus f;(£(t)) € (0,1). Then from equation (), we have

5 [Pt 5
0< M, <exp ——/ S—— dr ) <exp P
8 po—h(t) 48

Since M;, 0 <t < Ty, is uniformly bounded, so it is a bounded martingale. O

Now suppose that A is a smooth hull, i.e., there is a smooth simple closed curve
v :10,1] = A, U Cy with ((0,1)) C A, and v(0) # (1) € Cy, and A is bounded by ~
and an arc on Cy between (0) and ~(1).

If T4 < p, a proof similar to Lemma 6.3 in [§] shows that ﬁ(f(t)) — 0 ast — Ta.
Thus M; — 0 as t — T4 on the event that T4 < p. From now on, we suppose T4 = p.
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Then K; approaches C, as ¢ — p and is uniformly bounded away from A. Then the
modulus of A, \ K; \ A tends to 0 as t — p. Thus py — h(t) = 0 as t — p. So S4 = po.
Now A; = ¢1(A) is bounded by 7: = ¢:(7) and an arc on Cy between 7;(0) and ~.(1).
So A; is also a smooth hull. Thus f; and g; both extend continuously to the boundary
of the definition domain. And f; maps 7, to an arc on Cy. Let I; denote this arc. Since
—In(g:(z)/z) also extends continuously to Cy, so the measure i, in equation () satisfies

dpy(2) = —Re In(g,(2)/2)/(2m)dm(z) = —In |g,(2)[/ (27)dm,

where m is the Lebesgue measure on Cy (of total mass 27). Since In|gi(z)| = 0 for
z € Co\ I, so i is supported by I;. Let ¥ be a continuous curve such that v = e‘o5. Let
e = ¢+(¥) and I, = ﬁ(%). Then €'(3;) = 4, ei(]:) = I,, and I, is a real interval. Let 1L
be a measure supported by I, that satisfies dfi,(z) = Im §,(2) /(27 )dmg for z € I,, where
my, is the Lebesgue measure on R. Since — In |g;(e(2))| = Im g;(2), so pus = iz o (¢*)7L.
Thus equation ([3) holds for this .

Now @; maps S, \ K, conformally onto S,_;. Let ¥; be the union of S, \ I}t, its
reflection w.r.t. R, and R\IA{}. By Schwarz reflection principle, ¢; extends analytically to
Y, and maps ¥; conformally into {z € C : |Imz| < p—t}. For every z € A, the distance
from z to the boundary of ¥, is at least dy = min{p, dist(A, K,)} > 0, and the distance
from ¢4(2) to the boundary of {z € C: [Imz| < p —t} equals to p — t. By Koebe’s 1/4
theorem, |¢}(2)| < 4(p —t)/dy. Let H = max{Im~(u) : u € [0,1]}. Since 7; = @; 07,
so Hy := max{Im~,(u) : u € [0,1]} < 4(p —t)H/dy. A proof similar as above shows that
for any z € I, \{Eh(t)(z)| < 4(po — h(t))/dy for some d; > 0. Since

I, = fi(31) = Ungy © PaF) = Unw (L), (15)

so || < 4(p—1t)/di|To|. Thus || = [fu] < HlT| < 16(p—t)(po— (1)) H|To|/(doch). Let
CO = 16H|[0|/(d0d1), then

(p—1) = (po = h(t)) = |pu| = ] < Colp = #)(po — h(t)). (16)

Thus
(po — R(t))/(p — t) = 1 — Colpo — h(t)). (17)

Since fi; is supported by I,, so from equation ([3) we have

Gn(h(t) —1 = / LYo (n(h(8) — 2)dfi(2).

Let a(t) = ;' (£(t)). Then a(t) is a simple curve, and a(t) = ela(t) = ot (eH(E(D))) is
an annulus SLEg 3 trace. So K; = «((0, t]) for any ¢ > 0. Thus K; = Ugez(a((0,t])+2k).

25



Let 3(s) = @a(@(h~(s))) for 0 < s < po. Since Zh(t) = pa(K;) and ©a(z + 2km) =
©a(2) + 2km, so Lpgy = Urez(B((0, h(t)]) + 2k7m). Now we compute

Un (BA(E))) = Uny © $a o 37 (E() = Fil&()) = n(h(D)).

Thus ¢, maps the left and right side of 5((0,h(t))) to intervals (b_(t),n(h(t))) and
(n(h(t)),by(t)), respectively, for some b_(t) < n(h(t)) < by(t). Therefore ibvh(t) maps
the Zh(t) to Ugez(b_(t) + 2km, by (t) + 2kw). From equation ([H), we have Ugez(I(t) +
2km,r(t) + 2kr) NI, = 0. So for any z € I, and k € Z, |v — (n(s) + 2kn)| >
min{n(h(t)) — b-(t), by.(t) —n(h(t))}.

As t — p, B(h(t)) approaches to a point on Ry, so the extremal distance be-
tween the left side of 3((0,h(t)) and R,, in Sy, \ Lh tends to 0. Since @; maps
(Spy \ Zh(t),Rpo) conformally onto (Sp,—ne), Rpo—re)), and the left side of B((0,h(t)) is

mapped to (b_(t),n(h(t))), so the extremal dlstance between (b_(t),n(h(t))) and Ry _xq
in S,,—n(;) tends to 0 as t — p by the conformal invariance property of extremal length.
Thus (n(h(t)) — b-(t))/(po — h(t)) — +o0 as ¢ — p. Similarly, (b,(¢) —n(h(t)))/(po —
h(t)) — +oo as t — p.

Suppose R > In(2)/7. Then e™ > 2 and so €™ — 1 > ¢™®/2. Suppose r > 0 and
the distance from = € R to {2k7 : k € Z} is at least rR, then there is ky € Z such that
2(kg + 1)m —rR > x > 2kom + rR. Thus 2rR < 27, and so r < w/R. From equation

(), we have

H,( ) 2 ko 267r(:c—2k7r)/r N 2 f 267r(2k7r—:c)/r N 1
—_ ) = — - —
r 72 i (eﬂ(x—2k7r)/r _ 1)2 r2 Nt (67'('(2I€7T—£B)/7‘ _ 1)2 r
=—00 =Ko
- 2 ko 7(2kom+rR—2kn) /7 a2 Ix 97 (2km—(2(ko+1)7—rR)) /1 1
= 2 Z 67r(2ko7r+rR 2km)/r — 1)2 3 Z (em(2km—Q(ko+1)m—rR)/r _ )2 + r
ke=—c0 k=ko+1
71.2 0 2€7r(2m7r+rR)/ 1 2 > 467r1‘%—i-2m7r2 /T 1
— 2l +- =1 Z _ 4=
7"2 0 e7r (2mm+rR)/r _ 1)2 r 72 — (€WR+2m7r /r 1)2 r
467TR+2m7r /T 1 - 1
0 - e T mm? /r -
< r2 Z e7rR+2m7r2/r/2) - 16m20 +
s 166_”R 1 _ 2 16e "R 1_ 327r2 a1
TRl e r SRl _emwm L S0hEe

Let r(t) = po — h(t) and R(t) = min{n(h(t)) — b_(¢),b4+(t) — n(h(t))}/r(t). Then
r(t) = 0 and R(t) — 400 uniformly in w as ¢ — p, and for any x € I, the distance
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from n(h(t)) — x and {2kw : k € Z} is at least r(t)R(t). There is ty € (0, p) such that for
t € [to,p), R(t) > In(2)/7 and r(t) < 1/(2C)), where Cj is as in equation (). From the
above displayed formula, we have —H, (z) < 3272 /r(t)%e™™"") +1/r. When t € [to, p),
r(t)/(p—t) > 1/2 by equation (M), and so from the estimation of —H; () and equation

(@), we have

7.‘.2

1
r(t) r(t)
T _xR(t) L < 640 m2e RO L o (p — ¢ 0
r(t)2e +r(t))_ oTe +Co(p—1t) =0,

as t — p. Thus f1(£(t)) = 1/G(n(h(t))) — 1 as t — p. Recall that the above argument
is based on the assumption that Ty = p.
Suppose

gi(n(h(t))) — 1 < [l (32

—7R(t)
5€ +

2

< Co(p — t)r(t)(32

p—1
/ Sydr — 0, as t — p on the event that T4 = p. (18)
po—h(t)

Then M; — 1 as t — T4 on the event that Ty = p. From the Markov property, we have
~ 5/8 5 p 1 .
Zal0yexp (=2 [ (S = )dr | = My=E[lim M] =P ({Ts=p}).
Po t—}TA

Recall that py is the modulus of A, \ A. Let K, = Up<t<pK;. Then

P ({K, N A=0}) = 3,05 exp (-% /pp <5T _ é) dr) | (19)

If A is not a smooth hull, we may find a sequence of smooth hulls A,, that approaches
A. Then ¢y (0) — ¢/4(0) and the modulus of A, \ A, tends to the modulus of A, \ A,
so equation ([[d) still holds.

Now suppose B is a hull in A,, w.r.t. C,,. Let D = AU ¢ (B). Then D is a hull
in A, w.r.t. C,. Let p; be the modulus of A, \ D, which is also the modulus of A, \ B.

Then ¢p = ¢p o pa, s0 gp = Pp o Pa and Fp(0) = Fp(La(0))@4(0) = L5(0)£4(0).
From the last paragraph,

P (K, 0 D = 0}) = 3,(0)* exp (j [ (S’“ - 1) dr) |
8/, 6
Thus

P{K,NnD=0}{K,NnA=0})= &0 exp (—g /:O (Sr — %) dr) .
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If Ly, 0 < 5 < po, are standard annulus SLEg/3 hulls of modulus pg, and L, = Up<s<p, L,

then -
P ({Ly, N B = 0}) = Fs(0)"* exp (_g / (sr - %) dr) .
p1

— P ({K,N D = 0}{K,NA=0}) = P ({¢a(K,) N B = 0}[{K, N A= 0}).

Thus conditioned on the event that K, N A = ), p4(K,) has the same distribution as
L,,. Then we proved the restriction property of annulus SLEg/3 under the assumption
[I).

Unfortunately, the assumption (I§) is actually always false. From equation (Bl) one
may compute that S, is of order ©(1/r?) as r — 0. From (I0), (p—t) — (po — h(t)) = |1
is of order O((p — t)?). In fact, one could prove that it is of order ©((p — t)?). So

If; __th(t) S,dr is uniformly bounded away from 0. Thus it does not tend to 0 as t — p.
Therefore we guess that annulus SLEg/3 does not satisfy the restriction property.

Recently, Robert O. Bauer studied in [2] a process defined in a doubly connected
domain obtained by conditioning a chordal SLEg/; in a simply connected domain to
avoid an interior contractible compact subset. The process describes a random simple
curve connecting two prime ends of a doubly connected domain that lie on the same side,
so it is different from the process we study here. That process automatically satisfies
the restriction property from the restriction property of chordal SLEg/3. And it satisfies
conformal invariance because the set of boundary hulls generates the same o-algebra as
the Hausdorff metric on the space of simple curves.

Acknowledgement: I would like to thank my PhD advisor Nikolai Makarov for his
instruction on this work.
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