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Abstract

We define a family of SLE-type processes in finitely connected domains, which
are called continuous LERW (loop-erased random walk). A continuous LERW
describes a random curve in a finitely connected domain that starts from a prime
end and ends at a certain target set, which could be an interior point, or a prime end,
or a side arc. It is defined using the usual chordal Loewner equation with the driving
function being v/2B(t) plus a drift term. The distributions of continuous LERW are
conformally invariant. A continuous LERW preserves a family of local martingales,
which are composed of generalized Poisson kernels, normalized by their behaviors
near the target set. These local martingales resemble the discrete martingales
preserved by the corresponding LERW on the discrete approximation of the domain.
For all kinds of targets, if the domain satisfies certain boundary conditions, we use
these martingales to prove that when the mesh of the discrete approximation is
small enough, the continuous LERW and the corresponding discrete LERW can be
coupled together, such that after a suitable parametrization, with probability close
to 1, the two curves are uniformly close to each other.
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1 Introduction

LERW (loop-erased random walk) (c.f. [H]) is obtained by removing loops, in the order
they are created, from a simple random walk on a graph that is stopped at some hitting
time. Since the loops are erased, so an LERW is a simple lattice path. In this paper, we
will consider the loop-erasures of conditional random walks. They have properties that
are very similar to loop-erased random walks, so we still call them LERW.

In 18], O. Schramm introduced Stochastic Loewner evolution (SLE), a family of
random growth processes of closed fractal subsets in simply connected plane domains.
The evolution is described by the classical Loewner equation with the driving term being
VK times a standard linear Brownian motion for some x > 0. SLE behaves differently
for different value of k. Schramm conjectured that SLE, is the scaling limit of a kind of
LERW on the grid approximation of the domain. And he proved the conjecture in that
paper under the assumption that the scaling limits of LERW are conformally invariant.

Schramm’s processes turned out to be very useful. On the one hand, they are
amenable to computations, on the other hand, they are related with some statistical
physics models. In a series of papers [6]-[8], G. F. Lawler, O. Schramm and W. Werner
used SLE to determine the Brownian motion intersection exponents in the plane. In [10],
the conjecture in [I8] is completely solved, where no additional assumption is added. In
the same paper, SLEg is proved to be the scaling limits of UST (uniform spanning tree)
Peano curve. S. Smirnov proved in [20] that chordal SLEg is the scaling limit of critical
site percolation on the triangular lattice. And O. Schramm and S. Sheffield proved in [19]
that the harmonic explorer converges to chordal SLE,. In [9], SLEg/3 is proved to have
the restriction property, and so is conjectured to be the scaling limits of self-avoiding
walk. For the properties of SLE, see [, [5], and [22].

At the beginning, the SLE is only defined in simply connected domains, because the
definition uses Riemann mapping theorem. In [23], a kind of SLE-type process, which
is called annulus SLE, is defined in doubly connected domains. The definition uses the
rotation symmetry and reflection symmetry of an annulus. It is proved there that annulus
SLE, is the scaling limit of the LERW in the grid approximation of a doubly connected
domain that starts from a vertex that is close to a boundary point and stops when it hits
the other boundary component.

The definitions of LERW on grid approximations of simply or doubly connected do-
mains could be easily extended to multiply connected domains. It is interesting to study
the scaling limits of the LERW in multiply connected domains. This may help us to
extend the SLE to multiply connected domains.

In this paper, we will define a family of SLE-type processes, which are called con-
tinuous LERW, in finitely connected domains. They are defined using the usual chordal
Loewner equation with the driving function being v/2B(t)+S(t), where B(t) is a standard



linear Brownian motion, and the drift term S(¢) is continuously differentiable in ¢. The
drift term is carefully chosen, so that the continuous LERW satisfy the conformal invari-
ance, and preserve a family of local martingales generated by generalized Poisson kernels.
The local martingales resemble the discrete martingales preserved by the corresponding
discrete LERW on the discrete approximation of that domain. And this resemblance is
used to prove the convergence of discrete LERW to continuous LERW.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section Pl we define some notations that will
be used in this paper. In Section B, three kinds of continuous LERW are defined, which
are continuous LERW aim at interior points, prime ends, and side arcs. And we prove
that they all satisfy the conformal invariance. In Section Hl, we present the continuous
and discrete martingales preserved by continuous and discrete LERW, respectively, and
explain the similarity between these martingales.

In Section B, we give a rigorous proof of the existence and uniqueness of the solution
to the equation that is used to define a continuous LERW. The lemmas that are used for
the proof are interesting. We first use the idea of Carathéodory topology to define the
convergence of plane domains. Although in our definition, a sequence of domains may
have more than one limit domains, the definition is very easy to use. Then we define
a metric on the space of hulls in the upper half plane, so that the set of hulls that are
contained in a fixed hull is compact. This compactness property is frequently used in the
remaining part of this paper. In this section, we use it to derive many uniform constants
without working on concrete functions.

In Section B we first consider one kind of LERW, whose targets are interior points.
The method given in [I0] is used to get a coupling of the driving process for the dis-
crete LERW and that for the continuous LERW such that the two driving processes
are uniformly close to each other in probability. In Section [l we first use some regular
properties of the discrete LERW curve to get a local coupling of the LERW curve and
the continuous LERW trace so that the two curves are close to each other, before either
of them leave a hull bounded by a crosscut. Finally, we glue all local couplings to get a
global coupling of the curves. In the last section, we study the convergence of the other
two kinds of LERW. And we get the similar results of the convergence.

2 Some Notations

2.1 Loop-erased random walk

In general, an LERW is defined on a connected locally finite graph G = (V, E). We will
usually consider the graphs that are discrete approximations of some plane domains. A
loop-erasure of a finite lattice path v = (v(0),...,v(n)) on G is defined as follows. Let
no = max{m : v(m) = v(0)}. Define the sequence (n;) inductively by n;+; = max{m :
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v(m) = v(n; + 1)} if n; is defined and n; < n. Let x be the first j such that n; = n.
Let w(j) = v(n;) for 0 < j < x. Then w = (w(0),...,w(x)) is called the loop-erasure
of (v(0),...,v(n)) (see M), and is denoted by LE(v). It is a simple lattice path with
w(0) = v(0) and w(x) = v(n).

A subset S of V' is called reachable in G if for any v € V'\ S, a (simple) random walk
on G started from v will hit S in finitely many steps almost surely. Suppose A and B
are disjoint subsets of V' such that AU B is reachable in G. Suppose vy € V' \ (AU B)
and there is a lattice path on G connecting vy and A without passing through B. Then
the probability that a random walk started from vy hits A before B is positive. We now
consider this random walk stopped on hitting A U B and conditioned to hit A. It is
a random finite lattice path. The loop-erasure of this path is called the LERW on G
started from x conditioned to hit A before B.

For a function f defined on V, and v € V, let Agf(v) = >, (f(w) — f(v)), where
w ~ v means that w and v are adjacent. If Agf(v) = 0 then we say f is discrete
harmonic at v. The proof of the following lemma is easy, and can be found in [23].

Lemma 2.1 Suppose A and B are disjoint subsets of V and AU B is reachable in G.
Let x € V\ (AUB) be such that there is a lattice path connecting x and A without passing
through any vertex on B. Then there is a unique nonnegative bounded function h on V.
such that h = 0 on AUB; Agh =0 on V \ (AUBU{z}); and ) ., Ach(v) = 1.
Moveover, if either A or B is a finite set, then there is a unique nonnegative bounded
function g on'V such that g=0 on B; g=1 on A; Agg =0 on V\ (AU BU{x}); and

2 vea Aag(v) = 0.

Suppose E_; and F are disjoint subsets of V and E_;UF is reachable in G. Let xy € N
be such that there is a lattice path connecting xy and F' without passing through any
vertex on E_y. Let (¢(0),...,q(x)) be the LERW on G started from z, conditioned to hit
F before E_1. So q(0) = xg and g(x) € F. For 0 < j < x, let E; = E_1U{q(0),...,q(j)}.
Then E; and F' are disjoint. Since E; U F' is bigger than E_; U F', so is also reachable.
Note that for any for 0 < j < x, (¢(4),-..,q(x)) is a lattice path connecting ¢(j) with F
without passing through E;_;. Let h; be as in Lemma 2T with A = F', B = E;_; and
x = q(j). If either E_; or F' is finite, then either E; or F' is finite. Let g; be the g in
Lemma EZJl with A = F, B = E;_; and = ¢(j). Let F be the union of F with the set
of vertices of V' that are adjacent to F'. Then we have

Proposition 2.1 Fiz any vy € V. Then (gr(vo)) (if E—1 or F is finite) and (hi(vo)) are

discrete martingales up to the first time xy hits F', or Ej disconnects vy from F in G.

Proof. The result for (g;) in a special case is Proposition 3.2 in [23]. The proof of that
proposition applies to general cases. The proof for (hy) is similar. O
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2.2 Finitely Connected Domains

A finitely connected domain in this paper is an n-connected domain for some n € N,
which is a connected open subset of the complex plane C such that the complement of
the domain in the Riemann Sphere C = C U {oo} is a disjoint union of n contractible
continua. A 1l-connected domain is a simply connected plane domain other than C,
and so is conformally equivalent to the unit disc. A 2-connected domain is a doubly
connected domain with finite modulus, and so is conformally equivalent to an annulus.
The boundary of an n-connected domain D in C has n connected components, each of
which is the boundary a connected component of C\ D.

If f maps an n-connected domain D conformally onto another plane domain D', then
D' is also an n-connected domain. And f induces a one-to-one correspondence f from
the set of components of C \ D to the set of components of C \ D’ such that for any
component A of C \ D, z€ D and z — A in the spherical metric iff f(z) — f(A) in the
spherical metric. There exists some f that maps D conformally onto a plane domain that
is bounded by n mutually disjoint analytic Jordan curves. Let’s call such f a boundary
smoothing map of D. Suppose f; and f, are two boundary smoothing maps of D, and
E; = f;(D), j=1,2. Then fyo f;! maps F; conformally onto Es, and f o f; ' induces
a one-to-one correspondence J from the set of Jordan curves that bound E; to the set of
Jordan curves that bound F5 such that for any Jordan curve o that bound E, z € E;
and z — ¢ iff f0 f7'(2) — J(o). Since o and J(o) are both analytic, from Schwarz
reflection principle, fyo f;* can be extended conformally across o, and maps o onto J (o).

Now consider the set of all pairs (f, z) such that f is a boundary smoothing map of
D, and z € f(D). Two pairs (fi, z;) and (fa, 22) are equivalent if the extension of fyo f; !
maps 21 to z;. Let D be the set of all equivalent classes . There is a unique conformal
structure on D such that z — [(f, 2)] maps f(D) conformally onto D for ~any boundary
smoothing map f. Then z — [(f, f(2))] is a conformal map from D into D independent
of the choice of f. So we may view D as a subset of D and call D the conformal closure
of D. It is clear that a conformal map between two n-connected domain extends uniquely
to a conformal map between their conformal closures. R

We call 9D := D\ D the conformal boundary of D. Then 0D is a union of n disjoint
analytic Jordan curves, each of which is called a side of D. Each side o corresponds to a
component A of C\ D such that for z € D, z — ¢ in D iff z — A in the spherical metric.
Each point on o is called a prime end of D on ¢. This is equivalent to the prime ends
defined in [I] and [I5]. In fact, the definition in [I] describes the property of a sequence
of points in D that converges to a point on 5D, and the definition in [I4] describes a
neighborhood basis bounded by crosscuts of a point on dD. A connected subset of a side
that contains more than one point is called a side arc. R

If zo € C and a prime end wqy of D satisfy that z € D and z — 25 in Ciff z € D




and z — wyp in lA), then we say the point zy and the prime end wy correspond to each
other. And we do not distinguish the point z, from the prime end wq. For example, if a
boundary component of D is a Jordan curve, then each point on this curve corresponds
to a prime end. If zp € 0D and for some € > 0, {z € C: |z — 2| < e} \ D is a simple
curve 7 connecting zy with {|z — 29| = €}, then 2, corresponds to a prime end of D. But
every other point on 7 corresponds to two prime ends of D.

If «: (a,b) = D is a curve in D, and for some zy € C that lies on the boundary of D
in @, and a(t) — z in the spherical metric as ¢ — a, then there is some prime end wy of
D such that a(t) — wy in D as t — a. Such wy is called the prime end determined by «
at one end. In general, zg and wy do not correspond to each other. And there may exist
another curve 5 : (¢,d) — D such that 3(t) — 2o in the spherical metric as ¢ — ¢, but
B(t) = w; in Dast— ¢, where w; is a prime end of D other than wy. And not every
prime end of D can be determined by a curve in D in this way.

2.3 Positive harmonic functions

Suppose D is a finitely connected domain, and zy € D. The Green function G(D, zp; ) in
D with the pole at z is the continuous function defined on D\ {zo} which vanishes on 9D,
is positive and harmonic in D\ {2}, and the limit as z — 2o of G(D, zo; 2)+1In |z—29| /(27)
exists. Such Green function is unique. R

Suppose wy is a prime end of D. There is a continuous function P defined on D\ {wp}
which vanishes on D\ {wo}, and is harmonic and positive in D. It is called a generalized
Poisson kernel in D with the pole at wg. Such P is not unique. But any two generalized
Poisson kernels in D with the pole at wq differ by a positive multiple constant. Suppose
zo € 0D, and 0D is analytic near zg, then 2y corresponds to a prime end of D, and the
Poisson kernel in D with the pole at z, is well defined, and is an example of a generalized
Poisson kernel in D with the pole at zj.

Suppose [ is side arc of D. The harmonic measure function H (D, I;-) is a bounded
continuous function defined on D taking away the end points of I, which is harmonic in
D, vanishes on 0D \ I, and takes constant value 1 on I except the end points. For any
z € D, H(D,I;z) is equal to the probability that the plane Brownian motion started
from z first hits 0D at I.

2.4 Hulls and Loewner chains

Suppose D is an n-connected domain, and o is a side of D. Let A(o) be the connected
component of C\ D that corresponds to o. A closed subset H is called a hull of D on
o if A(c) U H is a connected compact contractible subset of C. Then D \ H is also an



n-connected domain, A(c)U H is a component of C \ (D \ H), and other components of
D\ H are the components of C\ D other than A(c).

In this paper, we define a crosscut to be an open simple curve « in D, whose two
ends approach to two points on 9D, in the Lebesgue metric, such that D \ a has two
components, one of which is simply connected. If U is a simply connected component of
D\ «, then UUais a hull in D. If n > 1, i.e., D is not simply connected, then U is
determined by «, and let H(«) := U U « be the hull bounded by «. If n = 1, then the
two components of D \ « are both simply connected, so we need some other restrictions
to determine H(a). For example, if we say that H(«) is a neighborhood of some prime
end wp in D, then there is no ambiguity.

Suppose o is a side of D. A Loewner chain in D on o is a function L from [0,7") for
some T € (0, +o0] into the set of hulls in D on ¢ such that L(0) = 0, L(t) & L(ty) if
0 <t <ty <T,and for any fixed b € [0,7") and any compact subset I’ of D\ L(b), the
extremal length (see [I]) of the family of curves in D \ L(t + ¢) that separates F' from
L(t+¢)\ L(t) tends to 0 as € — 01, uniformly w.r.t. ¢ € [0,b]. Suppose L(t), 0 <t < T,

—

is a Loewner chain in D on o. For each t € [0,T), let d; be any metric on D \ L(t). From
the definition, the d;-diameter of L(t + ) \ L(¢) tends to 0 as ¢ — 0%. Thus there is a

—

unique prime end w(t) of D\ L(t) that lies on the closure of L(t +¢) \ L(t) in D\ L(t)
for all e > 0. We call w(t) the prime end determined by L at time ¢. Especially, w(0) is
a prime end on 0. We say L is a Loewner chain started from w(0). It is clear that for
any b€ [0,7),t— L(b+1t),0<t<T—0b,is a Loewner chain in D \ L(b) started from
w(b).

Suppose L(t), 0 < t < T, is a Loewner chain in D. Suppose u is a continuous
(strictly) increasing function defined on [0,7") with u(0) = 0. Let u(T) := supu([0,7)).
Then L'(t) := L(u='(t)), 0 < t < u(T), is also a Loewner chain in D. Such L' is called a
time-change of L through u. Moreover, the prime end determined by L’ at time wu(t) is
the same as the prime end determined by L at time t.

One example of a Loewner chain is constructed by a simple curve. Suppose 7 :
[0,7) — D is a simple curve that satisfies v(0) € 0D and y(t) € D for 0 <t < T. Let
L(t) =~((0,t]), 0 <t <T. Then L is a Loewner chain in D started from (0), and ~(¢)
corresponds to the prime end determined by L at time ¢. We say that L is the Loewner
chain generated by 7.



3 Continuous LERW

3.1 Chordal Loewner equation

Let H = {z € C:Imz > 0}. Then H is a 1-connected domain whose side is R := RU{oo}.
We say H is a hull in H w.r.t. oo if H is a hull in H and H is bounded (i.e., bounded
away from 0o0). A Loewner chain L in H w.r.t. oo is a Loewner chain in H such that each
L(t) is a hull in H w.r.t. co. For each hull H in H w.r.t. co, there is a unique function
vy that maps H \ H conformally onto H such that for some ¢ > 0,

c 1
—.4+ 2402
on(s) =2+ +0(5)
as z — o0o. Such ¢ is called the capacity of H in H w.r.t. co, denoted by hcap(H). Empty
set is a hull in H w.r.t. oo, and ¢y = id, so hcap(f)) = 0.

Proposition 3.1 Suppose §2 is an open neighborhood of xq € R in H. Suppose W maps
Q conformally into H such that for some r > 0, as z € Q and z — (xg — 7,20 +T), We
have W (z) — R. So W extends conformally across (xg — 1, o+ 1) by Schwarz reflection
principle. Then for any € > 0, there is some 6 > 0 such that if a hull H in H w.r.t. co
is contained in {z € H : |z — xo| < 0}, then W(H) is also a hull in H w.r.t. co, and

\heap(W (H)) — W' (o)*heap(H)| < e.

Proof. This is Lemma 2.8 in [6]. O

]
For T' € (0,400}, let C([0,7")) denote the space of real valued continuous function on
[0,7"). Suppose £ € C([0,7")). We solve the chordal Loewner equation:

2
A T

for 0 <t < T. Foreacht € [0,T), let K; be the set of z € H such that the solution ¢4(2)
blows up before or at time ¢. We say that ¢, and K;, 0 <t < T, are chordal Loewner
maps and hulls, respectively, driven by &.

For 0 <t < T, K, is a bounded closed subset of H, ¢, maps H\ K; conformally onto
H, and satisfies

Orpi(2) =

2t 1
0i(2) =z + ~ + O(;)

as z — 00. So K; is a hull in H w.r.t. oo, heap(K;) = 2t, and ¢g, = ¢;.



Proposition 3.2 (i) Suppose ¢, and Ky, 0 < t < T, are chordal Loewner maps and
hulls, respectively, driven by &. Thent — K;, 0 <t < T, is a Loewner chain in H w.r.t.
oo started from £(0). And for each t € [0,T), hcap(Ky) = 2t, vy = ¢k,, and

{§(t)} = ms>0<Pt(Kt+e \ Kt)-

So ;1 (£(t)) is the prime end determined by (K;,0 <t <T) at time t.
(i) Suppose L(t), 0 <t < T, is a Loewner chain in H w.r.t. co. Let v(t)
0 <t <T. Then v is a continuous increasing function with v(0) =
L(v=4(t)), 0 <t <u(T), are chordal Loewner hulls driven by some & €

= heap(L(t ))/2,
C(

0,0(T)).

Proof. This is almost the same as Theorem 2.6 in [6]. O

Fix b€ [0,T). Let pps = ¢ 0 gob_l and Kp; = op(K: \ Kp) for b <t < T. Then it is
easy to check that Kj i+ and ¢ppie, 0 <t < T — b, are chordal Loewner hulls and maps
driven by t — £(b+1),0 <t < T —b. Thus for any s <t € [0,7T), ps(K; \ K;) is a hull
in H w.r.t. oo, and its capacity in H w.r.t. oo is 2(t — s).

3.2 Continuous LERW aiming at an interior point

For a > 0, let C([0,a]) be the space of all real valued continuous functions defined on
[0, a] with the norm ||€]|, := sup{|€(t)| : 0 < t < a}. For £ € C([0,a]), let Kf and &,
0 <t < a, be chordal Loewner hulls and maps, respectively, driven by . Suppose {2 C H
is a finitely connected domain bounded by R and mutually disjoint analytic Jordan curves
in H, and p € Q. For t € [0,a], if K* € Q\ {p}, then Q\ K} is a finitely connected
domain, and contains p. Recall that G(Q\ K%, p;-) is the Green function in Q\ K¢ with
the pole at p. Let

Ji(2) = G\ Kf,p;-) o (5) 7' (2). (3.1)

We begin with a theorem. The proof is postponed to Section Bl in this paper.

Theorem 3.1 For any A € C(]0,00)) and A € R, there is Ty € (0,400] such that the
equation

60 = A+ [ (0,0,/0,) J5((s))ds (3.

has a unique solution &(t) = &a(t) on [0,T4), and can not be extended. And for any

€ (0,00), the set {A € C([0,00)) : Ty > a} is open w.r.t. the metric || - ||o, and A — &a
is (| + lla, || - lla) continuous on {A € C([0,00)) : Ty > a}. Moreover, suppose o is a
crosscut in H such that H(a) € Q\ {p}. Then Upcier K ¢ H(a).

Let B(t) be a Brownian motion. Let {F;} be the filtration generated by B(t). Apply
the above theorem to A(t) = v/2B(t) and A = 2. Then we have the following corollary.
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Corollary 3.1 (i) There is an Fy-stopping time T' € (0, +00] such that the equation

t
£(0) = VAB() +2 [ (0.0,/0,) J((5))ds 33)
0
has a unique Fi-adapted solution on [0,T), and the solution can not be extended.
(ii) There does not exist a crosscut a in H such that Uyc,er K& C H(a) € Q\ {p}.

Suppose D is a finitely connected domain, wy is a prime ends of D, and z. € D. There
is f that maps D conformally onto €2 C H, which is bounded by R and mutually disjoint
analytic Jordan curves, and f(wg) = 0. Let p = f(z.), B(t) be a Brownian motion, and
&(t) be the solution to equation (B3)) and [0,7") be the maximal interval on which the
solution exists. For 0 <t < T, let

u(t) = / (0,J(¢(s)))ds. (3.4)

Let S = u(T), and F(t) = f‘l(Ki,l(t)), 0 <t<S. Then we call (F(t),0<t<S)a
continuous LERW in D from wy to z., and let it be denoted by LERW (D; wy — z.).
From the property of chordal SLE, (c.f. [I7]), and Girsanov’s theorem, almost surely
there is a simple curve v(¢) : [0,5) — D such that v(0) = wo, v(t) € D for 0 < t < S,
and F(t) = v((0,¢]) for 0 <t < S, i.e., F is the Loewner chain generated by . We call
such v an LERW (D; wy — z.) trace.
Since f maps D conformally onto 2 and p = f(z.), so we have

Ji(2) = GID\ JTHET), 2e3) o [ 7o (9]) 7 (2).
Thus equations (B3)) and (B4 become

" 0:0y(G(D\ fTHE), zei-) o f 71 o (9§) (&)
0 Oy(G(D\ fHEE), ;) o f =1 o () 1) (E(s))

£(t) = V2B(t) + 2 si (3.5)

u(t) = /0 @y (G(D\ FTHEE), 2e-) o f 71 o (98)71)(&(5))) ds. (3.6)

Remark: If D is a 1-connected domain, wg is a prime end of D and z. € D, then an
LERW(D;wy — z.) has the same distribution as a radial SLEy(D;wg — z.) up to a
linear time-change.
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3.3 Conformal invariance
Theorem 3.2 For j = 1,2, let (F;(t),0 <t < S;) be an LERW(D;wy — z.). Then
(F1(t),0 <t <Sy) and (Fy(t),0 <t < Sy) have the same distribution.

Proof. From the definition, we have Fj(t) = fj_l(Kij_,1 , 0 <t < S, where f; maps D

(t))
conformally onto €; C H, which is bounded by R and mutually disjoint analytic Jordan
curves, and f;(wo) = 0; and &;(t), 0 <t < T; = u;'(S;), is the solution to

N — BB L 0,0,(G(\ Ky ps;-) o (9) ) (&5(5))
Mﬂ;ﬂ&@+%ﬁ%@@AKﬁm%%ww%*mmD

and can not be extended, where Bj(t) is a Brownian motion and p; = f;(z.); and u;(?),
0 <t < Tj, is defined by

ds,  (3.7)

wwzl%@@AKﬁmdwﬁwam%&

Letv,; = uj_l and L;(t) = Kfé,l(t). Then F;(t) = fj_l(Lj(t)), 0<t< S,

Let W = fyo f{'. Then W maps §2; conformally onto Qy, W (0) = 0 and W (p;) = po.
Let Lo (t) = W(Ly(t)), 0 < t < S;. It suffices to show that (Ly(t),0 < t < S7) has
the same distribution as (Ls(t),0 <t < Sy). Let B(t) be the random simple curve that
generates Ly (t), i.e.,, 51(0) = 0, f1(t) € 1, 0 < ¢t < S, and almost surely L,(t) =
B1((0,t]), 0 <t < Sy. Let Bo(t) = W(Hi(t)), 0 <t < S;. Then Sy is a simple curve,
Par(0) =0, Bor(t) € Qy C H, 0 <t < Sy, and almost surely Lo (t) = B ((0,%]), 0 <t < 5.
Thus Ly is a Loewner chain in H w.r.t co. Let vy (t) = hcap(Ly(t))/2, 0 <t < S5;. Let
Ty = vy (S1) and uy = U;l. Then from Proposition B2 Lo (ux(t)) = KEQ', 0<t<Ty,
for some &y € C([0, Ty)).

Let {F}} be the filtration generated by B;(t). Let

Ri(t, x) = 9,(G( \ K77, pji ) o (9) ) (@)-
Then (&(t)) and R, (¢, z) are F}-adapted, and T} is an F}-stopping time. And we have

O Ry (1, &1(t))
Ri(t, &(1))

for 0 <t < T). So there is another Brownian motion El (t) such that for 0 <t < Sy,

_ V2 20, Ry (v1(t), §1(v1(2)))
Ry(vi(t), &u(vi(t))) Ry(vi(t),&1(vi(t)))?

déi(t) = V2dBy(t) + 2 dt, and u)(t) = Ri(t, & (t))%,

dé1 (v (1)) dB, (t) + dt. (3.8)
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Note that W maps §; \ L (t) conformally onto Qg \ Lo (t). Let Q(t) = gpvl (\
Li(), Qo (t) = ¢ (0 \ Ly (1)), and W, = ¢ , 0 W o (5! ,))"". Then both O (t)

and Qo (t) are finitely connected subdomain of ]HI that are bounded by R and mutually
disjoint analytic Jordan curves, and W; maps € (¢) conformally onto € (f). Moreover,

W, extends analytically to €;(¢) UR, and maps R onto itself.
For t € [0,51) and € € [0, 51 —t), define

Ll(ta 6) = (pii(t)(Ll(t + 8) \ Ll(t>> = (pii(t)( vy (t+e) \I<51 )

Ly(t,€) = ¢ o (Lo (t ) \ Lo () = 952 (K ) \ K2 ).
Then hcap(Li(t,e)) = 2(vi(t + ) — v1(t)), heap(La (t,e) = 2(va (t + €) — vo(t))), and
Wi(Ly(t,e)) = Lo (t,e). From Proposition B2, we have {&;(v1(t))} = NesoLi(t,€) and
{&(var(t))} = NesoLo(t,e). Thus &y (vy () = Wi(&i(v1(t))). From Proposition Bl we
have vy (t) = Wy (& (v1()))*v} (1)
Differentiate the inequality W; o <p 0= 302/, oW w.r.t. t. We get

2W] (it (D)0t () 20, (t)
Doy (2) — &a(va (1)) 8052' o W(z) — & (v2 (1))

aWi(e vl(t)( z)) +

for any z € Qy \ Li(t). Since 902@) maps € \ Li(t) conformally onto 4(t), so for any
w € (), we have

2W/ (& (o ()05 (1) 2W (w)vi(t)
Wi(w) = Wi(&i(nn(1)))  w =& (vi(t)
Let w € Q4 (t) and w — & (v1(t)), from Taylor expansion of W; at & (v1(t)), we get

QW& (va(8))) = =3WY (& (w1 (1))vi (t) = =3/ (& (va()))/ Ru(v1(t), & (va(1)))*.
Since &y (v (1)) = Wi(&1(v1(t))), so from equation (B) and Ito’s formula, we have

)
06y (v () = B (EL(0n (1))t + WL (0n (1)) s (o1 (1)) + WY (62 (0a(6))) /24060 (1 (1))
VAW (1)) W (64 (02 (6)))0 Ra (01 (1), (s (1))
= R, 6] PO T R @ ey

WY (6 (1)
A TNORACO)E
WG ()
Ry(v1(t), & (01 (2)))
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&th(w) =

t

dt.

dB, (t)+




Wi (01 (1)) 0a By (01 (1), &1 (vi(t))) W (& ()
_'_2( Rl(vl(t)vgl(vl(t»)s Rl(Ul( ) 51(1)1(15))) ) dt. (39>

Since <p§11 (1 maps 1\ L(t) conformally onto (), so

Ry(vy(t), z) = a(<m\Kdtmmoway*mwz@amw»éw@mo@)

Since W; maps €2;(¢) conformally onto Qo (t), and VVt( w(P1) = @521(0 (p2), so

G(Ql(t)a (pii(t) (pl); ) = G(Q2’(t)a (pvzi(t) (p2); ) © Wt-

So
Ru(u1(t),2) = 0,G(Q (1), 62, (p2): W) W] (a):

R (v1(t), 0) = 0,0,G(Q (1), 92 1) (p2); Wi(2)) (W] ()
+0,G( Qe (), 932 (2); Wil)) W/ ().
Plugging these equalities into (BJ) and letting x = & (v1(t)), we get

\/§W{(f1 (v1(t))) 020, G (Q (1), @iii (t) (p2); & (v (1))
R8G5 O

dé (v (1)) =

Since

%W=M@mmmm:&g§mm>

= 0,G(Q (1), 62 1 (p2); &2 (v (1)) 2, (3.10)
and G(Qy (1), 8% ) (p2); ) = G( \ K2 ), po; )o<p§;;(t), so for 0 < t < Ty,

déy (t) = V2dBy (t) +

for another Brownian motion By (t). Since &x(0) = Wy(&1(0)) = W(0) = 0, so for
0<t<Ty,

_ L 0,0,(G(Q \ K5 ;) 0 02) (&
€ﬂw—¢ﬂb®+QA R

» |~
= |=
~—

QU

»

—

w

—_

—

~—
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We claim that [0, Ty ) is the maximal interval on which the solution & to (BI]) exists.
Suppose the claim is not true. Then then at some w, the solution & exists on [0, Ty].
Note that W (oo) ia a prime end on R other than W (0) = 0. We may find a crosscut «
in H such that K%i C H(a), and W(oco) € H(a). Then W~'(a) is also a crosscut in
H, and H(W~'(a)) = W-Y(H(a)). So WYK) c HW~Y(a)) for 0 < t < Ty, which
implies that K& ¢ H(W~(a)) for 0 < ¢t < T}. This contradicts part (ii) of Corollary
Bl So the claim is justified.

Compare equation (BI0l) with equation (B7) when j = 2. Since [0, T%/) ([0, 1), resp.)
is the maximal interval on which the solutions & (t) (&2(t), resp.) to equation (BITI)
(equation (B7) when j = 2, resp.) exists, and Boy(t) has the same distribution as Bs(t),
so from the uniqueness in Theorem Bl we conclude that (£2(t),0 < ¢t < Ty) has the
same distribution as (& (¢),0 < ¢ < Ty). From @I0), uy = v,,', and that ug (0) = 0, we
get that for 0 <t < Ty,

ug () :/0 Oy(G(0 \ K&, pas;) 0 ) (€x(5)) ds.

Thus ((&x(t), ux(t)),0 <t < Ty) has the same distribution as ((£2(t), ua(t)),0 <t < Ty).

Since Lo (t) = Kgﬁ'l(t) for 0 <t < 51 = uy(Ty), and La(t) = K&,l(t) for 0 <t < Sy =
Uy U,

ug(Ty), so (L (t),0 <t < S;) has the same distribution as (Ls(t),0 <t < Sy). O

From the definition and the above theorem, we immediately have the conformal invari-
ance of continuous LERW aiming at interior points. Suppose D is a finitely connected do-
main, wy is a prime end of D, and z. € D, and (y(t),0 <t < 5) is an LERW(D; wy — z)
trace. . Suppose f maps D conformally onto D'. Then (f(v(?)),0 < t < S) is an
LERW(D'; f(wg) — f(z.)) trace.

3.4 Continuous LERW with other kinds of targets

Suppose D is a finitely connected domain, wy is a prime end of D, and I, is a side arc
of D that is bounded away from wy. Here I, may or may not lie on the same arc as wy.
Suppose we, # wo is a prime end of D that lies on the same side of D as wy. Then there
is f that maps D conformally onto a domain 2 C H that is bounded by R and mutually
disjoint analytic Jordan curves such that f(wp) = 0 and f(we) = co. If a hull K in H
w.r.t. oo is bounded away from f(I.), and K C €, then f(I.) is a side arc of Q\ K. We
have the harmonic measure function H (2 \ K, f(1.);-).

Now we change the definition of J¢ by replacing G(Q\ K%, p;-) by H(Q\ KF, f(1.);-)
in equation (BJl). Let everything else in Section be unchanged. Then Theorem Bl
and Corollary B still hold if the condition on « is replaced by that « is a crosscut in
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H such that H(«) C Q, and H(«) is bounded away from f(I.). Let u(t) be defined by
B4). Then (F(t) = f‘l(Kﬁ,l(t)),O <t < S =uT)) is called a continuous LERW in
D from wy to I, and is denoted by LERW(D;wy — I.). It is almost surely generated
by a random simple curve, which is called an LERW(D;wo — I.) trace. Theorem
still holds for LERW(D;wy — I.). Thus any two LERW(D;wy — I.) have the same
distribution, and continuous LERW aiming at side arcs satisfy the conformal invariance.

Suppose D is a finitely connected domain, wy and w, are two different prime ends of
D. Here wy and w, may or may not lie on the same side as wg. There is f that maps D
conformally onto a domain 2 C H that is bounded by R and mutually disjoint analytic
Jordan curves such that f(wy) = 0. Then p := f(w,) is a prime end of Q other than 0.
If a hull K in H w.r.t. oo is bounded away from p, and K C €2, then p is a prime end
of @\ K. Then we have a generalized Poisson kernel P(z) in 2\ K with the pole at p.
Such P(z) is not unique.

Suppose h maps a neighborhood U of p in 0 conformally onto a neighborhood V' of
0 in H such that h(p) = 0 and h(U NOD) C R. Let P,(z) = Poh™1(z) for 2 € V. Then
there is ¢ > 0 such that P,(z) +Im($) — 0 as 2 € V and z — 0. So there is a unique
generalized Poisson kernel P(z) in @\ K with the pole at p such that the constant ¢ for
Py, equals 1. We call such P(z) the generalized Poisson kernel in 2\ K with the pole
at p normalized by h, and let P(Q2\ K, p, h;z) denote this function. The function A is
called a normalizing function. It is easy to check that if A; and hs are two normalizing
functions, then

P(Q\ K,p, hi; 2) = (ha o ') (0)P(Q\ K, p, hy; 2).

Now fix a normalizing function h. Change the definition of J& by replacing G(€ \
Kf. p;-) by P(Q\ K&, fp, h;-) in equation (BI)). Let everything else in Section be
unchanged. Then Theorem BJland Corollary Blstill hold if the condition on « is replaced
by that « is a crosscut in H such that H(«) C €2, and H(«) is bounded away from
p = f(we). Let u(t) be defined by [B4)). Then (F(t) = f‘l(Ki,l(t)),O <t<S=ull)
is called a continuous LERW in D from wy to w,, normalized by h, and is denoted by
LERW(D;wy — w,). It is almost surely generated by a random simple curve, which is

called an LERW (D; wqg — I..) trace normalized by h. And we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3 Forj = 1,2, let (F}(t),
by h;. Then (Fi(t),0 <t < S1) and
have the same distribution.

0<t<S,) bean LERW(D;wy — w.) normalized
(Fo(t/(ha o hT1)(0)%),0 < t < (hy 0 h7')'(0)%S,)
Thus any two LERW (D;wy — w,) have the same distribution up to a linear time-

change that is determined by the normalizing functions. And continuous LERW aiming
at prime ends satisfy the conformal invariance up to a linear time-change.
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Remark (i) If D is a 1-connected domain, and wy # w, are two prime ends of D, then
an LERW(D;wy — w,) has the same distribution as a chordal SLEs(D;wy — we) up to
a linear time-change.

(i) If D is a 1-connected domain, wy is a prime end of D, and I, is a side arc of D that
is bounded away from wy, then an LERW(D;wy — I.) has the same distribution as a
strip SLEs(D;wy — L) (c.f. [24] up to a linear time-change. Strip SLE is called dipolar
SLE in [2].

(iii) If D is a 2-connected domain, wy is a prime end of D, and I, is a side of D that does
not contain wy, then an LERW(D;wy — I.) has the same distribution as an annulus
SLEy(D;wy — 1) (c.f. [23]) up to a deterministic time-change.

4 Observables Generated by Martingales

4.1 Local martingales for continuous LERW

Suppose D is a finitely connected domain, z, € D, and wy is a prime end of D. Let v(t),
0<t<S, bean LERW(D;wy — z.) trace. So y is a simple curve in D with 7(0) = wy
and y(t) € D for 0 <t < §. For 0 <t < S, let P, be the generalized Poisson kernel in
D\ ~((0,t]) with the pole at v(t), normalized by P;(z.) = 1.

Theorem 4.1 For any fized z € D, (Py(2)) is a local martingale.

Proof. Suppose f maps D conformally onto 2 C H that is bounded by R and an-
alytic Jordan curves o;, 1 < j < m, such that f(wy) = 0 and f(z) = p. Let
v(t) = heap(f(v((0,t]))/2, 0 <t < S. Let T = v(S), and uw on [0,7) be the rever-
sal of v. Then f(y((0,u(t)])) = K&, 0 <t < T, for some ¢ € C([0,T) that solves
equation (B3). And u(t) satisfies equation (B).

Since a time-change preserves a local martingale, so we suffice to show that (Q:(z) :=
Pywo f~1(2)) is alocal martingale for any fixed z € . Note that Q;(z) is the generalized
Poisson kernel in Q \ K with the pole at we(t) = () ~1(£(t)), normalized by Qy(p) = 1.

Let P(t,x,-) be the generalized Poisson kernel in O := ¢5(Q\ K¢) with the pole
at z, normalized by P(t,x, <pf(p)) — 1. Since ¢$ maps Q \ K¢ conformally onto €5, so
Qu(z) = P(t,€(t), ©2(2)). Since € is the domain bounded by R and @5 (o), 1 <j<m,
it is standard to check that P(-,-, ) is 12" differentiable, where the superscript A means
harmonic. From Ito’s formula, (Q:(2),0 <t < T') is a semi-martingale. So we may write

dQ,(2) = S,(2)dB(t) + Di(2)dt.

Since Q; is harmonic in H \ Kf , and vanishes on o, 1 < 57 < m, so D, is also harmonic
in H\ K¢, and vanishes on o}, 1 < j < m. Since Q;(2) = P(t,£(t), ¢5(2)), so from Tto’s
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formula, for any ¢t € [0,7) and z € H \ Kf, we have

Dy(z) = i P(t,E(t), ¢ (2)) + 8P (t,E(t), 05 (2))20. Ri(£(1)) / Ral (1))

2 £( 4 e §(x 2
+0, P(1,£(1), () + 2Re (05 P(1, (1), 91 (2)) @f(z)_g(t)), (4.1)

where 0; and 0, are partial derivatives of P w.r.t. the first two (real) variables, 05 , =
(O3, — 103,)/2 is the partial derivative of P w.r.t. the third (complex) variable, and
Ry(x) := 9, J%(x). Thus for any t € [0,T), and w € Qf, we have

Dy o (1) (w) = O P(t,E(t), w) + 20, P (1, &(t), w) D Re(£(1)) / Re(&(2))
2

w—em”

Since D, vanishes on 0, 1 < j < m, so Dt o (¢$)~" vanishes on ¢f(0;), 1 < j < m. Since

P(t,&(t),-) vanishes on R\ {{(¢)}, and —= is real on R\ {{(¢)}, so D, o (¢5)~! vanishes

onR\{f( )}. Asw € H and w — oo, 01, 82,0 and 0s , of P at (¢,£(t),w) all tend to

0, and f(t tends to 0 as well. Thus D, o (¢5)~! vanishes on R \ {&()}.

There is some ¢(t, ) > 0 such that P(t,z,w) + c(t, )Im —= vanishes on R. So there
is some analytic function F'(¢,z,-) defined in some neighborhood of x such that in that
neighborhood, P(t, z,w) = Im (F(t, z,w) — <&2). Then we have

Onc(t, §(1))

+05P(t,£(t), w) + 2Re (05, P(t, £(t), w) -

1P(t7 £(t>7w) =Im (81F(t7£(t)7 w) - W — £(t> )
LP(6€(0) w) = Im GoF (0, €(0), w) - e - SRS
) _ 2helt (1) _ 2t E(0)

By P(L,&(t),w) = Tm (B F(1,£(t), w) — ( ((>>

2  Im F'(t,&(
o) ~

Thus D; o ()~ (w) equals the imaginary part of

et £(1) et €(1) __elt,€(1)
wogp) O TR T T e
)
j

Ozc(t,€(t)) 20 C(t,f(t) 2e(t,6(1)) | 287(8&(),w) | 2e(t E(1))
w—&F)  (w-EB)? (Ww-EOP  w—Eb (w —£(1))?
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2Re (3. P(t, (1), w) -

V(8 E(), w) —

+03 F(t,&(t), w) —




Ou Lt (8(1))
Ry(&(1))

for some functions A;(t) and As(t), where

Ag(t) = =2c(t, £(1)) 0 Re(§ (1)) / Ru(E(1)) — 20uc(t, £(1))-

We want to show Ay(t) =0 for 0 <t < T. It suffices to show c(¢,x)R;(x) is a constant
on R. Since J* = G(Q\ K5, p;-) o (¢5)7! is the Green function in Q5 with the pole at
&5 (p), so Ry(x) = 9,J%(x) equals the Poisson kernel (in the usual sense) in Q with the
pole at x, valued at gof(p). Recall that P(t,z,-) equals some constant times the usual
Poisson kernel in Qf with the pole at z. Since the principle part of the Poisson kernel in
Of with the pole at z is Im :Ul—_/g, so we have

= O\ F(t,&(t), w) + O F(t,&(t), w) +BE(E(t),w) +

Ri(2)/(=1/7) = P(t.z, ¢} (p)) /c(t,x) = 1/c(t, ).

Thus c¢(t,z)0,Ri(x) = —1/m is a constant, which implies that Ay(¢) = 0. So D, o

(¢5)"1(w) equals the imaginary part of some analytic function plus wA—lg(Z) near &(t).

Since Dy o (¢5)~! is harmonic in %, and vanishes at every prime end of  other than
£(t), so Dy o (¢5)~! equals some real constant C(t) times the Poisson kernel in Q5 with
the pole at £(t). Finally, since Qi(p) = 1 for 0 <t < T, s0 Dy(p) =0 for 0 <t < T.
Thus D, o (¢5) " 1(¢%(p)) = 0. So we have C(t) = 0. Thus D, =0, 0 < t < T. Therefore
dQ(z) = Si(2)dB(t). So (Q¢(z)) is a local martingale for any z € D. O

Second, we consider an LERW(D;wy — I.) trace: y(t), 0 < ¢ < S5, where wy is a
prime end of D, and [, is a side arc of D. Consider a generalized Poisson kernel P;(z) in
D\ v((0,t]) with the pole at «(t). Such P, is not unique. Suppose there is g that maps
a neighborhood U of I, in D conformally into C such that I, is mapped to an analytic
curve. Then the value of

On(Pro g M) (2)ds(2)
g(le)
is a positive number, where n is the unit normal vector pointing inwards, and ds is the
length of the curve. In fact, this value does not depend on the choice of g. So we define
J1. OaPi(2)ds(z) to be equal to this value. We may choose the generalized Poisson kernel
Py(2) such that [; dnPi(2)ds(z) = 1. Such P; exists uniquely. Then Theorem BTl holds
in this setting, and the proof is similar.

Third, we consider an LERW(D;wy — 1) trace: v(t), 0 <t < S, where wy # w, are
prime ends of D. Consider a generalized Poisson kernel P;(z) in D \ 7((0,¢]) with the
pole at (). Such P, is not unique. Now we normalize P; by its behavior at w.. Suppose
g maps a neighborhood U of w, in Dtoa neighborhood V of 0 in H such that g(w.) = 0
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and g(U N 5D) C R. Then 9,(P; 0 ¢g~')(0) is a positive number. We may choose P, such
that 9,(P, o g7')(0) = 1. With these notations, we have Theorem EIl again, and the
proof is similar.

4.2 Discrete approximations

Let D be a finitely connected domain. Suppose 0 € 0D, and there is some dp > 0 such
that the half open line segment [dp,0) is contained in D. As z € D and z — 0 along
[0p,0), z tends to a prime end of D. We use 0, to denote this prime end.

For 6 > 0, let 0Z% = {(j + ik)d : j,k € Z} C C. We also view §Z? as a graph whose
vertices are (j + ik)d, j,k € Z, and two vertices are adjacent iff the distance between
them is 0. We define a graph D? that approximates D in 0Z? as follows. The  vertex set
V(D?) is the union of interior vertex set V;(D?) and boundary vertex set Vy(D?), where
Vi(D9) := §Z*N D, and V3 (D?) is the set of ordered pairs (21, 25) such that z; € V;(D9),
2y € 0D, and there is z3 € §Z* that is adjacent to 21 in 6Z?, such that [z,2) C
[21,23) N D. Two vertices wy and wy in V(D?) are adjacent iff either wy,wy € V7(D9?),
and [wy,ws] C D, or for some j =1 or 2, w; € V;(D%) and ws_; = (wy, z3) € Va(D?) for
some z3 € 0D. N

Every interior vertex of D% has exactly 4 adjacent vertices, and every boundary vertex
w = (21, 29) has exactly one adjacent vertex, which is the interior vertex z;. So D? is
locally finite. If (z1,29) is a boundary vertex, then it determines a boundary point,
which is z5, and a prime end of D, which is the limit in D asz — 2y along [21, 29). If
there is no ambiguity, we do not distinguish a boundary vertex from the boundary point
or prime end it determines. Suppose 0 € (0,0p]. Then § is an interior vertex of D?,
and (0,0) is a boundary vertex of D%. A (simple) random walk on D? started from an
interior vertex wp up to the first time it leaves D agrees with a (simple) random walk
on 0Z? started from wy up to the first time it uses an edge that intersects 9D. Let D°
be the connected component of D? that contains d. Let V;(D°) := V(D?°) N V;(D?) and
Va(D?) := V(D) N Vy(D?) be the set of interior and boundary vertices, respectively, of
D?.

Fix 2. € D. Let w® be the vertex in §Z2 that is closest to z.. If such vertex is
not unique, we choose the one that maximize Rez + 7lm 2 to break the tie. Suppose
§ € (0,6p] is small enough. Then there is a lattice path on D9 that connects § with w?,
which does not pass through any boundary vertex. So w? is an interior vertex of D°.
Let F = {w’} and E_; = V3(D?%). From the recurrence of the random walks on Z2, we
know that E U F is reachable in D°. Let (gs(0),...,qs(xs)) be the LERW on D° started
from § conditioned to hit F' before E_;. So ¢s(0) = & and ¢5(xs) = w?. Let gs(—1) = 0.
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Extend g5 to [—1, x5 such that gs is linear on [k — 1, k] for each k € Zy,,. Then ¢ is a
simple curve in D U {0} that connects 0 and w?.

Since F' contains only one point, we may define g as in Proposition EZIl Then for any
fixed vertex vy on D%, (gi(vp)) is a martingale up to the time gs(k) is next to w? or Ej :=
E_1U{gs5(0),...,qs(k)} disconnects vy from z.. Note that g vanishes on Ej \ {gs(k)}, is
discrete harmonic at every interior vertices of D? except gs(0), ..., gs(k), and g (w®) = 1.
For 0 <k < xs—1,let Dy = D\ ¢s([—1,k]). Then gs(k) corresponds to a prime end
of Dj. When 4 is small, the function g, approximates the generalized Poisson kernel Py
in Dj with the pole at gs(k), normalized by Py(z.) = 1. Note the resemblance of the
discrete martingales preserved by (discrete) LERW and the local martingales preserved
by continuous LERW. Suppose v,(t), 0 < t < Sp, is an LERW(D; 0, — z.) trace. In the
last several sections, we will prove the following theorem. Note that we do not require
that the boundary of D is good.

Theorem 4.2 (i) Suppose U is a neighborhood of 0, in D. Then for any e > 0, there
is 0 > 0 such that if § € (0,dy), then there are a coupling of qs and vy, and a continuous
increasing function w that maps (—1, x5) onto (0,Sy) such that

P [sup{lgs (@' (1) —90(t)] : Tu(y) <t < So} <] >1-¢,

where Ty (7o) is the first time that 7o leaves U.
(i1) If the prime end 04 is degenerate (see [15]), then the above displayed inequality holds
with “Ty(y) <t < Sy” replaced by “0 <t < Sp”.

Now we still assume 0 € 9D and (0,6p] C D for some dp > 0. Suppose w, is a
boundary point of D other than 0 such that w, € §.Z? for some 6, > 0, and 9D is flat
near we, which means that there is 7 > 0 such that DN{z € C: |z—w,| < 7} = aHN{z €
C: |z — w,| < r} for some a € {#1,4i}. For § > 0, let w® = w, + iad.

Let M be the set of § > 0 such that w, € §Z%. If § € M is small enough, then (w?, w,)
is a boundary vertex of D9, which determines the boundary point and prime end w,, and
there is a lattice path on D° that connects § with w, without passing through any other
boundary vertex. Here we do not distinguish w, from the boundary vertex (w?,w,).
Let F = {w.} and E_; = V3(D%) \ F. Then E U F = V,(D?°) is reachable in D°. Let
(g5(0),...,qs5(xs)) be the LERW on D° started from § conditioned to hit F before E_;.
So ¢5(0) = and ¢s(xs) = we. Let gs(—1) = 0. Extend g5 to be defined on [—1, x;] such
that gs is linear on [k — 1, k] for each k € Z ). Then g5 is a simple curve in DU {0, w. }
that connects 0 and w,.

Let h; be as in Proposition Bl Then for any fixed vertex vy on D?, (hi(vp)) is a
martingale up to the time when gs(k) = w’ or E, = E_; U{q;(0),...,¢s(k)} disconnects
vo from we. Let Dy = D\ ¢s([—1,k]). Then gs(k) is a prime end of Dy. Note that hy
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vanishes on ¢s(—1),...,¢s(k — 1) and all boundary vertices of D°, is discrete harmonic at
all interior vertices of D° except ¢5(0), ..., gs(k), and hy(w®) = 1. So when § is small, §-hy,
is close to the generalized Poisson kernel Py, in Dy, with the pole at ¢s(k) normalized by
OnPr(w.) = 1. Suppose 7o(t), 0 <t < S, is an LERW(D; 0, — w,) trace. Then Theorem
still holds for g5 and ~yo defined here if we replace “§ € (0,0q)” by “0 € (0,d0) N M”.

Now suppose I, is a side arc of D that is bounded away from 0. Let I? be the set of
boundary vertices of D° which determine prime ends that lie on I,.. If § is small enough, I?
is nonempty, and there is a lattice path on D° that connecting § with I? without passing
through any boundary vertex of not in I9. Then we let F' = I° and E_; = Va(D?) \ F.
Let (g5(0),...,qs(xs)) be the LERW on D° started from § conditioned to hit F before
E_1. So ¢5(0) = 0 and ¢5(x5) € L.

Let h; be as in Proposition Bl Then for any fixed vertex vy on D?, (hi(vp)) is a
martingale up to the time gs(k) is close to I. or Ey := E_1U{¢s(0),...,qs(k)} disconnects
vo from I.. Note that hj vanishes on gs(—1),...,¢s(k — 1) and all boundary vertices of
D?, hy, is discrete harmonic at every interior vertex of D° except ¢s(0),...,¢s(k), and
> vers Ahy(v) = 1. So when 4 is small, the function Ay, seems to be close to the generalized
Poisson kernel P, in Dy with the pole at g;(k) normalized by [, dnPi(2)ds(z) = 1.

If I, is a whole side of D, then Theorem still holds for ¢s and ~, defined here.
If I. is not a whole side, for the purpose of convergence, we may need some additional
boundary conditions. Suppose the two ends of I, correspond to two boundary points w}
and w? of D, 9D is flat near w! and w? and w!, w? € §.Z* for some J. > 0. Let M
be the set of § > 0 such that w!, w? € 6Z?. Then Theorem 2 still holds for gs and g
defined here if we replace “9 € (0,dy)” by “d € (0,d9) N M”.

5 Existence and Uniqueness

In this section we will prove Theorem Bl The proof is somehow similar to that of the
existence and uniqueness of the solution of an ordinary differential equation.

5.1 Convergence of domains

A domain in this paper is a nonempty connected open subset of the complex plane C.

Definition 5.1 Suppose D, is a sequence of domains and D is a domain. We say
Cara

that (D,,) converges to D, denoted by D, — D, if for every z € D, dist(z,0D,) —
dist(z,0D). This is equivalent to the followings:

(i) every compact subset of D is contained in all but finitely many D,,’s;

(i) for every point zy € 0D, the distance from zy to OD,, tends to 0 as n — oo.
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A sequence of domains may converge to two different domains. For example, let

D, = C\ ((—oo,n]). Then D, $% H, and D, <3 —H as well. But two different limit
domains of the same domain sequence must be disjoint from each other, because if they
have nonempty intersection, then one contains some boundary point of the other, which
implies a contradiction.

If only condition (i) in the definition is satisfied, then for any z € D, dist(z,0D) <
liminf dist(z,0D,). Thus D, N D &3 D. It D, % D, E, 3 F, and 2 € DN E.
Let F, (F, resp.) be the connected component of D, N E,, (DN E, resp.) that contains
2p. Then for any z € F, dist(z,0F,) = dist(z,0D,,) A dist(z,0F,) for each n, and
dist(z, OF) = dist(z,0D) A dist(z,0E), which implies F, =3 F. Thus if D, &3 D,

Cara

E, ~— E, D, C E, for each n, and D N E # (), then we have D C E.
Suppose D, Carg D, and for each n, f, is a function on D,,, and f is a function

on D. We say that f, converges to f locally uniformly in D, or f, BN f in D, if for
each compact subset F' of D, f,, converges to f uniformly on F. If every f, is analytic
(harmonic, resp.), then f is also analytic (harmonic, resp.)

Lemma 5.1 Suppose D, Carg D, f, is a conformal map of D,, for each n, and f, Lu f
in D. Then either f is constant on D, or f is a conformal map of D. And in the latter

case, f(Dyn) &3 £(D) and f7+ 12 =1 in f(D).

This lemma is similar to Theorem 1.8, the Carathéodory kernel theorem, in [T5], and
the proof is also similar. When applying this lemma, we will usually first exclude the
possibility that f is constant, and then obtain the convergence of the image domains and
the inverse functions.

5.2 Topology on the space of hulls

If H is a nonempty hull in H w.r.t. oo, then H NR is nonempty. Let ay = inf(H NR)
and by = sup(H NR). Let

S =C\(HU{z:ze H}Ulag, b))

By reflection principle, g extends to Xp, and maps Xy conformally onto C \ [cy, dy]
for some cy < dy € R. Moreover, ¢y is increasing on (—oo,ay) and (by,+00), and
maps them onto (—oo, cy) and (dg, +0o0), respectively. So ¢3' extends conformally to
C\ [cu,dn]). And [cy,dy] is the smallest in the sense that if o} extends conformally
to C\ I for some closed interval I, then [cy,dy] C I. If H = (), we do not define
ap, by, cm,dy, but still use the notations [ay, bp] and [cy, dpy] to denote empty sets. Then

Yy = C, so it is true that ¢y maps Xy conformally onto C \ [¢g, dy).
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If v is a crosscut in H, we define H(7y) to be 7 unions the bounded component of

H\v. Then H(7) is a hull in H w.r.t. co. We call it the hull bounded by ~. If A C H(vy),
then we say v encloses A. If A C H(y) and AN7 = (), then we say v strictly encloses
A. For simplicity, we write x, instead of xy(,) when z is one of the following symbols:
a,b,c,d, X, . R

Since O(H \ H(v)) = (R \ (a,, b,)) U~ is a simple curve, so ¢, extends to a homeo-
morphism of H \ H(v), and maps 7 onto [¢,,d,]. So gol_il(ﬁ/) has a continuous extension to

HUR, and maps (cy,d,) onto . From the results about Poisson kernel, we have

dy 1 Imoe- Y (x
s0~71(2)—2=/ oy @)y,
e, X T

for any z € X,. From the behavior of ¢, near oo, we have fj Im o ! (z)/nde =

hcap(H (v)). If H is a general nonempty hull in H w.r.t. oo, then ¢z may not have

continuous extension to [cy, dg]. We may use a sequence of hulls bounded by crosscuts
to approximate H. Then we conclude that there is a positive measure pgy supported by
lcu, di) with total mass |py| = hcap(H) such that for any z € ¥y,

-1 du _1
() — 2 = / ). (5.1
Example: Suppose zp € R and rg > 0. Let a = {z € H: |z — 29| = 19}. Then «a is a
crosscut in H, H(a) = {z € H : |z — x| < ro}, and [aq, ba] = [0 — ro, o +170]. It is clear
2
that ©o(2) = 2 + ;2% Thus heap(H (a)) = 1§, and [c,, do] = [x0 — 270, 20 + 27).

Lemma 5.2 If H is a nonempty hull in H w.r.t. oo, then v (x) > x for any x €
(=00, cn); @i (x) < @ for any € (dy,+00); pu(xr) < x for any x € (—o0,an);
ou(x) > x for any x € (by,+00). So if H is any hull in H w.r.t. oo, then [ay,by] C
[CH,dH].

Proof. This follows from (B&]) and that ¢y maps (—oo, ay) and (by, +00) onto (—o0, cy)
and (dy, +00), respectively. O

If H; C Hj are two hulls in H w.r.t. oo, we call H; a sub-hull of Hy. Then Hy/H; :=
o, (Hs \ Hy) is also a hull in H w.r.t. co. We call Hy/H; a quotient-hull of Hy. Tt
is clear that ¢p, = @m,/m, © @, Thus hcap(H;) = heap(Hy/H;) + hcap(H,), and so
heap(H: ), heap(Ha/Hy) < heap(Hz).

Lemma 5.3 If Hy C Hy are two hulls in H w.r.t. oo, then [cy,,dn,| C [cw,,dn,] and
[CH2/H17dH2/H1] - [CH27dH2]'
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Proof. If H; = () or Hy = H,, then Hy/H; = Hy or Hy/Hy = (), so it is trivial. Now
suppose ) G Hy G H,. Then Hy/Hy # §). Since gpl_{l/Hl(z) = ¢p, o pp(z) for z € H,
¢ maps C\ [cu,, dpr,] onto Sy, and @y, extends conformally to Xy, D Xy, so gol_{; I
extends conformally to C\ [cp,, dp,]. From the minimum property of [cx, /0, , dm,/H, ), We
have [CH2/H1,CZH2/H1] - [CHzadH2]~

If x € (=00, an,), then ¢y, (x) € (o0, ch,) C (=00, cuy/m, ). Since 901_{;/111 (x) > x on
(_oovcH2/H1)7 50 (le(ZL’) = Qol_ii/Hl © @Hz(x> > QOH2(I)' Thus

¢, = Sup iy (=00, am, ) = sup pu, (=00, am,)) = sup @, (=00, an,)) = cu,.

Similarly, we have dg, < dg,. Thus [cq,,dn,] C [cu,,dn,]. O

Corollary 5.1 If Hi C Hy C Hj are hulls in H w.r.t. 0o, then hcap(Hs/Hy) < hcap(H3)
and [cp,/m,, duyym,) C [Chy, dpy). We call Hy/Hy o sub-quotient-hull of H.

Let H be a nonempty hull in H w.r.t. co. Let H(H) denote the set of all sub-hulls
of H. Let Hy(H) denote the set of all sub-quotient-hulls of H. If « is a crosscut
in H, we write H(a) for H(H(a)), and Hy,(a) for He(H(a)). Choose d > 0. Let
a={z€C:|z—(cg+dg)/2| = |dg — cy|/2 + d}. Then « is a Jordan curve that
encloses [cy,dy|, and d is the distance between o and [cy, dy|. Suppose K € H,,(H).
Then [cx,dk| C [cu,dy]. If 2z lies on or outside «, from equation (B1I),

|0k (2) = 2| < |px|/d = heap(K) /d < heap(H)/d.

If z € C\ [cx, d] lies inside , then ' (2) lies inside ' (o). Choose w € a, then

ok (2) = 2| < |z —w| + Jw = @i (w)] + [0k (w) — i (2)]
< diam(a) + heap(H)/d + diam(ox' () < 2|dg — cg| + 4d + 3hcap(H)/d.

Let d = \/hcap(H) and My = 2|dg — cy| + 7+/hcap(H). Then for any z € C\ [ck, dk],
|0 (2)— 2| < Mpy. Since 3" maps C\ [k, di] onto Xk, so for any z € S, [pr(2)—z| <
My Since C\[ck, dk] D C\[cy, dul, so {5 (2)—2z : K € Hy(H)} is uniformly bounded
in C\ [cy,dr] by My, and so is a normal family.

Let H denote the set of all hulls in H w.r.t. co. Choose a sequence of compact subsets
(F,) of H such that F, C intF, ., for each n € N, and U, F,, = H. We may define a
distant function dy on H such that

W(Hy H) =3 (1A sup {7 (2) — it (2)]}):

n
n=1 2 ZEF'rL
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It is clear that H,, — H w.r.t. dy iff @I}i RN @5 in H. So the topology does not depend

on the choice of (F,). We use *, to denote the convergence w.r.t. dy.

From Lemma .1l if H,, — H, then H\ H, Carg H\ H and ¢p, RN o in H\ H.
However, H \ H, C \ H does not imply H, \ H. For example, let H, = {z € H :
|z —2n| < n} for n € N. Then H\ H, %H:H\(ﬁ, but ¢g, (2) =z +n%/(z — 2n) A
z = pp(2). And H, 7ty H does not imply ¥y, — Xpy. For example, let H,, = {z € H :
|IRez| <1,Imz < 1/n} for n € N. Then H, 50, but X, Carg C\[-1,1] #C = %.

Suppose H, LN H, K, L K, and K,, C H, for each n. Then H\ H, Carg H\ H,
H\K,, <3 H\K, and H\ H, C H\K,, for each n. Since (H\H)N(H\K) = H\(HUK) # 0,
so H\H Cc H\ K. Thus K C H. Let L, = H,/K,, for each n and L = K/H. Then
gpzi = @k, © 90;11 and ¢;' = g oy’ Since 90;11 TN ¢ in H, and ¢, RN YK in
H\ K D> H\ H = oyu(H), so o7 =% ;" in H. Thus L, -5 L, i.e., H,/K, — H/K.

Lemma 5.4 (Compactness) H(H) and Hs,(H) are compact. Moreover, we have
(i) Suppose (K,,) is a sequence in H(H), then it has a subsequence (L,) that converges

Cara

to some K € H(H) w.r.t. dy, and @7 L o in C\ [cw,dy], X1, \ [am, by] —

EK \ [CLH,bH], and @L, l_u) VK m EK \ [CLH,bH].
(i1) Suppose (K,,) is a sequence in H,(H), then it has a subsequence (L,,) that converges

to some K € Hy(H), w.r.t. dy, and @Z}L LN @}1 in C\ [cu,dul, X1, \ [ca, dn] Carg

EK \ [CH,dH], and @L, 1_u> VPK m EK \ [CH,dH].

Proof. (i) Since {3 (2) — z : n € N} is uniformly bounded in C\ [cy, dp], so (K,,) has
a subsequence (L,) such that ¢} () — z converges to some function f locally uniformly
in C\ [cy,dy]. Then |f(z)] < M for any z € C\ [cy,dy|. Let g(z) = f(z) + z for
z € C\ [cy,dy]. Then ¢ I g in C \ [cr,dn]. There are 21,20 € C\ [cy,dy]
with |21 — 22| > 2M. Then |g(z1) — g(22)| > |21 — 22| — |9(21) — 21| — |g(22) — 22| >
2M — M — M = 0. So g is not constant. From Lemma B, g is a conformal map. Since
for each n, H D ¢, (H) = H\ L, DH\ H, so HD g(H) D H\ H. Let K = H\ g(H).
Then K € H(H), and g maps H conformally onto H \ K. Since ¢;'(2) — z = O(1/2) as
z — 00,50 g(2) — 2 = O(1/2) as z = co. Thus g(2) = px'(2) for z € C\ [cy,dy]. So
oL RN ¢r in C\[cy,dy]. Especially, ¢ ELN ¢ in H. So K is a subsequential limit
of (K,). Thus H(H) is compact.
For L € H(H), let X} =¥, \ [ay, by], X3 := X1 \ [cu, dy]. Then X3 C ¥}, and

Y =MH\L)U{zeC:Z€H\ L} U (~o0,ag) U (bs, +00), (5.2)

26



¥ =MH\L)U{zeC:zeH\L}U(—o0,cy)U (dy, +00), (5.3)
because (C\ X.)NR C [ar,br] C [am,by] C [cu,dy]. So from H\ L,, Corg H\ K, we have
¥ S50 for j = 1,2, From Lemma Bl ;7' (C\ [cx, di]) 3 0 (C\ [en, du]) and
oL, LN oK in 9 (C\ [cu, dy]). Note that ¢ (C\ [eq, dn]) D X%, where the inclusion

follows from Lemma B2 Thus ¢y, RN P in 3%
Since |¢r,(2) — 2| < M for alln € Nand z € ¥;,, and ¥} C ¥, so every
subsequence of (¢, ) has a subsequence that converges to some analytic function h

locally uniformly in $L. Since 7, -2 ¢y in B2 C Sk, so h agrees with gy on B2
Since they are both analytic, so h agrees with px on XL Since all subsequential limits
of pr,, in XL are the same function ¢, so g, LN o in Xk =Yg\ [ay, byl

(ii) Suppose K,, = K2/K}! with K} ¢ K? ¢ H. From (i), (K,) has a subsequence
(L, = L2/L}) such that Li —* KJ for some K7 € H(H), j = 1,2. Since L} C L2
for each n, so K! ¢ K2. Let K = K,/K;. Then K € Hy,(H), and L, = L2/L} 5
K?/K, =K. So K is a subsequential limit of (K,). Thus H,,(H) is compact.

Since {¢;'(z) — z : n € N} is uniformly bounded in C\ [cy7, dy], so every subsequence

of (¢ ") has a subsequence which converges to some h locally uniformly in C \ [cy, dp].

Then h agrees with ¢! on H. Since they are both analytic in C\ [cz, dy], so h agrees
with i on C\ [ex, dpg]. Thus (971) =2 it in C\ [en, dil.

For L € H,(H), we define ¥J, j = 1,2, as in (i). Then equation (53) still holds but
(E2) does not because [ar, br] C [cr,dr] C [cu,dy], but [ar,br] C [am, by] may not hold.

A similar argument gives that o LN or in Y% =Yg\ [cq,dy]. O

5.3 Lipschitz conditions

Suppose £ € C([0,a]) for some a > 0, and K¢ € H(a). Then for each t € [0, a], ot = P
and Kf € H(a). For 0 < t; <ty < a, let thtz = KfQ/Kfl. Then thtz € Hsy(ar), and
= ¢, 0 (95) 7wt =, o (h,) 7" Since £(t) € K, s0

t1,

£(t) € lag

This holds for any ¢; € [0,a). Since £ is continuous, so we also have {(a) € [cq, da.

YK

b
VUK

| C [CKfl, e | Clea,da).

»t2 to t1,t2

Lemma 5.5 Suppose oy and oy are crosscuts in H, and aq is strictly enclosed by a.
Then there are 6,C > 0 depending only on oy and oy such that if ,n € C([0,al),
¢ =nlla <93, and K§ C H(ay), then KI C H(ay), and for any z € H\ H(a;),

|a(2) — @d(2)] < Call¢ = lla-
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Proof. Suppose ¢,n € C([0,a]) and K C H(ap). Choose a crosscut g5 in H that
strictly encloses ag, and is strictly enclosed by «;. Then ag5 and a7 are disjoint compact
subsets of ¥, which contains Y \ [@ag, bay| for any K € H(ap). From the compactness
of H(ayp), there is d > 0, such that the distance between ¢ (aps) and @g(aq) is at
least d for any K € H(ag). For t € [0,a], since Ki € H(ayg), so the distance between
©%(aps) and ¢ (ay) is at least d. Since K¢ is enclosed by ag.s, so Kf:a = o5 (KS\ KY)
is enclosed by ¢S (5), which implies that ¢(t) € Kga is enclosed by ¢$(aq5). Thus the
distance between ¢(t) and ¢¢(2) is at least d for any z € H\ H(ay) and t € [0,a]. Fix
z € H\ H(ay) and § € (0,d/3]. Then |¢(z) — ¢(t)| > d for any t € [0,a]. Suppose
¢ —nlle < d. Note that ¢§(z) = z = @!(2). Let [0,b) be the maximal subinterval of
[0, a) on which ¢](z) is defined and |¢$(z) — ¢} (2)| < d/3. Then for any t € [0,b),

|05 (2) = 0(0)] = |t (2) = CO) = 1¢(1) = n(t)] = 2d/3;
|97 (2) = n(t)] = |¢i (2) = n(t)] = |9 (2) — @i (2)] = d/3.

Thus ¢} (2) is also defined. From chordal Loewner equation, for ¢ € [0, 0],
2 _ 2
wg(z) —((s)  @iz) —n(s)

! 2(p2(2) — ¥5(2))
) ds+/0

ds

(#5(2) — () — (s (#5(2) — n(o) () — ()
< =l + 5 [ 1656) —etalas (5.4
<31 2 1) - e (55)

Solving inequality (B2H), we get
65(2) = ()] < 8/3(ei® — 1) < 6/3(c 1),
Let h = hcap(H (ap)). Then a = hcap(K¢)/2 < h/2. Now we choose

d/2

Then |¢(2) — ¢!(2)] < d/6. So we have b = a, which implies that ¢}(z) is defined on
0,a], i.e., z ¢ K. Since this is true for any z € H\ H(ay), so K} C H(ay). Finally, let
C= (exp(2d2) —1)/(3h/2). Solving inequality (&4 for ¢ € [0, a], we get

9a
la(2) — ea(2)] < (e —1)/3[I¢ = nlla < Call¢ —nlla
for any z € H\ H(«y), where the second “<” holds because a < h/2. O
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Lemma 5.6 Suppose o and p are crosscuts in H, and [c,,d,] is strictly enclosed by
p. Then there are 6,C > 0 depending only on « and p, such that if {,n € C([0,a]),
¢ —nlle <9, and K§ C H(a), then K7 is enclosed by (©5)~(p), and for any w €
H\ H(p),

[w — @0 (pe) " (w)] < Call¢ = nlla-

Proof. Suppose ¢, € C([0,a]) and K§ C H(c). Choose py that strictly encloses [c,, do],
and is strictly enclosed by p. Then for any ¢ € [0,a), ((t) € Kf:a is enclosed by <p;% (po)-

Note that KC € Hsy(a) and ¢ c = ¢} o (%), From the compactness of H,() and

an argument that is similar to the first paragraph of the last proof, we see that there is
d > 0 depending only on « and p such that |¢$ o ()" (w) — ¢(t)| > d for any t € [0, ]
and w € H\ H(p). Fix w € H\ H(p). Apply the argument of the second paragraph in
the last proof to z = (¢$)~*(w). Then we have §, C' > 0 depending only on o and p such
that if || —nlls < 6, then ¢!(z) is well defined, and

[w — @2 o (¢5) 7 (w)] = lpg(2) — ¢i(2)] < Call¢ = nlla-

That ¢"(z) is well defined implies that (¢$)~*(w) = 2z € K. Since this holds for any
w e H\ H(p), so K7 is enclosed by (¢5)71(p). O

Now suppose (1 is a finitely connected subdomain of H that is bounded by R and
mutually disjoint analytic Jordan curves o;, 1 < j < m, and p € Q. If K is a hull in H
w.r.t. oo that is contained in Q\ {p}, let Qx = (2 \ K), Gk = G(Q\ K,p;-), and
Jix = Gr ot = G(Qk, ok (p);-). If £ € C([0,a]), a > 0, and K& c Q\ {p}, then we
write 5 for QKg, and G¢ for G K& S0 JS=J KE = GE o (¢8)71 G(Qf,cpf( ); ).

Suppose avis a crosscut in H such that H (« ) c Q\{p} From the compactness of H(«),
there is h > 0 depending only on €, p, a, such that if K € H(«), then dist(px(UjL,0; U
{p}),R) > h. Let p be a crosscut in H with height smaller than h/2 that strictly encloses

[Casda]. Then for any K € H(a), H(px(p)) C Qi \ {rx(p)}

Lemma 5.7 Let Q,p,a,p be as above. Then there are §,C' > 0 depending only on
Q,p,, p, such that if (,n € C([0,a]), | —nlla <, and K C H(a), then for any z € p,

|5 (2) = JA(2)] < Call¢ = nlla- (5.6)
Proof. Suppose ¢,n € C([0,a]) and K$ C H(a). Choose a crosscut a; in H that strictly

encloses « such that H(a1) C 2\ {p}. From Lemma BH there is §y > 0 depending only
on a and «; such that if || — ||, < do, then K7 C H(ay).
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Choose a crosscut p; in H that strictly encloses [c4, do], and is strictly enclosed by p.
From Lemma [0 there are d;, C; > 0 depending only on «, p, p1, such that if || — ||, <
41, then K7 is enclosed by (¢$)~!(p1), and for any z € p U py,

|2 = ¢t o (¢*) 7 (2)] < CrallC = 7lla. (5.7)

Let F = {z € H : dist(z, H(p)) < h/4}. Since Q is the domain bounded by R and
oK (o;), 1 <j<m,and J; = G(Qk, ¢r(p);-), so from the compactness of H(ay), there
is D > 0 depending only on Q,p, ay, F', such that for any K € H(«;) and z € F,

IVJx(2)| < D. (5.8)

Let ho = heap(H (). Then a = hcap(K$)/2 < ho/2. Let § = min{dy, 61, h/(2C1hg)}.
Suppose || — 7|, < . Then for any z € pU py,

|2 — o (p¢) 7 (2)] < Crad < Ciho6/2 < h/4,
which implies that [z, "7 o (¢°)7(2)] C F.

Let
M = SZEEHGE o (5)7H(2) = Glo (D) (2]}
M, = jgg{lGi o (¢5) 7 (2) = Gio (¥) 7 (=)}
N = S;éI;HGE o (p5)7H(2) = Gl o (v) 7 ()}
N = Sgg{lGﬁ o (p5)7H(2) — Gl o (¢) 7 (2}

There is ¢ € (0, 1) depending only on p and p; such that for any z € p;, the probability
that a plane Brownian motion started from z hits p before R is less than ¢. Since both
GS o (05)™t = JS and G7 o (1)t = J7 are harmonic in H(p), have continuations to
H(p), and vanish on R, so J$ — J also has these properties. Since p; C H(p), so
My = sup{|Jg (2) = J2(2)|} < gsup{|J5(2) = JI(2)[} = gM.
zZEp1 zEp
Since K¢ and K" are enclosed by (©%)~1(p1), so G$ and G are harmonic in Q \ {p} \
H((¢5)"(p1)). Since they both behave as —In(z —p)/(27) + O(1) as z — p, so G§ — G
is harmonic in Q \ H((¢5) *(p1)). Since GS — G vanishes at every boundary point of

O\ H((¢5)~"(p1)) including oo, except on (¢§)~'(p1), and (05) ™" (p) € Q\H((25) ' (p1)),
so from the maximum principle for harmonic functions,

N= sup {G() -G < s {GS(2) — G|} = N

2€(98) 1 (p) 2€(p8) " (p1)
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From [z, 0" o (p%)71(2)] C F for z € p, K" € H(c), and (B1) and (BH), we have

|M — N| < sup{|Glo (07) ' (2) — Gi o (5) " (2)[}

zep
= sup{[J/(z) = Jilpa o (¢a) " ()]}
zep
< sup [V (w)]sup{]z — ¢ 0 (¢ ()} < DCrall¢ = o
we zep

Similarly, |M; — Ny| < DChal|¢ — nl,. Thus

M < N+ DCall¢ = nlla < Ny + DChall¢ =l

< M, 4 2DChall¢ = la < gM +2DChal[¢ = 1la,

which implies that M < Ca||{ —nl|s, where C' = 2DC}/(1—q). So we get (B6). From the
proof, we see that ¢ and C' depend only on Q, p, a, aq, p, p1. Since we have the freedom
to choose a; and py, so 6 and C' may depend only on 2, p,a, p. O

Lemma 5.8 There are 6,C > 0 depending only on Q,p, «, such that if {,n € C([0,a]),
1€ = nlla < 8, and KS C H(a), then

1(020,/0,) T3 (C(a)) — (920,/0,) T (n(a))] < CIC = nlla. (5.9)

Proof. Suppose ¢,n € C([0,a]) and K C H(«). Choose a crosscut «; in H that strictly
encloses « such that H(ay) C Q\ {p}. Let p be a crosscut in H with height smaller than
h/2 that strictly encloses [¢q, do]. From Lemma B3 and Lemma B, there are dp, Cy > 0
depending only on €2, p, o, aq, p, such that if || — 7|, < do, then K} C H(c;) and for any
z € p, |JS(2) — J(2)| < Coal|¢ — nlla- Let doy = dist([ca,da], p)/2 > 0, and § = §g A dp.

Suppose || = n|la < 6. Then KS, K7 C H(ay). From the compactness of H(a;),
there are m, My, My, M3 > 0 depending only on €2, p, o, aq, p, such that for any = €
[Ca — do, da + do],

m < 0,75(2), 0,5(x) < My and (85718, J5 (@), 18410, T2(x)| < M,
for j =2,3. Let Cy = M3/m + M3 /m?. So for any z € [c, — do, ds + do),
|8w(aray/ay)°7§($)‘ = |(8§ay/ay — (020, - 0:0,)/ (9 - (%)))Jg(x)\ < Ch. (5.10)

Since dist([co — do, do + do], p) > do, so for any x € [c, — dy, do + do),

- 2! 21
182710, (JS — T (@) < "L sup I (2) — J2(2)| < L CoallC — lla,
do zep do
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for = 1,2, from which follows that
|(8xay/ay)<]§(z) — (0:0,/0y) J}] ()]

= 0.0, 75 ()0, 1 (x) — 0,0, T3 ()0, J; ()| /10, J¢ ()0, T ()|
< 0.0, 5 ()0, J} () — 0,0, J¢ ()0, J5 ()] /m”
+020y T3 ()0 5 () — 0,0, T3 (2)0, T (x)| /m*
< Mo|0,(J; = J3)(@)|/m* + M;|0,0,(J; — Ji) ()| /m?

< (2Ma/dy + 4M; /d§)Coal|C — nl|a/m® < Cal|C = nllas (5.11)

if we let Cy = (My/dy + 2M, /d3)Cohcap(H («))/m?.
Since K$ € H(a), so ((a) € [ca,ds]. From |n(a) — ((a)| < § < dy, we have n(a) €
[ca — do, do + dp]. Thus from (BI0) and (&), we have

\(818y/8y)J§(§(a)) —(0:0,/0,)J] (n(a))]

< |(8w8y/8y)J§(§(a)) - (8w8y/8y)J§(n(a))\
+[(8:0,/9,)J5 (n(a)) — (8:0,/8,) T2 (n(a))]
< Gh¢(a) = n(a)] + Col|¢ = nlla < (C1r+ C2)[IC = 1la-

Let C' = Cy + Cy. Then we have inequality (E9). Finally, since we have the freedom to
choose a1 and p, so 0 and C' may depend only on Q, p, . O

Corollary 5.2 Suppose K5 C Q\ {p} for some & € C([0,a0]), ag > 0. Then there are
9,C > 0 such that for any t € (0, a0, if G € C([0,1]), |G =&l <0, j =1,2, then

19:0,/0,) 5 (Gi(8)) = (8:0,/8,) T (G2())] < CllG = Calle (5.12)

Proof. Choose crosscuts o and a4 in H such that K 50 is enclosed by ag, «q is strictly
enclosed by ay, and H(ay) € Q\ {p}. For any t € (0,ao], since Kf C K, C H(a), so
from Lemma B3 there is 6, > 0 such that if {; € C([0,t]) satisfies ||(; — £]||s < d1, then
Kfj C H(ay). Let d5,C > 0 be the constants given by Lemma with o = «a;. Let
d = 61 A (02/2). If for some t € (0,a0], ¢; € C([0,%]) and ||(; — & < §, 7 = 1,2, then
K& C K C H(a), and || — Glle < 20 < 05, Then (ET2) follows from Lemma BX
witha=ay,a=1t, (= (,and n=_. O
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Proof of Theorem Bl Let &(t) = A(0), t € [0,00). We may have ay > 0 such that
Kgg C Q\ {p}. From Corollary B2 there are §,C' > 0 such that for any a € (0, ag], if
¢; € C([0,a]) and ||¢; — &olla < ¢ for j = 1,2, then for any ¢ € [0, a],

1(020,/0y) Js (C1(1) = (820,/0,) I (G ()] < ClIG = ol (5.13)

Define a sequence of functions (§,(¢)) by induction. Let

t
0

Eua(t) = A(t) + A / (0,0,/0,) 7% (€(s))ds. (5.14)

as long as £,(s), 0 < s < t, are defined, and K" ¢ Q\ {p}. We may choose a € (0, ag
such that |A\|Ca < 1/2 and

sup [A(t) — A(0)] + |A| /Oa 1(0:0,/0,) T (€o(s))|ds < 6/2.

te[0,a]

Then we have ||& — &l < 0/2. For n = 1, we have ||&, — &ll. < (1 —1/2™)§ and
160 — &n—1lla < 0/2™. Suppose this is true for some n € N. Then from (EI3), we have

[Eni1(t) = &nlB)] < IM/0 (920,/0,) T5" (€a(5)) — (0:0,/0,) J& = (€n-1(5))|ds.

t
<\ / Cll6n — Enrlads < [NCall&n — Enille < 160 — Enslla/2 < 5/27+1,
0

for t € [O,CL]. Thus H£n+1 - gnHa < 5/2n+17 and Hén—i-l - 50”6 < 5/2n+1 + Hgn - §0Hb <
(1—1/2")§. From induction, we have ||, 1 — &,lla < 0/2"! for any n € N. Thus (&,)
restricted to [0, a] is a Cauchy sequence in C([0,a]). Let {o = lim, o0 £nlj0,q) € C'([0, al.
Let n — oo in equation (BI4l), we see that £, solves ([B2) for t € [0, a.

Let S be the set of all couples (£, T") such that T > 0 and ¢ solves equation (B14) for
t € [0,7]. We have proved that S is nonempty. We claim that if ({,7) € S then there
is (&, Tc) € S such that T, > T and .(t) = &(t) for t € [0,7]. To prove this claim, let
Q= ¢\ K5) and = @(p). If Kf € Q\ {P}, let Jf = G(Q\ Kf, ;) o ()" From
the first part of the proof, the solution to

§(t) = £(T) + A(T + 1) — A(T) + A /0 (0,0,/0,)T(E(s))ds (5.15)
exists on [0, a] for some @ > 0. Let T, = T'+a > T. Define &.(t) = £(¢) for t € [0,T] and
E(t) = E(t —T) for t € [T, T,]. Tt is clear that & € C([0,7.]). Since &, agrees with & on
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[0, 77, so & solves BF) for ¢ € [0,T]. For t € [0,T. — T, we have o5 :~¢§o ©5 and
K%, =K;U (05) "1 (KF). Since ¢S maps p to p, and Q \ Kfp‘;t onto Q\ K¢, so
Jf =GO\ K B-) o () = GO\ Ky opi) o (95) ™ o ()™

=G(Q\ K:€F6+tap§ ‘) o (‘P%—H)_l = J’.gf:-t'
Thus for ¢t € 0,7, — T,

E(T +1) = (1) = E(T) + A(T +1) — A(T) + A /Ot(amay/ﬁy)f(f(s))ds

= A(T + t) +A /OT(axay/ay)Jsf(g(s))dS + )‘/0 (0xay/ay)J:§p15(§e(T + 3))d5

= AT +1t)+ A /O TH(azay /0,) % (E.(5))ds.

So & solves [B2) for t € [T,T.]. Thus (&,7.) € S. So the claim is justified.

Suppose (&1,11), (§2,T) € S. For j = 1,2, since &(0) = A(0) = £(0), so there is
S; € (0,T; Nag) such that |[£; —&lls, < . Choose S3 € (0, S1AS,] such that C[A[S3 < 1.
From (B2) and (B13), we have [|& — &llsy < [ACS5[&1 — &5y 50 [[§1 = &2ls, = 0, which
means that & (t) = & () for 0 < ¢ < Ss.

Let Ty = T1 A To. We claim that & (t) = &(¢) for t € [0,Ty]. Let T € [0, Tp] be the
maximum such that & () = &(t) for t € [0,T]. Suppose T < Ty. Let & (t) = &(T + 1),
&(t) = &(T +t) for t € [0,Ty — T]. Then & and & both solve equation (BIF) for
t € [0,7y — T). From the last paragraph, there is S3 € (0,75 — 7] such that gl(t) = é(t)
for 0 <t < S3, which implies that & (t) = & (t) for 0 <t < T + S3. This contradicts the
maximum property of 7. So T' = Tp, and & (t) = & (t) for ¢ € [0, Ty].

Let Ty = sup{T : ({,T) € S}. Define {4 on [0,74) as follows. For any t € [0,T}4),
choose (£, T) € S such that t < T, and let {4(t) = &£(t). From the last paragraph, 4 is
well defined, and solves ([B2) for ¢ € [0,74). The uniqueness of {4 also follows from the
last paragraph. There is no solution to (BZ) defined on [0,74]. Otherwise, there exists
some solution on [0, 74 + €] for some € > 0, which contradicts the definition of T'4.

Suppose Ay € C([0,00)), a € (0,00), and Ty, > a. Let {4, be the solution to (B2

with A replaced by Ag. Then K cQ \ {p}. From Corollary B2 there are dy, Cy > 0
such that for any t € (0, a|, if (; € C([0,¢]) and ||¢; — &ol|+ < 0 for j = 1,2, then

19:0,/0,) 5 (Ga(2)) = (8:0,/8,) T3 (2(D)] < Collér = €l (5.16)
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Let 0 = dpexp(—Co|A|a). Suppose A € C([0,00)) and ||A — Aplla < J. Define a
sequence of functions (£2) in C([0,a]) inductively. Let &5(t) = £4,(¢) for t € [0,a]. For
n € Nand t € [0,a], let

&) =A(t)+A/O (0,0,/0, VIS (EA | (5))ds.

Then for any ¢t € [0,a], |E2(t) — &L(t)] = |A(t) — Ao(t)] < [|A — Aplla < § < §. We
claim that for each n € N, [|€2 — &8t|a < 0o, and for any t € [0,a], [€2(t) — &2 ()] <
|A — Aplla(Co|A[t)""1/(n — 1)!. We have seen that this statement is true for n = 1.
Suppose this is true for n < k, k € N. For any t € [0, a], from (&I6), we have

(€ (t) — &L ()] < |M/0 (@:0,) 75 (€1 (5)) — (8:0,)75 (61 ()| ds

t t
< MI/0 Coll&?—&?_lllsdséColM/o 14 = Aolla(ColAls)* /(% — 1)lds

< |JA = Aolla(Co| At)* /.
Thus for every ¢ € [0, al,

k+1 k+1 (C‘ |t)
€ (t) \<Z\£ &l |<Z||A Aolla 0. < dexp(Co|A[a) = do.

So we have || 1 —&3'|la < do. So the statement is true for all n € N. Since |2, =&}, <
1A = Aolla(ColAla)"/n! and 37770 [|A — Aolla(Co|Ala)" /n! = ||A — Ag[|a exp(Co|A|a), so
(¢4) is a Cauchy sequence w.r.t. || - [lo. Let £} = lim, o &} € C([0,a]). Then &2
solves (B2) for ¢t € [0,a], and [|€2 — &lla < [|[A — Aglla exp(Co|A|a). Thus Ta > a and
Ea(t) = E4(t) for t € [0,a]. So we conclude that if ||[A — Ag|ls < J, then T4 > a and
1€4 — Eaplla < exp(ColA|a)||A — Aplla- So {A € C([0,00)) : T4 > a} is open w.r.t. || - |4,
and A~ €418 (|| - ||la, || - |la) continuous on {A € C([0,00)) : T4 > a}.

Finally, let o be a crosscut in H such that H(a) € Q\ {p}. Suppose Kf C H(a)
for 0 <t < T. Then T < hcap(H(«))/2 < 4+o0o. From the compactness of H(«),
1(8,0,/9,)J5(€(t))| are uniformly bounded. So from [B3), £(t) — « for some z € R as
t — T. Define £(T) = x. Then & € C([0,T)), K5 C H(a) C Q\ {p}, and so J* is defined
for t € [0, T]. Then £(¢) solves (B2) for 0 <t < T, which is a contradiction. O
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6 Convergence of the Driving Functions

From now on, we begin proving Theorem and its variations. We first study the case
that the target is an interior point. In this section, we will show that the driving functions
for the (discrete) LERW converge to that for the continuous LERW.

6.1 Some estimates

Suppose 2 is a finitely connected subdomain of H that is bounded by R and mutually
disjoint analytic Jordan curves o;, 1 < j < m; p € {; « is a crosscut in H such that
H(a) c Q\ {p}; F is a compact subset of Q\ H(a). For & € C([0,T), let K¢ and
gpf, 0 <t < T, be chordal Loewner hulls and maps generated by &. If Kf C €2, then
Qf = pf(Q\ K?) is the domain bounded by R and @5(0;), 1 <j <m. If Kf € Q\{p}, let
JE(t,2) == GO\ K&, p:) o (¢5)1(2) = G0, ©8(p); 2); let PE(t,z,-) be the generalized
Poisson kernel in Q5 with the pole at « € R, normalized by P&(t, z, ot (p)) = 1; and let
R&(t,2) = (93./02,2)J8(L, 2), where . = (0,0 — 10s,)/2 is the partial derivative w.r.t.
the second variables, which is complex, of J¢. Since Jé(¢,-) vanishes on R, so for z € R,
8§7ZJ5(15, z) = 8%;1827ng(15, 2). Thus RE(t, 2) = (Dn00s,/0a,)J5 (L, 2) if z € R. From ()
and the fact that the drift term D, vanishes, for z € Q \ K¢, we have

D1 P(t, (1), 5 (2)) + 202 P (8, (1), 5 (2)) RE (1, £(1))

+05 PE(t, £(t), 5 (2)) + 2(Re D - PE(¢, £(1), @f(@)%) =0. (6.1)
pi(z) —&(t)
In the lemmas in this subsection, a uniform constant is a number that only depends
on Q,p,a, F, and some other variable(s) that we will specify. From the compactness of
H(a) (Lemma EA), there is a uniform constant h > 0 such that if K§ C H(«), then for

any ¢ € [0, a], dist(U7L,0; (05) U 9§ (F), R) A dist (i (F), Uf 5 (05)) = h.

Lemma 6.1 There are uniform constants Cy,Cy > 0 such that if K§ C H(a), then for
any t; <ty € [0,a] and z € F,

|95, (2) = 96, (2)] < Cultz — t;

2 to —
6,2) ~ 4 () = 2 S < Gl (=l + e {160~ )1
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Proof. Suppose K¢ C H( ). Then |@f(2) —&(t)| > h for any t € [0,a] and z € F. Since
0h(2) —¢h(2) = Ji” = = o so |5,(2) = 95, (2)| < Chilts — 1] for and ¢, <, € [0, 4]
and z € F, Where C, = 2/h > 0 is a uniform constant. Thus for t; < ¢, € [0,a] and
z€eF,

2 2 L2 - D
o~ e S w ) — A Ol e - )
< 207 /W[ty — ty| + 2/h?[E(ts) — £(t)].

Finally, for t; <ty € [0,a| and z € F,

¢ ) — ¢ - ( tl _ 2
40 -0 - L= [ -l

b2 2 2
<] A S e el e G5O g

where Cy := (2C1/h?) V (2/h?) > 0 is a uniform constant. O

Lemma 6.2 For each ny € {0,1}, ny,n3 € Zsg, there is a uniform constant Cy > 0
depending on ny,na, n3, such that if K& C H(«a), then for any t € [0,a], € [ca,ds], and
z € F, we have
‘8?1832832P5(t7x790§(2))‘ < CO'

Proof. Suppose K¢ C H(a). Let HS(t,z,-) be the continuous function defined on Q5
that satisfies HS(t,2,2) = 0 for z € R, HS(t, 2, 2) = Im =L~ for z € ©5(0;), 1< j<m,
and Hé(t, z, -) is harmonic in Q5. Let Q4(t, z, z) = Im _1/7r H5(t, x,z). Then Q%(t,z,-) is
the Poisson kernel in Q% with the pole at . Thus Pf(t, z,z) = Q(t, x, 2) Q5 (t, ., 5 (p)).
From the compactness of H(a), Q¢(t, x, ¢5(p)), t € [0,a], & € [ca, da], is bounded from
below by some positive uniform constant. For any ny,ng € Zxg, there is some uniform
constant Cy(ns, n3) > 0 depending on ny and ng such that 972973 Im _ZIT/; = Co(ng,n3)(z—
2)~17m271s whose absolute value is bounded by Co(ng, ng)h™'""7" if z € ¢5(F) and
T € [ca,ds]. So we suffice to show that that for each ny € {0,1}, na,n3 € Zso, there
is some uniform constant C;(nq,ng,n3) > 0 depending on ny,ny, n3, such that for any
te0,al, x € [ca,do], and z € F, |07 052053 HE(t, x, &5 (2))| < Ci(ny,na,ng)

Now fix ¢y € [0,a] and xy € [cqa, ds]. We claim that for each n; € {0,1} and ny € Zs,
there is some uniform constant Cy(ni,n2) > 0 depending on 1y and ng, such that

|8{“8§2H§(t0,x0,z)\ < Cg(nl,ng), (62)
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for any z € Qfo. From the definition of H¢ and the property of h, we have

—1/7T< 1/m <1/7T

0< HS(t =1
(to, %0, 2) mz—x0_|z—x0|_ h

for any z € U;”Zlgofo(aj). Since H*(ty, o, -) is harmonic in Qfo, and vanishes on R, so
from the maximum principle for harmonic functions, we have |H¢(ty, z, 2)| < 1/(7h) for
any z € Qfo. Let C5(0,0) = 1/(7h). Then we proved (62 in the case ny = ny = 0.
Since ¢%(0;), 1 < j < m, are analytic Jordan curves, so H(t,z,-) can be extended
harmonically across them. From the compactness of H(«), there is a uniform constant
Cs > 0 such that |05, H(t, z9,2)| < C3 for any z € U?’lef(aj). For any t € [0,a] and

z € U 05, we have H&(t, zo, ©5(2)) = Im pgzl)/” . Differentiate this equality w.r.t. t,
:(2)—z0
and evaluate it at to. Then for any z € UM, 04,
OVHE (1o, 70, 75 (2) + 2Re (95 HE (1o, 20, 5, (2)) ¢ ————)
1 0520, gpto < €103,z 0y X0, gpto < 3
@4, (2) — &(to)
1/m 2

= Im ( ).

(5, (2) = 20)? ¢, (2) — E(to)
Thus |0, HE(tg, w0, 2) < 4C5/h + 2/(7h?) =: C5(1,0) for any z € U] 1<pt0(0]) From the
maximum principle, we have |9, HE(t, x, z)| < Cy(1,0) for any z € Q5 7,- So (B2) is proved
the case ny = 1 and ny = 0.

Suppose ny € {0,1} and ny € Zs1. Then 832 H(ty, 0, -) is harmonic in %, has con-

tinuation to the boundary, and satisfies 952 H¢(t,z, z) = 0 for z € R, and O HE(t, 2, 2) =
—1 no+1 T
way as the previous two cases. So (E2) holds i 111 all cases.

Since 079y HS(t, x, ) is harmonic in Qfo, S(F) € QF, and dist((F),90%) > h, so
from (B2), for any ny € {0,1}, ny € Z>, z € F, and n3 € Z>(, we have

Im for z € UL " ¢5(0;). Then [B2) can be proved in these cases in a similar

|0 052 053 HE (o, w0, 5, (2))| < 2n3!Cs(n1,m2) /R™ =: Cy(ny, m2, n3).
And C(nq,n2,n3) > 0 is a uniform constant. So the proof is finished. O

Lemma 6.3 For each n; € {0,1} and ny € Z>o, there is a uniform constant Cy > 0
depending on ny,ny such that if K§ C H(a), then for any t € [0,a], € [ca, ds], we have

0952 RE (1, )] < Co
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Proof. Suppose K5 C H(a). It suffices to prove that for any ¢ € [0, a] and € [cq, da],
|0,,.J¢(t, )| is bounded from below by a positive uniform constant, and |9y 52 .J4(t, x)]
is bounded from above by a positive uniform constant depending on n; € {0,1} and
ne € Z>o. They all follow from the compactness of H(«). O

Lemma 6.4 There is a uniform constant Cy > 0 such that if K§ C H(«), then for any
t1 <ty €[0,a] and z € F', we have

|00 P (t2,€(t2), 25, (2)) — DL P (t1, E(1), 95, (2))] < Collts = ta] + [€(E2) — E(11)]).

Proof. This follows from (GJl) and the above several lemmas. O

Lemma 6.5 There is a uniform constant dy > 0 such that if K¢ C H(«), then for any
t1 <ty € [0,a] that satisfy |ta — t1| < dy, and for any z € F, we have

P(ty, &(t2), <P§2(Z)) - P5<t17£(t1>790§1<2))

= 0, P(tr, £(1), 5, (2)) ((E(t2) — E(t1)) — RE(t1, E(t1)) (t2 — 1))
F1/203P(ty, E(t), 5, (2)) ((E(t2) — E(81))% = 2(t — 1))
+0(A?) + O(AB) + O(AB?) + O(B?),

where A := [ty — t1[, B = sup; i, 1, 11§(s) — ()|}, and O(X) is some number whose
absolute value is bounded by C|X| for some uniform constant C > 0.

Proof. Suppose K5 C H(a). Let dy = dist(F,00) > 0. Let F' = {z € C : dist(z, F) <
do/2. Then F’ is a compact subset of Q2 and F' is contained in the interior of F’. From
the compactness of H(«), there is a uniform constant df, > 0 such that for any t € [0, al,
dist(g5(F),005(F")) > d}). So from Lemma B], there is a uniform constant d; > 0 such
that if s, ¢ € [0, a] satisfy |s — | < d; then for any z € F, [¢5(2), ©5(2)] C ©S(F).

Fix 2 € F and t; < ty € [0,a] with |ty — t;] < di. Let P, = P(ty,&(ta), 5, (2)),

P2 = Pg(tlag(t2)>¢§2(z))a P3 = Pﬁ(tlag(tl)a(pi(z))? P4 = Pg(t1>€(t1)>¢§1(z))' Then
PE(t, E(t2), 05, (2)) — PE(t1,E(t), 95, (2)) = (PL — Py) + (Py — P3) + (Ps — Py).

Now P, — P, = :12 O1PS(t,&(t), gpr(z))dt. Fix any t € [t1,t2]. Applying Lemma
and Lemma B2 to F', since &(t), &(ta) € [ca, da] and [¢5(2), 5, (2)] C 5 (F), so we have

D1PE(t,E (1), 05, (2)) — L PE(,£(1), 95 (2)) = O(A) + O(B).
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Applying Lemma to F', we have
NPt E(1), i (2)) — D PE(t, E(h), 4, () = O(A) + O(B).

So we get
P — Py = 01P(ty, £(t), 5, (2)) (B2 — 1) + O(A%) + O(AB).

Applying Lemma B2 to F, since 5, (2) € @5, (F'), so we have

Py — Py = 0,P%(t1, (1), 5, (2))(€(t2) — €(t))
+1/205 P4 (1, £(t), ¢4, (2)) (E(t2) — &(t)* + O(B?).
Applying Lemma Bl and Lemma B2 to F', since [¢}, (2), 5, (2)] C ¢§, (F'), so we have
BP(t1,€E(1), ¢5,(2) — P (1, E(1), 5, () = O(A),

for j = 1,2. Thus

Py — Py = 0,P%(t1, (1), 5, (2)) (€ (t2) — €(t))

+1/205 P (1, €(1), 5, (2))(E(t2) — &(1))? + O(AB) + O(AB?) + O(B%).
Applying Lemma Bl and Lemma 2 to F', since [¢f, (2), 5, (2)] C ¢§, (F"), so we have
Py — Py = 2Re (5. P(t1, £(1), 5, (2)) (5, (2) — ¢4, (2))) + O(A?)

P— 17§ZM
2Re (05, P> (11, € (1), 5, ( )>%§1(2)_§(t1)

The conclusion follows from the equalities for P; — P44, j = 1,2,3, and (@&1). O

) + O(AB) + O(4?).

6.2 Convergence

We use the notations in Section L2 and &1l Suppose f maps D conformally onto ) such
that f(0.) =0 and p = f(z.). From now on till the end of Section [[2 we fix D, z., f, €,
and p. Suppose py and p; are crosscuts in D such that H(pg) C H(p;) are neighborhoods
of 04 in D; z. & H(p1); and po Npr = 0. Let oy = f(p;), 7 = 0,1. Then o and oy
are crosscuts in H; H(ayg) is a neighborhood of 0 in H, ay is strictly enclosed by ay, and
H{an) € 0\ {p}.

Let L denote the set of finite simple lattice paths X = (X(0),...,X(s)), s € N, on
D? such that X (0) =6, X(k) € D for 0 < k < s, and Uj_,(X(k — 1), X (k)] € H(p),
where we set X (—1) := 0. Here s is called the length of X, and is denoted by s = [(X);
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and Tip(X) = X(I(X)) is called the tip point of X. For X € L° let Dy = D \
Ugfo)(X(k: — 1), X(k)]; let Px be the generalized Poisson kernel in Dy with the pole at
Tip(X), normalized by Px(z.) = 1; let gx be defined on V(D?) that satisfies gx = 0 on
Vo(D) U{X(k): 0<k <I(X)—1}, Apsgx =0 on V(D) \ {X; : 0 <k <I(X)}, and
gx(w?) = 1. Let py be a crosscut in D such that H(p;) C H(ps) and p1 Nz = 0.

Proposition 6.1 For any € > 0, there is o9 > 0 such that if 0 < § < &y, then for any
X e L and any w € V(D°)N (D \ H(py)), we have |gx(w) — Px(w)| < e.

Sketch of the proof. Suppose the proposition is not true. Then we can find ¢y > 0, a
sequence of lattice paths X,, € L with 6, — 0, and a sequence of points w,, € V°N(D\
H(p2)), such that |gx, (w,) — Px, (w,)| > o for all n € N. For simplicity of notations,
we write g, for gx,, P, for Py, and D, for Dx, . Let K, = f(U"0"(X,(j — 1), X.(5)])-
Then K, € H(ay). Write ¢, for ¢k, . Let z, = ¢, o f(Tip(X,)). Then z, € [ca,,dn,]-
Let Q, = 0,(Q2\ K,,) and Q,, = P, o f' oy . Then Q, is the generalized Poisson
kernel in €2, with the pole at x,, normalized by Q,(¢,(p)) = 1. From the compactness

of H(a), by passing to a subsequence, we may assume that K, 2 Ky € H(cv) and
Ty, = o € [Cay,day]. Let Qo = g, (2\ K) and Qo be the generalized Poisson kernel
in Q with the pole at xg, normalized by Qo(¢x,(p)) = 1. Let Dy = f~1(Q2\ Kp) and
Py = Qoo ypk, o f. Then F, is the generalized Poisson kernel in D, with the pole at
flto (p;(é (x0), normalized by Py(z.) = 1. Moreover, D, Carg Dy, and P, LN Py in Dy.

We extend g, to CE"g, that is defined on the union of lattice squares of 6Z? at
whose four vertices g, is defined. Applying Harnack’s Inequality to the positive discrete
harmonic function g,, we find that (CE"g,) is locally uniformly continuous in D,. By
Arzela-Ascoli Theorem, there is a subsequence of (CE"g,), which converges locally uni-
formly to some gy in Dy. We may assume that the subsequence is (CE"g,) itself. By
applying Harnack’s Inequality to the discrete partial derivatives of g,, we may assume
that the continuation of all discrete partial derivatives of g, also converge to the cor-
responding partial derivatives of go. Then we conclude that go is a positive harmonic
function in D.

We may find a sequence of crosscuts (y¥) in Dy such that (H(y*)) is a nesting neigh-
borhood basis of the prime end f~!o gpf}(l)(xo) in Dy, which is the pole of Py. Fix k € N,
for each n € N, we find a crosscut v* in D, that bound a neighborhood H(v¥) of
Tip(X,), such that v* converge to ¥ in some sense as n — oo. For each k > 2, we
may construct some “hook” in the area of Dy between *~! and ~**! that holds the
boundary of Dy and disconnects v**! from v*~!. We use these hooks to prove that the
values of g, outside H(y**!) are uniformly bounded, and g¢,(w) — 0 as n — oo and
w € V(D) N (D, \ H(v"“’i)) and w — 0D,, in the spherical metric. Thus go(z) — 0 as

n

z € Do\ H(7**1) and w — C\ Dy in the spherical metric. Since (H(+*)) is a neighborhood
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basis of f _loapl_{l(xo) in Dy, so go must be a generalized Poisson kernel in Dy with the pole

at 1o pi!(wp). Since go(z.) = lim, CE"g, (w?) = lim g,(w®) = 1 = Py(z.), so go = Py

in Dy. The sequence (w,) has a subsequence (w,, ) that converges to some wy € D or

tends to C \ D in the spherical metric. In both cases, we can get a contradiction.
Please see Section 5 in [23] for the detailed proof of a similar proposition. O

Let K = B(z¢;70), where 79 > 0 is such that K’ C D\ H(p1). And we may choose
a crosscut pp in D such that H(p1) C H(p2), prNpz = 0, and K C D\ H(py). Let
do = min{ro/2, dist(po, p1), dist(0, po)}. Suppose § < dy. Then w® € K, (0,8] C H(po),
and any edge of D° can not intersect both py and p;.

In this subsection, a uniform constant is a number that depends only on pg, p1, p2,
ro, K, dy, and some other variable we will specify. We use O(X) to denote a number
whose absolute value is bounded by C|X| for some positive uniform constant C. We use
05(X) to denote a number whose absolute value is bounded by C(§)|X| for some positive
uniform constant C'(§) depending on §, such that C(§) — 0 as § — 0.

Let the LERW curve g5 on [—1, xs| be defined as in Section For —1 <t < x5, let
U5(t) = hcap(f @) q5((0,t]))/2. Let T5 = U5(X5), and Us = Ué_l. Let ﬁg(t) = f(Q5(U5(t))),
0 <t < Tj. Since f(0;) = 0, so s extends continuously to [0,7s) such that G5(0) =
0. From Proposition B2 there is some & € C([0,T3]) such that 8s5((0,t]) = K& for
0 <t <Tys. Forn € Zsg, let F, be the o—algebra generated by {n < xs} and gs(j),
0 < j < n. Let ny be the first n such that (gs(n —1),¢s(n)] intersects py. Then
Neo 1s an F,-stopping time, and U}=,(gs(k — 1), gs(k;)] is contained in H(p;) because
6 < dist(po, p1). Let TS = wvs(no). Then B5((0,T72]) intersects a, and is strictly

) aQ

enclosed by a;. So Ké‘; C H(ay). Let hy = hcap(H(ay)) > 0. Then h; is a uniform
@Q

constant, and 72 < hy/2, so T2 = O(1).
Fix any n € Zi_1,.-1- Then (g5(n),gs(n +1)] can be disconnected from p; by
an annulus A = {0 < |z — ¢s(n)| < do}. Let I' be the set of all crosscuts v in D \
" _olas(k — 1), ¢s(k)] that is contained in A, and disconnects {|z — gs(n — 1)| = ¢} from
{l]z —qs(n—1)| = do} in D\ Up_y[gs(k — 1), gs(k)]. Then the extremal length of I' is
at most 27/1In(dy/6). If v € T', then ~ disconnects (q(g( ) q(g(n + 1)] from p; in D.
Thus @55 o f(7) is a crosscut in H, which disconnects gp o f((gs(n),qs(n+1)]) =

90§§(n)(KU5(n+1 \K *(ny) from gp > (1) in H. Since Kg‘s( ) C H(ao), and « is strictly

enclosed by a1, so from the compactness of H(ay), the area of H (gpi‘; (nmy (1)) is bounded
from above by a uniform constant Cy > 0. By the conformal invariance, the extremal
length of f(I') is at most 27/1In(dy/d). So there is v € f(F) Whose length is smaller
than [(8) := 2(Cor/In(do/d))*/?. Then I(5) = o05(1). Since <p (Kf)(;(n—l—l \Kva(n)

enclosed by 7, so its diameter is not bigger than [(¢). Thus there is g € R such that
90§§(n)(Kv(5(n+1 \K(s(n) C{ze H: |z—x9 <)} Since cpf}( (K£5 bt \ K§‘5 )
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0 <t < ws(n+1)—vs(n), are chordal Loewner hulls driven by &s(vs(n) + t), so we
have vs(n + 1) — vs(n) < hecap({z € H : |z — xo| < 1(§)})/2 = 1(6)?/2 and &s(t) €
[20—21(6), xo+2{(0)] for any t € [vs(n), vs(n+1)], which implies that |{5(s)—Es(t)] < 41(6)
for any s,t € [v5(n),vs(n + 1)]. This is true for any n € Zj_1 1.

Now fix a small d > 0. Define a non-decreasing sequence (n;);>o inductively. Let
no = 0. Let n;41 be the first n > n; such that n = n, or vs(n) — vs(n;) > d?, or
|€5(n) —&s5(nj)| > d, whichever comes first. Then n;’s are stopping times w.r.t. {F,}, and
are all bounded by n.,. From the result of the last paragraph, we may let 9 > 0 be smaller
than some positive uniform constant depending on d, such that vs(nj11) — vs(n;) < 2d?
and |€5(vs(s)) — Es(vs(ny))| < 2d? for any s € [nj,n44], 0 < j < co. Let Fj = F,,
0 <j<oo For0<n < ng, let ¢f = (g5(0),...,95(n)) be a sub-path of ¢s. Then
q? € L°. Let (g,) be the (g,) in Proposition Bl for the LERW ¢s5. Then g,, = gy, Where
gqp is as in Proposition 61 For simplicity, we write P, for Py

From Proposition ], for any w € V(D°) N F, (g,,(w));>0 is a martingale w.r.t.
{F}, so Elgn,,,(w)|Fj] = gn,(w) for any j € Z. From Proposition Gl we have
E [P, (w)|Fj] = Py, (w) +05(1). Since P,; is positive harmonic in {|z — z.| < ro+e¢} for
some uniform constant € > 0, and P, (z.) = 1 for all j, so from Harnack’s inequality, the
absolute value of the gradients of P, on K = {|z — z.| <y} are bounded by a positive
uniform constant. Since for any z € K, there is w € V(D?) N K with |z — w| < 46, so
for any » € K, E[P,,,,(2)|F}] = P;(2) + 05(1). Thus for any 2 € f(K),

E [Py, o [T ()| F] = Poyo f7H(2) + 05(1).

Note that P, o f~1 o (gpfj‘; (ny) " 18 the generalized Poisson kernel in Qii (ny With the
pole at &5(vs(n)), normalized by P, o f~'(p) = 1. Let F' = f(K). Then for any z € F,
Poo 1(z) = P& (uy(n), &(ua(n)), o 0 (), 50

E [P (v5(nj11), &(vs(n41)), &5t DIFT = P (vs(ny), &5(vs(ny), 658, 1 (2)) +05(1).
(6.3)

Proposition 6.2 There are a uniform constant §(d) > 0 depending only on d, and a
uniform constant dy > 0 such that if d < dy and 6 < §(d), then for all j € Z>y,

vs(njt1) _ ) )
E[(6a(es(nyen)) ~ (o)) = [ RO & ()it = O

vs (1)

E [(&5(v5(nj1)) — &(vs(17)))* = 2(vs(n541) — vs(ny))|Fj] = O(d”).
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Proof. Note that Kfpa C H(ay). Let dy > 0 be the uniform constant given by Lemma
@0

with & = a; and a = T . Let dy = (d1/2)"/?. Suppose d < dy. Fix j € Zso. Let
a = vs(n;), b =vs(njy1). Then 0 < b —a < 2d* < 2d3 = dy, and |&5(s) — &5(t)| < 4d for
any s,t € [a,b]. Fix z € F. From Lemma 23, we have

P (b, &5(b), 5 (2)) — P%(a, &s(a), 05 (2))
= 0, P%(a,&5(a), ¢ (2))((&5(b) — &(a)) — R (a, &5(a)) (b — a))

+%8§P§‘5(a, &(a), 93 (2))((6(0) — &5(a))* — 2(b — a)) + O(d”).

Take the conditional expectation of this equality with respect to F;. From (G.3)), we have
02P% (a, &5(a), 05 () B [(&(b) — &(a) — B (a, &5(a) (b — a)| F]

+%0§P5‘5(a, &(a), 93 () E[(6(b) — &(a))* = 2(b - a)|F}] = O(d’) + o05(1).

Since 05(1) — 0 uniformly as § — 0, so there is a positive uniform function 6(d) depending
only on d such that if & < d(d), then |o;(1)] < d*. From Lemmali3] we have R (t, &(t))—
R%(a,&5(a)) = O(d) for any t € [a,b]. Thus for § < §(d),

b ~
0, (a, £5(a), 8 (2))E [(€5(D) — £5(a)) — / R (1, 5()dt| 7

a

+%8§PS“(@, &5(a), 9% (2))E[(6(0) — &5(a))* — 2(b — a)|Fj] = O(d’).

Note that this is true for any z € F. We may choose 2z; # 2o € F' and solve the linear
equations to get the estimates of the two conditional expectations. We already know that
AP (a,&5(a), p&(2)) = O(1) for j = 1,2. So the proof will be completed if we prove
that there is a uniform positive constant Cy such that there are z1, 29 € K that satisfy

|0:P% (a, &5(a), 95 (21)) - 95 P% (a, &5(a), 95 (22))
—0y P (a, &5(a), ¢ (22)) - 3 P% (a, &5(a), 05 (21))] = Co.

This follows from the compactness of H (o), and the fact that for every H € H(ay) and
T € [Coy,da, ], there are z1, 25 € F such that

82P(H7x7 QPH(Z1>>822P(H71,7 QPH(Z2>> - 82P(H7xv@H(Z2))a§P(H7x7@H(Z1)) 7& Ov (64>

where P(H, z,-) is the generalized Poisson kernel in Qg = ¢y (2 \ H) with the pole at
x, normalized by P(H,x,py(p)) = 1. Here if (64 does not hold for some H € H(ay)
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and z € [ca,, dq,], then there is C = C(H,z, F) such that 95P(H, z,z) = CO,P(H,x,2)
for z € pu(F). Since pg(F) contains an interior point, and & P(H, z,-), j = 1,2, are
harmonic in Qp, so 03P(H,x,z) = CO,P(H,z,2) for 2 € Qp, which can not be true
because z is a pole of & P(H, z,-) of order j + 1 for j =1,2. O

Let 15(t) = &(t) — 2 [ R%(s,&(s))ds, 0 < t < T2 = v5(na). From Lemma B3, we
have fv?(gj)“) RS (s,&5(s))ds = O(d?) for 0 < t < T3 . Thus

E [(n5(v5(nj11)) — ms(vs(1y)))|F;] = O(d);

E [(n5(vs(nj+1)) = 1(vs(17)))* = 2(vs(nj1) — vs(ny))|Fj] = O(d’).
The following theorem can be deduced by using the Skorokhod Embedding Theorem.
It is very similar to Theorem 3.7 in [I0]. So we omit the proof.

Theorem 6.1 For every € > 0, there is a uniform constant o9 > 0 depending on £ such
that if § < &y then there is a coupling of the processes ns(t) and a Brownian motion B(t)
such that

P [sup{|ns(t) — V2B(#t)| : t € [0, T |} <] > 1 —.

Y [e7s)

Note that for ¢ € [0,72 ], &(t) solves the equation

Y [e7s)

(1) = m(t) +2 [ (0:0,/0,) 9 (&(5))ds. (6.5)
Suppose B(t) is a Brownian motion, and &y(t), 0 < ¢t < Tp, is the maximal solution to
&o(t) = V2B(t) +2 / (020,/0,) T (&o(s))ds, (6.6)
0

Then there is a.s. a simple curve [y such that 55(0) = 0, Go(t) € H for 0 < t < Ty, and
K = £y((0,t]) for 0 < t < T. Then there is a continuous increasing function g such
that vo(t) := f~*(Bo(ug *(t))), 0 < t < Sy = up(Tp), is an LERW(D; 0, — z.) trace.

If o is a crosscut in H, and 3 define on [0,T) is a curve in H, let T, (3) be the first ¢
such that 3(t) € «, if such ¢ exists; otherwise let 7, (8) = T. Then we have Ty, (55) < T3, .
If 5(0) is enclosed by a and S(t) € R for t > 0, then £([0,7,(5))) is enclosed by «.

Theorem 6.2 For every € > 0, there is a uniform constant o9 > 0 depending on £ such
that if 0 < dg then there is a coupling of the processes &s(t) and &y(t), such that

Plsup{[&5(t) = &o(t)] - 1 € [0, To, (B5)]} < el > 1 - (6.7)
Here if By is not defined on [0,T,,(B5)], then the value of sup is set to be +oo.
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Proof. Let as = f(ps). Then as is a crosscut in H that strictly encloses «, and such
that H(ap) C Q\ {p}. Since Kfp‘i; C H(ay), so from Lemma and Lemma B8 there
@0

are uniform constants 1, C; > 0 such that for any ¢ € [O,Tfm], if ||&o — &5l < €1, then
K% C H(ay), and

1(9:0,/0,) 5 (&0 (t)) — (8:0,/8,) T (&5(t))] < Culléo — &lle- (6.8)

Let Cy = %1 /(2C)), where h; = hcap(H (ay)). From Theorem ] there is a uniform
constant 9y > 0 depending on ¢, €1, Cy such that if § < dy, then there is a coupling of 75
with v/2B such that the probability that [ns(t) — V2B(t)| < (e Ae1)/Cs for t € [0, T2 ]
is greater than 1 — . Let £° denote this event. Assume &° occurs. Since e; and Cy are
uniform constants, so dy is a uniform constant depending on e.

Now &(0) = 0 = &5(0). Let [0,b) be maximal subinterval of [0, 73 )N [0, Ty), on which
|€0(t) — &5(t)| < €1. Then from equations (GH), (64), and (EF), we have

t
6o~ &l < llns = V3Bllry, +2C1 [ N6 sl s,
0

for any ¢ € [0,b]. Solving this inequality, since b < T? < hy/2 and £° occurs, so
160 = &sllo < (*** = 1)/ (200 |15 — V2Bllzs, < Collns — V2Blizg, < eNer.

Thus K& C H(aw) for 0 < ¢ < b. From part (ii) of Corollary Bl we have b < Ty. Since
1€0 — &slly < €1, s0 b =T . Thus &(t) is defined on [0, 72 ], and [&5(t) — &(t)| < € for
t€ 0,72 ]. Since P[£°] > 1 —¢, and T, (85) < T2, so we have (). O

Theorem 6.3 Suppose « is a crosscut in H that strictly encloses 0, and H (o) C Q\{p}.
For every e > 0, there is 9 > 0 depending on o and €, such that if § < oy then there is
a coupling of the processes £5(t) and &y(t) such that

Plsup{[&s(t) — ()] : 1 € [0, Ta(Bs) V Ta(Po)]} <] > 1 —¢. (6.9)
If & or &y is not defined on [0, T, (58s) V Ta(Bo)], then the value of sup is set to be +00.

Proof. We may choose pg, p; that satisfy the properties at the beginning of this subsec-
tion, such that « is strictly enclosed by ag = f(po). Then we choose rg, K, ps, and define
dp, as in the paragraph right after the proof of Proposition From Lemma B3 there
is 6, > 0 depending on « and «q such that if K C H(a) and [|¢ — 7|, < 61, then K"
is strictly enclosed by ap. For each € > 0, let ¢g = € A d;. From Theorem and the
meaning of a uniform constant, there is g > 0 depending on py, p1, p2, ro, K, dy, and
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€0, such that if & < dg, then there is a coupling of &5 and &, such that (E7) holds with
replaced by &. Assume this coupling. Let £° denote the event that |£5(¢) — & (t)| < o
for 0 <t < T, (Bs). Then P[E°] >1—¢g5>1—¢. Assume &° occurs. From part (ii)
of Corollary Bl & is defined on [0,7,(8y)]. We claim that T,(5y) < Tu,(8s). If the
claim is not true, then Kfp‘lo 5s) C H(a), which implies that Kfp‘i L (3) does not intersect
@p because £ —&ol| 1., (85) < €0 < 01 This contradicts the definition of T,,. So the claim
is justified. This means that T,(8y) < Tu,(B5) on E° under the coupling. It is always
true that T, (Bs) < Ta,(85) because « is enclosed by ap. Thus on the event £°, we have
To(Bs) N Ta(bo) < Tay(Ps), and so [§5(t) — &(t)] < €0 < € for 0 <t < To(fs) V Ta(fo)-
So we have (B9). Finally, since we have the freedom to choose pyg, p1, p2, 70, K, dg, so o
depends only on o and €. O

7 Convergence of the Curves

7.1 Local convergence

We first introduce a well-known lemma about random walks on §Z?. We use the super-
script # to denote the spherical metric, and let B(w; R) := {2z € C : |z — w| < R} and
B#(w; R) := {z € C : dist#(z,w) < R}.

Lemma 7.1 Suppose w € 0Z? and K is a connected set on the plane that has Euclidean
(spherical, resp.) diameter at least R. Then the probability that a random walk on 67>
started from w will exit B(w; R) (B¥(w; R), resp.) before using an edge of 6Z° that
intersects K is at most Cy((0 + dist(w, K))/R)°" (Co((§ + dist” (w, K))/R)", resp.) for
some absolute constants Cy, C7; > 0.

For w € V(D?), let X,, (X", resp.) be a random walk on D? started from w, stopped
when it hits Va(D?) U{w?) (hits Va(D?°), resp.). Let Y, be X,, conditioned to hit w®. Let
Y be X conditioned to hit the boundary vertex (d,0). By definition, ¢s = LE(Y5). Let
q5 = LE(Ys). From the relationship between LERW and UST (uniform spanning tree),
if we forget about the direction, then g5 and g5 have the same distribution as the curve
connecting 0 and w? in the UST on D° with wired boundary condition, conditioned on
the event that the only path on the UST connecting w’ with 0D passing through the
edge [0, d]. So the reversal of g5 has the same distribution as gj.

Define Q and Q" on V(D?). For w € V(D?), let Q(w) be the probability that X,
hits w?; let Q"(w) be the probability that X hits (5,0). Then @ and Q" take values in
[0,1]. @ vanishs on Vy(D?), and is discrete harmonic on V;(D?) \ {w’}. Q" vanishes on
V(D) \ {{6,0)}, and is is discrete harmonic on V;(D?).
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Lemma [l will be applied because if w € D, X, (X!, resp.) is not different from
a random walk on 0Z? started from w stopped when it uses an edge that intersects 9D
or hits w® (stopped when it uses an edge that intersects dD, resp.). And Y,, (Y7, resp.)

can be related with X, (X", resp.) by the function Q(w) (QT’( ), Tesp.).

Definition 7.1 Let z € C, r,e > 0. A (z,r,¢)-quasi-loop in a path w is a pair a,b € w
such that a,b € B(z;r), |a — b| < &, and the subarc of w with endpoints a and b is not
contained in B(z;2r). Let Ls(z,r,€) denote the event that qs has a (z,1,€)-quasi-loop.

Lemma 7.2 Suppose r > 0 and B(zo;5r) C D. Then P [Ls(z0,7,¢)] — 0, as € — 0,
uniformly in 0.

Proof. We will use the idea of the proof of Lemma 3.4 in [I8]. However, that proof does
not apply here immediately, because we are dealing with the loop-erasure of a conditional
random walk, and Wilson’s algorithm does not apply to a conditional UST.

Let L5(zg,r,¢) denote the event that g5 has a (2o, 7, €)-quasi-loop. Since the reversal
of gs has the same distribution as ¢, so P [L}(z0,7,¢)] = P [Ls(20,7,¢)]. It suffices to
show that lim._,o P [£5(z0, 7, €)] = 0, uniformly in § € (0, ;] for some absolute constant
91 > 0 because if 6 > &y, then L5(zg,r, ) does not happen when ¢ < d;.

Let By = B(z0;kr), k = 1,2,3,4,5. Let s; be the first s such that Y; ( ) € By, if
such s exists; otherwise, we do not deﬁne s1, let M = 0 and stop here. If s; is defined, let
t; be the first ¢ > s;, such that Y, ( ) & Bs. Inductively, if ¢; is defined, then define s;44
to be the first time s > ¢; such that Y'5(s) € By, if such s exists; otherwise, let M = j
and stop here. If s;4, is deﬁned then deﬁne t]+1 to be the first time ¢ > s;;1 such that

Y75(t)  By. Then we get a sequence s < t; < --- < spy < tp. Such M is a random
number. Finally, for each s > 0, let (YT’ )* be the restriction of Yistote {0,1,...,s}.

For j € N, let ); be the event that j < M and LE((YT’ )) has a (20,7, £)-quasi-loop.

Then )Y is empty, and it is clear that for any m € N,

Li(zo,m ) C | JY; c{M =m+ 13UV (7.1)

j=1 j=1
We first estimate P [M > j + 1|/(Y7,)4]. For w € V(D°) \ By, let Q}(w) be the
probability that X" hits 0D before By, and leaves D through [d,0]. Then the probability

that Y, does not hit By is equal to Q}(w)/Q"(w). From the Markov property of Y, we
have

P [M > j+1|(Y)"] = Q1 (Yys(t;)/Q" (Vs (t5)).
It is clear that Qf(w) < Q"(w) for any w € V(D)\ By. Let F = {2r < |z — 2| < 3r}.
Then F is a compact subset of D\ By, and if § < r, then Y;(¢;) € F. We claim that
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there are absolute constants §y € (0,r) and 1 > Cy > 0 such that Q7 (w)/Q"(w) < Cy
for any w € V(D?) N F, if § < dy. If the claim is not true, then we can find 6, — 0,
w, € V(D) N F, and w, — wy € F, such that Q}"(w,)/Q (w,) — 1. Let I’(w) =
Qo (w)/Q (wy,) and I (w) = Q%" (w)/Q% (wy). Then I < I Let P and P, be the
generalized Poisson kernels in D and D\ By, respectively, with the pole at 0, normalized
by P(wg) = Pi(wy) = 1. Then I°* and I°" converge to P and P, respectively, in D\B_1
Thus P, < P in D\ B;. From P, (w) = P(w), we must have P, = P in D \ By, which
is a contradiction because P does not vanish on dB;. So the claim is justified, and we
have P [M > j + 1|(Y£g)tﬂ'] < (5. By induction, we therefore find that if 6 < &y, then

P[M>m+1] <O (7.2)

We now estimate P [V 1|=);, (Y] )4]. Let Q; be the set of components of intersec-
tion of By with LE((Y,};)**!) that do not contain Y75(5j+1). Observe that if ); does not
occur, then for YV, to occur there must be a K € QJ such that YT}; comes at some time
t € [sj41,t41) within distance € of K N B but Y, ( ) & K for all te [sj41,t;41]. But if
Y75(t) is close to K for some t € [s;41,%;41], then Lemma [Tl can be applied, to estimate
the probability that Ys(¢) will not hit K before time ;.

Suppose 0 < d; := 58 Adist(0,Bs5), then 6 & B, so Q" is discrete harmonic inside B,
and Q"(w) > 0 for any w € V(D?) N Bs. Applying Harnack’s inequality to Q", we get
an absolute constant C; > 1 such that Q" (w;) < C1Q" (ws) for any wy, wy € V(D?) N By.
Let T3 be the first time that a path leaves By or hits K. Then for any w € V(D?) N B,
X/ (t) and Y (t),t =0,1,...,T3, are contained in B, because § < dy < r. Note that for
any path (wp, wy,...,wy,) on D° that is contained in By,

P Y, () = w;, 1 < j <n]/PIXL () = w1 <j < nf = Q" (wn)/Q"(wo) < C.

Therefore, conditioned on le’g(sﬁl), for each given K € Q;, the probability that
V75 ([8j41, tj+1]) gets to within distance e of K but does not hit K is at most C3((6+¢)/r)“
for some absolute constant Cs, Cy > 0. Note that if § > &, then the above event can not
happen, so the probability is at most C3(2¢/r). Observe that |Q;|, the cardinality of
Q;, is at most j. Let C5 = C3(2/r)%. Then

P [YVj1|-Y;] < 5Cs5%4.

This gives
m m—1 m—1 m—1
PUYI=D P n-D] <Y Pal-»] <50 <m?Cse™
j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1



Combining this with (1) and ([ZZ), we find that
P [L5(z20,7,€)] < OF 4+ m?Cse.
Since Cy € (0, 1), the lemma follows by taking m = |e=¢4/3| say. O

Definition 7.2 Let F C C, and r,e > 0. An (F,r,¢)-quasi-loop in a path w is a pair
a,b € w such that a € F, |a — b| < €, and the subarc of w with endpoints a and b is
not contained in B(a;r). One should note that a ({20}, 1, €)-quasi-loop is different from
a (zo, 1, €)-quasi-loop.

Corollary 7.1 Suppose F is a compact subset of D, and r > 0. Then the probability
that qs contains an (F,r, €)-quasi-loop tends to 0 as e — 0, uniformly in §.

Proof. Let Ls(F,r,e) denote this event. We may find ro € (0,7/3) and finitely
many points z1,...,%, € F, such that B(z;;5ry) C D for each j € Zp,), and F C
U5_1B(zj;70/2). It is easy to check that if ¢ < ro/2, then Ls(F,r,e) C Uj_, Ls(25,70, ).
The conclusion follows from Lemma O

Corollary 7.2 Suppose F is a compact subset of 2, and r > 0. Then the probability
that Bs contains an (F,r, €)-quasi-loop tends to 0 as e — 0, uniformly in §.

Proof. This follows from the last corollary, and the facts that f maps D conformally
onto ©, f (f7!, resp.) is uniformly continuous on each compact subset of D (€, resp.),
and that 5 is a time-change of f o gs. O

For a domain E and ¢ > 0, let 0#E := {z € E : dist#(z,C\ E) < ¢}. For any £ > 0
there are 1,5 > 0 such that f(0% D) C 0#Q and f~1(0%Q) C 67 D.

Lemma 7.3 Suppose Uy is a neighborhood of 05 in D. Then the probability that qs visits
07 D after leaving Uy tends to 0 ase,§ — 0.

Proof. Choose a crosscut p such that H(p) is a neighborhood of 0, in D, and H(p) C Uj.
We suffice to prove that the probability that Y; visits 0¥ D after leaving H(p) tends to
0ase,d— 0. Let rg = dist(z,,0D) > 0. Let dy = dist?(B(z.;70/2),0D) > 0. Choose
ds € (0,d;), and define K = D\(@ZZD) \B(z¢;70/4) and F' = KN H(p). We may assume
that ds is small enough that F' has nonempty interior. Applying Harnack’s inequality to @
on K, we find a constant Cy > 1 such that Q(w;) < CoQ(w;) for any wy, ws € V(D°)NK,
if 0 is small enough.

Let Y be X; conditioned to leave H(p) through an edge that intersects p. Then
YY approximates the Brownian excursion in H(p) started from 0, conditioned to hit p.
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Since the interior of F' is a nonempty subset of H(p), so there is a constant C; > 0 such
that if 0 is small enough, then P [Y? hits F] > C, which implies that

P [X; visits I before 0D] > C,P [X; leaves H(p) through an edge that intersects p].
(7.3)
Suppose § < rg/4, then w? € B(z;r0/4), and any lattice path on D? that connects w?
with some vertex in QﬁzD must use some vertex in the annulus {ry/4 < |z — z.| < r¢/2},
which is a subset of K. Let dy > 0 be the smallest spherical diameter of the components
of C\ D. Then from Lemma [l there are absolute constants Cs, C3 > 0 such that for
any € < dy/2, and w € V(D°) N §# D,

P [X,, visits K before dD] < Cy((e +0)/((d2/2) A dy))>. (7.4)
From the definition of Xy, Y5, and the Markov property, we have
P [Y; visits 07 D after leaving H(p)]

= P [X; first leaves H(p) through an edge that intersects p, then visits 0% D,
and then visits K before 9D, and finally visits w’ before D]/Q(6)
< P [Xs leaves H(p) through an edge that intersects pl-
-sup{P [X,, visits K before D] : w € V(D°) N 9% D}

sup{Q(w) : w € V(D°) N K}/Q(6). (7.5)
On the other hand,

Q(0) = P [X; visits w® before leaving H (p)]

> P [X visits F' before D] - inf{Q(w) : w € V(d’) N F}. (7.6)

From (3)), (C4) , [Z3), (ZH), and the facts that F' C K, and Q(w;) < CoQ(ws) for any
wy,we € V(D) N K, we conclude that if § is small enough, then

P [Y; visits 07 D after leaving H(p)] < CoCo/Ci((e +0)/((d2/2) A dp))?®. O

Corollary 7.3 Suppose Uy is a neighborhood of 0 in 2. Then the probability that By
visits OF Q after leaving Uy tends to 0 as €,5 — 0.

Proposition 7.1 Let a,e > 0. There are g9,y > 0 such that for 6 < dg, with probability
greater than 1 — e, Bs satisfies that if |Bs(t1) — Bs(t2)| < o for some t1,ts > a, then the
diameter of Bs([t1,t2]) is less than .
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Proof. Choose a hull H in H w.r.t. oo such that H is a neighborhood of 0 in H,
and hcap(H)/2 < a. Then S5 leaves H before time a (if 55 is defined on [0, a]). From
Corollary [[3, there are dg,e1 > 0 such that if 6 < g, then with probability greater than
1—¢/2, Bs(t) € F:=Q\ 9%Q for t > a. Let & denote this event. Since F' is a compact
subset of €2, so from Corollary [[2 there is g > 0 such that with probability greater
than 1 — £/2, B5 does not contain an (F,e/3,¢g)-quasi-loop. Let £ denote this event.
Let £° = £ N &S, Suppose § < & and & occurs. Then P [£%] > 1 —¢. If t;,t, > a and
|Bs(t1) — Bs(ta)| < eo, since Bs(t1) € F, and fs does not contain an (F, e/3, £¢)-quasi-loop,
s0 Bs([t1,ta]) C B(Bs(t1);€/3), whose diameter is less than . O

Theorem 7.1 Suppose « is a crosscut in H that strictly encloses 0, and H () C Q\{p}.
For every e > 0, there is g > 0 depending on o and €, such that if § < oy then there is
a coupling of the processes Bs(t) and Bo(t) such that

P [sup{[Gs(t) = fo(®)] : ¢ € [0, Ta(Bo)]} <] > 1 —e. (7.7)

Proof. This is similar to Theorem 1.2 in [23]. Choose a crosscut oy in H that strictly
encloses «, such that H(ay) C Q\ {p}. Suppose the theorem is false, then there exist
go > 0 and 9, — 0, such that for each 4, there is no coupling of 5, with £y such that
([Z70) holds with 0 replaced by 6,,. From Theorem B3, and by passing to a subsequence,
we may assume that for each n, there is a coupling of &5, and &, such that

Plsup{[&s, (1) = &o(t)] : T € [0, T, (Bo)]} = 1/27] < 1/27, (7.8)

We may assume that all £, and &, are defined in the same probability space, and ()
is satisfied. Then almost surely [|§s, — &o(t) ]|z, (80) — O-

Fix any t € [0,74,(5o)]. Suppose F' is any compact subset of H \ 5o((0,%]). From
€5, — &o(t)]|: — 0, we see that gpf‘s” — 5 uniformly on F, and F c H\ 85, ((0,1]) for all
but finitely many n. Thus (H\ s, ((0,t])) N (H\ Bo((0,t])) Corg H\ 50((0,¢]). From Lemma
BT (o) =% (of*) " in H = ¢ (H\ o((0,1)). Thus we have H\ 55, ((0,4]) =
H\ 5o((0, 2]).

Since [y is a continuous curve started from 0, so there is b > 0 such that with
probability greater than 1 — £¢/6, £y([0,b]) C {|z|] < eo/4}. From Lemma and
the uniform convergence of &, to & on [0,b], there is N; € N such that if n > Ny,
then with probability greater than 1 — ¢¢/3, we have [y([0,b]) C {]z] < £o/4} and
Bs,([0,0]) C {|z] < e0/3}. Let £ denote this event.

Let a = b/2. From Theorem [E3 and Proposition [[], there are €1 € (0, &) and Ny € N
such that if n > N, then with probability at least 1 —¢e¢/3, &, is defined on [0, T4, (50)],
and if |Bs, (t2) — fs, (t1)| < €1 for some t1,ty > a, then the diameter of s, ([t1,t2]) is less
than y/3. Let £} denote this event.
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Since [y is continuous on [a, Ty, (Bo)], Bo([a; Ta, (Bo)]) NR = 0, and T, (Bo) < Tw, (bo),
so there is A, h > 0 such that with probability at least 1 — g¢/3, the followings hold:
Toy (Bo) = Ta(Bo) > A, Im fo(t) = h for any ¢ € [a, Tu, (Bo)], and if 1,25 € [a, T, (Bo)] and
[ty — ta] < A, then [5o(t1) — Bo(t2)| < 1/3. Let & denote this event.

Let A = hcap(H(cy))/2. Then T,, () < A. Choose N € N such that A/N <
(A AD)/2, and define t, = a + (Tn,(6o) — a)k/N, k = 0,1,...,N. Then ty = a, ty =
To,(Bo), and t1 < b, ty—1 > To (o). Fix k € Zp nj. Since Bo(tx) € H\ Bo((0, t4—1]) and
H\ Bs,, ((0, tr-1]) Corg H\ 5o((0, tx_1]), so there is M} € N such that By(t) & Bs, ((0,tr_1])
when n > M. Since By(t;) is a boundary point of H\ 8y((0, ¢]) and H\ Ss, ((0,t1]) Carg
H\ Bo((0, tx]), so there is M? € N such that when n > M2, there is 2z, € d(H\ Bs, ((0,t]))
with |z, — Bo(tx)| < (£1/3) A h. If event &3 occurs, and n > M, V M7, then 2, ¢ R and
zn & P((0,t5—1]), which implies that z, = G5, (s;) for some s, € (tgx_1,t;]. Thus if &
occurs and n > M = VY (M} VvV M?), then we have s; € (tp_1,t], k= 1,2,..., N, such
that |ﬁ5n(8k) — 50(tk)| < 61/3.

Let L =N, VN,V M. Let &" = EFNEY N E;. Then P[E"] > 1 —¢gg. Assume that
n > L and &" occurs. Fix ¢t € [0,T,(6o)]. If t < b, then S5, (1), Bo(t) € {|z| < €0/3}
because &' occurs and n > Ny, so |fs, (1) — Bo(t)] < €9. Now suppose t > b. Then
t € [b,Ta(Bo)] C [t1,tn—1] C [s1,sn]. Thus t € [sy, Sp41] for some k € Zp n—y). Since
n> M, tg, tge1 € [a, To, (Bo)], |tk — tes1] < A, and & occurs, so

B, (k) = Bs, (se41)| < |Bs, (sk) — Bo(tw)| + |Bo(tr) — Bo(ths1)]

‘|‘|50(tk+1) - 55n(8k+1)| < 51/3 + 61/3 + 81/3 =e£1.

Since n > Na, t € [sk_1,Sk), and EF occurs, so |Bs, (t) — s, (sk)| < €o/3. Since t €
[Sk, Sk+1] C [te—1,tkt1], sO |t — tx] < A. Since & occurs, so |5o(t) — Bo(tr)| < €1/3. Thus

|85, () — Bo(t)| < |85, (t) = B, (s)| + |85, (s) — Bo(tr)]
+|,Bo(t) — 50(tk)| S 80/3 +€1/3 —|—€1/3 < 80/3 +€0/3 +€0/3 = &p-

Thus with probability greater than 1 — ey, |85, (t) — Bo(t)| < o for 0 < ¢ < T,,(By), which
contradicts the choice of (4,). O

We may also derive a coupling with symmetric inequality. The idea similar to the
development of Theorem from Theorem B2

Theorem 7.2 Let o be as in Theorem [7Q For every ¢ > 0, there is 6y > 0 depending
on a and g, such that if § < 0y then there is a coupling of the processes Bs(t) and By(t)
such that

P [sup{|Bs(t) — Bolt)| : t € [0, Tu(Bs) V Tu(Bo)]} < ] > 1 — . (7.9)
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7.2 Global convergence

We restrict 85 to [0, T5). Then lim, 7, Bs(t) = f(w?). Recall that 3, is defined on [0, Tp),
where [0, 7p) is the maximal interval on which the solution to equation (G6) exists. Let
B denote the set of continuous curves 5 : [0,7(5)) — QUR, for some T'(5) € (0, oo], with
p(0) =0 and B(t) € Q for t € (0,7(5)). So T is a function taking values in (0, co] on
B that describes the length of lifetime. Then 3y and (s are B valued random variables,
and T(B(;) = T5, T(ﬁo) = T(]

Let A denote the set of crosscuts « in H that strictly enclose 0, and such that H(«) C
Q\ {p}. For a1, € A, we write a; < g or ag > « if « is strictly enclosed by as.
For any 8 € B and o € A, let T, () be the biggest T' € (0,7(3)] such that 3(t) ¢ « for
0<t<T.Itis clear that T,,, <T,, if oy < ay. Define T\ = Apywo T

Suppose « € A. For 1,52 € B, let A(Sy,3) be 0if 51 = 5, and 1 otherwise, where
f1 = Po means that T'(f1) = T'(52) and 51 (t) = Pa(t) for 0 <t < T(p1), and define

dy (B, B2) = A(Br, B2) Asup{|Bi(t) — Ba(t)] 1 t € [0, Ta(B1) V Ta(B2)]},

where the value of the sup is set to be oo if either (;(t) or f5(t) is not defined at some ¢
in the interval of the formula. Then 0 < d; < 1. Now define

do(Br, B2) = inf{z do(Ve—1,Yk) = Yo = B1,s Vo = Pas e € B,k € Zjy 1), € N}
=1

Then d, is a pseudo-metric on B, and d, < dY. For o € A, 1 € B and r > 0, let
B.(B1;r) =48 € B:d.(B, ) < r}. Let T, denote the topology generated by d,. It is
clear that if a; < ay , then d) < dJ,, 50 do, < dq,, from which follows that 7,, C Ta,.
Let 7:;_ = ma/>a7;/.

Lemma 7.4 Suppose a; < ag € A and dy = 1 A dist(aq, ) > 0. Suppose 1, B2 € B,
and de, (B1, B2) < do. Then d (81, B2) < da, (B, B2).

Proof. Choose d; € (d,,(B1,52),do). Then there are yg, 71, - - ., ¥, € B such that vy = S,
= [, and Z] LAy, (vi=1,75) < dy. For each j € Zj ), since d¥(yj_1,7;) < dy <1, s0
oy (Vi-1,73) = sup{|7j-1(t) = (#)] : 0 <t < Ty (vj-1) V Toa () }-

Let tog = Ty, (B1) V Tw, (B2). Assume, for example, that tg = Ty, (81) = Ta, (70)-

We claim that ¢ty < Ty, (7;) for any 0 < j < n. Since ty = T4, (70) < Thy(70), if the
claim is not true, then there is k € Zp , such that ty > T,, () and to < Tg,(y;) for
0<j<k—1 Lett; =Tu, (V). Soty €[0,Tn,(7;)], 0<j<k. Then we have

k
do > dy > Z% Vio1,7) = Z Avj—1(t) = ()] = LA [o(t) — ve(t)]-
J=1 J=1
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Since tg is the first ¢ such that 8;(t) € a1, and t; < tg, so Yo(t1) = P1(t1) is enclosed by
aq. Since Y, (t1) € ag, and a3 < g, so |Yo(t1) — Yx(t1)]| > dist(aq, ae). This implies that
1A |vo(t1) — v (t1)| > do, which is a contradiction. So the claim is justified.

Thus for any ¢ € [0, to], we have t € [0, T4, (7;)] for any 0 < j < n. Thus

181(t) — Ba(t)]| < Z i1 () =3O <D dl,(v-1,7) < da.

J=1

Since this is true for any ¢ € [0,to] = [0, 7%, (51) V T, (B2)] and dy € (du, (51, B2), do), so
Y (B1, B2) < day(Br, B2). O

Lemma 7.5 {1 <T,,} €T for any a1,y € A.

Proof. Fix any off € A such that of > «;. There is o} € A with of > o} > a3. Suppose
pr e {17 < T, } Then there is a > 0 such that a < T¢, (81) A To,(61) and pi(a) ¢
H(ay). Let dy = 1 Adist(B1(a), H(az)) A dist(ay, of) A dist(B1(]0,al), az) > 0 Suppose
Ba € Boy(Bi;dp). From LemmalZ4, d, (ﬁg,ﬁl) < dy. Since dy < 1, 80 |Ba(t) — f1(t)| < dy
for 0 <t< T (B1). Since a < Ty ( 1), so |Ba(t) — pi(t)| < dp for any t € [0,al.
Since 1([0,al) is strictly enclosed by ag, and dy < dist(B1([0,a)), aa), so Pa2(]0,a]) is
also strictly enclosed by s, which implies that a < T,,(8). Since |B2(a) — Si(a)| < do,
and dy < dist(fi(a), H(ay)), so 52(a) ¢ H(ay), which implies that T(jl(ﬁg) < a. Thus
T(jl(ﬁg) < Ta2(62) ie., 52 S { < Tag} So B ”(617d0) C { < Tag}- Thus
{1} < T,,} € Tor. Since af = ay is chosen arbltrarlly, so {T} < Taz} eT . O

Lemma 7.6 Suppose ai,as € A, and B € 7). Then BN{T,. <T4,} € Ta,.

Proof. Fix 5, € BN{T}, < T,,}. Then there is a > 0 such that a < T,(f;) and
pi(a) &€ H(ay). We may choose of = « and o) < s such that f1(a) € H(a)) and
B1([0,a]) is strictly enclosed by of. Since B € T, C 7;/1, so there is dy > 0 such
that By, (B1;do) € B. Let di = 1 Ady A dist(Bi(a), H(a))) A dist(a2,a2) Suppose
B € BQQ(Bl, di). From Lemma [[4] d7, (ﬁg,ﬁl) < dy. Since dy; < 1,50 |B2(t) — B1(t)] < dy
for 0 < ¢t < Ty (B1). Since a < Ty ( 1), S0 |Ba(t) — Pi(t)] < dy for 0 < ¢t < a. Since
dy < dist(Pi1(a), H(a))), so fa(a) & H(al) Thus Ty (B2) V To (B1) < a. So we have

doy (B2, 1) < dy (B, Br) < sup{|Ba(t) — Bi(t)] : 0 <t < a} < dy < do.

Thus B € By (B1;do) C B. Since ([0, a]) is strictly enclosed by ay, oy < ay, and
|Ba(t) — Ba(t)] < di < dist(as,a0) for 0 < t < a, so B2([0,a]) is strictly enclosed by
ag. Thus T3 (B2) < T (B2) < a < Tyy(Ba), ie., B € {T, < To,}. So Ba,(Bi5d1) C
Bn{T; <T.,}. Thus BN{T} <Ts} € Tay. O
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Corollary 7.4 {T} <T,,} € Ta, for any a1, s € A.

Let pus and po be the distribution of 85 and fy, respectively. From Theorem [[2, for
any a € A, us — po weakly w.r.t. d,, as 6 — 0. Suppose A is a nonempty finite subset
of A. Let dg = Vaead,, and Ty be the topology generated by da. So T4 = VaeaTa.
For 51 € B and r > 0, let Ba(81;7) := {5 € B : da(5,061) < 1) = NaecaB(P1;7). Let
Bh = {VaeaT] < T}, ie., the set of 3 € B that are not contained in Uyea H ().

Theorem 7.3 p5 — po weakly w.r.t. da, as 6 — 0.

Proof. Suppose A = {ay,...,a,}. The case n = 1 follows from Theorem [[2 Now
suppose n > 2. We suffice to show that for any G' € T4, liminfs_, pus(G) > po(G).

We may find polygonal paths o) € A, 1 < j < n, such that af > «; for each j, and
such that for j # k, any line segment on oY is not parallel to any line segment on af. Fix

J
9 in order as 20,2%,..., 2% such that z) > 0 > 20 and

J € Zp1 ) List the vertices on o s Zms

z,?EQforlngm—l. Wemayﬁndzé,z%leR, andz,iEQ,lngm—l, and let
al = Ul (zh_y, 21 U (20,1, 20,), such that A 5 of = o, [z}, 2] is parallel to [z]_, 2}]
for 1 <k <m,and [2), 2] N[z, 2] =0 for 1 <1 <k <m. Forr € [0,1], let z(r) =
247zt —22),0 <k <m,and let a;(r) = Uy (21 (7), 21(1)] U (21 (1), 2 (7). Then
a;(r) e Aforall r € [0,1], and «;(s) < a;(r) if 1 <s <r <1. And for any s € [0, 1), if
a;j(s) < a € A then there is € (s, 1) such that «;(r) < a. Thus for any 5 € B, we have
that 7 +— T¢,(»)(B) is increasing on [0, 1], and for any s € [0, 1), TOJ;_(S) = lim, s Ty, (), SO
there are at most countably many r € [0, 1] such that TO:(T,)(B) > T, (B). So there is
r; € (0,1) such that uo({T, .y > To,¢}) = 0. For j =1,....k, let af = a;(r;), then
aj < a3, and Mo({T;% > Ti2}) =0.

Suppose j # k € Zp,. Since any line segment on oz? is not parallel to any line
segment on af, so Sjj 1= a3 Naj, is a finite set. If for some j # k, and § € B, Ta?(ﬁ) =
T2 (B) < T(B), then S must pass through S; ;. From part (ii) of Corollary Bl we have
Ta§(ﬁo)>Tai(50) < T(By). Thus {Tog(ﬁo) = T,2(50)} C {Bo passes through Sj;}. From
the property of chordal SLE,, for any z, € €2, the probability that £y passes through z
is 0, which implies P [, passes through S; ;] =0, so ,uo({Ta§ =T}) =0.

For j € Zp ), let I; = Zp o \ {7}, and B; = {\/kteT(;% < Tag} = r\lkejj{T(;:% < Tag},
which belongs to 7;3 from Corollary [[4. Then B,..., B, are mutually disjoint. Let
N =B\ UL, B;. Then

Nc JTh>Tetu | {Te=Te)

1<j<n 1<j<k<n
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Thus po(N) = 0. Fix j € Zjy. If B € Ty, then B € 7;?, so BNB; € 7;3 If BeT,,
for some k € I;, then B € 7:% From Lemma [.6] we have B N {T(;% < Tag} € 7;3
Thus BN B; = BN {T(;% < Ta?} NB; € 7;§. Let 7; denote the collection of sets B C B
such that BN B; € T,2. Then 7; is a topology. We have proved that 7,, C 7; for any
k€ Zp . Thus Ty = Vi_,Ta, C T

Suppose G € Ta. Let G; = GNB;, 1 < j <n. Foreach j € Zy ), since G € Ty C T},
so G; =GNB; e 7;;. Since ps — po W.r.t. da so liminfs)g ps(G;) > p0(G;). Since G
is the disjoint union of G;, 1 < j <n, and uO(G NN) =0, so

lim inf 15(G) > ;hgl_jonf ps(Gj) = ZNO(GJ) = o(G)-

Since this is true for any G € T4, so we have s — o weakly w.r.t. da, as 6 — 0. O
Lemma 7.7 (BY,da) is separable.

Proof. For r € Q-, let C,. denote the set of continuous curves v : [0,r] = Q UR with
7(0) = 0 and (t) € Q for t € (0,7]. Then C, is a subset of C([0,r],C). Let d, be
the restriction of || - ||, to C,, i.e., d,(71,72) = sup{|n(t) —12(t)] : 0 <t < r}. Then
(C,,d,) is a subspace of (C([0,r],C), || - ||+), so is separable. Let {7, : n € N} be dense
in (C,,d,). For each r € Qs¢ and n € N, we choose f3,,, € B such that T'(3,,) > r and
Brn(t) = Yrn(t) for 0 <t <r. Then {B,, : r € Qs¢,n € N} is countable.

Suppose 31 € BY, and dy > 0. There is ry € Qs such that V,caT(81) < 10 <
T(p1). For each a € A, there is t, € (0,79) such that 8,(t,) ¢ H(a). Let dy =
Naeadist(By(te), H(a)) Ady > 0. From the denseness of {7,,, : n € N} in (C,,,d,,), we
have ng € N such that |5,n,(t) — B1(t)] = [Vremo(t) — B1(t)| < dy for 0 < t < ry. Fix
a € A. Since |Brgng(ta) — Fi(ta)] < di < dist(Bi(ta), H(®)), S0 Brone(ta) ¢ H(a). Thus
To(Bromoe) < 7o < T(Brome)- Since this is true for any a € A, s0 Bry.n, € BY. Since

da(Brongs B1) < diy(Brosngs B1) < SUp{[Brong () — Bi(t)] : 0 <t <o} < dy < do
for any a € A, 80 da(Bryng, 51) < do. Thus {B,.,,} N BY is dense in (B}, d4). O

Theorem 7.4 For any e > 0, there is g > 0 depending on A and €, such that if 6 < dg,
then there is a coupling of Bs and By such that

P [sup{|Bs(t) — 10<t< \/(Tu(Bs) VTu(Bo))} <] > 1—e.

a€A
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Proof. Suppose A = {ai,...,a,}. For each 1 < j < n, choose o} = a;. Let A" =
{a},...,al}. From part (ii) of Corollary Bl we have 8, € BY,. As 0 — 0, w? — 2, 50
fw?) = p & UpeaH(a). There is §; > 0, such that if § < §y, then f(w?) & Upea H (),
so 85 € BY,. Thus g and ps are supported by B, when § < ;. From Theorem [3,
ps — to weakly as & — 0, w.r.t. dar. From Lemma L7, (B}, da) is separable. So from
the coupling theorem in [3], there is dp € (0, ;) such that for 6 < dy, there is a coupling
of Bs and [y such that

P [da(Bs, Bo) < A dist(c, ;) N1 AE] > 1—e. (7.10)

Assume da (85, fo) < Aj_ydist(aj,a;) A1 Ae. Then from Lemma [[A we have
Vaecadl(Bs, Bo) < 1 Ae. For each o € A, since d(Bs,50) < 1A¢g, so

sup{[As(t) = Ao(t)] - 0 <t <To(Bs5) V Tu(fo)} < e

This implies that

sup{|Bs(t) — Bo(t)] : 0 <t < VaeaTo(Bs) VTa(Bo)} <e.

So we have proved that
{d(Bs, Bo) < /\?Zldz'st(a;, aj)AN1Ae} C

{sup{[Bs(t) = Po(t)] : 0 <t < VaeaTa(Bs) V TalBo)} < e}
This together with (LI0) finishes the proof. O

Let {a, : n € N} be the set of polygonal curves a € A such that all vertices on
« have rational coordinates. Then for each o € A, there is n € N such that a,, > «a.
For n € N, let T, = V}_,T;,. Then for any 8 € B, V;2,T,,(8) = VaecaTu(B8). And
VoL Tu(Bo) = T(Bo) = To.

Theorem 7.5 limy; .7, Bo(t) = p almost surely.

Proof. Let L be the set of spherical subsequential limits of Sy(t) as t — Tp. Our goal
is to show P [L = {p}] = 1. We first claim that P [L N 0#Q # (] = 0, where 97 is
the spherical boundary of {2 in C. If the claim is not true, then there is ¢y > 0 such
that P[L NO#Q # (] > 5. Choose a@ < &;. From Corollary [[3 there are 1,8, > 0
such that if § < d;, then the probability that (5 visits aij after leaving H(«) is smaller

than g¢/2. Since P [Bo([T1(50), Tv)) N Qﬁ/zﬁ # 0] > eg, and Ty = V22, T,,(By), so there
is ng € N such that P [&] > eg, where & = {5o([T1(Bo), Tn,(5o)]) N 8?;2(2 £ (0}

From Theorem [ there is d; < d; such that with probability greater than 1 — g¢/2,
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there is a coupling of s, with [y that satisfies |55, (t) — Bo(t)| < dist(ay, ) A (e1/4) for
0 <t <T,(Bo). Let & denote this event. Since 2 < 41, so the probability that s,
does not visit 9% Q after leaving H («) is greater than 1 — (/2. Let & denote this event.
Let £ = N3_,&;. Then P[] > 0. So £ is nonempty. Assume that £ occurs. Since
& occurs, there is ty € [T1(5o), Tn,(Bo)] such that By(ty) € 8?:/29. Since &, occurs, So
dist™ (85, (to), Bo(to)) < 2|Bs,(to)—Bo(to)| < €1/2, which implies that S35, (to) € 9. Since
Bo(T1(Bo)) € a, |85, (T1(Bo)) — Bo(T1(Bo))| < dist(ar, ), and o < au, so Bs,(T1(Bo)) &
H(a). Since Ty (o) < to, so (s, visits 97 Q after leaving H (c), which means that & can
not occur. So we get a contradiction. Thus P [L N 9#Q £ (] = 0.

Second, we claim that P [diam(L) > 0] = 0. If F' C Q and diam(F') > 0, then there
are zo = g + 1Yo and ry > 0 such that g, v, 70 € Q, B(20;70) C Q, F N B(z0;70/2) # 0
and F'\ B(zo; 4ry) # (0. Assume that P [diam(L) > 0] > 0. Then from the last paragraph,
we have P [diam(L) > 0, L C Q] > 0. Since {(zo + iyo,70) : To, Yo, 70 € Q} is countable,
so there are zp € Q and 79,9 > 0 such that the probability that B(zg;79) C Q, L N
B(z0;70/2) # 0 and L\ B(zg;4r¢) # () is greater than gy. Let & denote this event. From
Corollary [[2 there is &1 > 0 such that with probability greater than 1 — /2, B5 does
not contain a (B(zo;79), 70, £1)-quasi-loop. For n € N, let £ denote the event that there
are t < to <ty < T,(Bo) with Bo(t1), Bo(t2) € B(z0;70/2), |Bo(t1) — Bo(t2)| < €1/3, and
Bo(to) & B(zo; 3ro). If & occurs, then since Ty = Vo, T,,(By), and [y(t) has subsequential
limits, as t — Tp, inside B(zp;r0/2) and outside B(zg;479), so some &}, n € N, must
occur. Thus & C U2 EF. Since P[] > &y, and (&) is increasing, so there is ng € N
such that P [£)°] > €p. From Theorem [ there is y > 0 and a coupling of G5, and
Bo such that with probability greater than 1 — £¢/2, |8s,(t) — Bo(t)] < (ro/2) A (£1/3)
for 0 <t < T,,(Bo). Let & denote this event. Let & denote the event that s, does
not contain a (B(zo;70), 70, €1)-quasi-loop. Then P [&] > 1 — g7/2 from the choice of
e1. Let £E=E°NE NEy. Then P[E] > 0. So £ is nonempty. Assume that £ occurs.
Since &;° occurs, so there are t; < tg < ta < T, (5o) with Bo(t1), Bo(t2) € B(z0;70/2),
|ﬁ0(t1) — ﬁo(t2)| < 81/3, and B(](to) ¢ B(ZO; 37’0). Since & occurs, so |B50(tj) — B(](t])‘ <
(ro/2) A (e1/3), 7 = 1,2, and |Ss,(to) — Bo(to)| < 70, which implies that S5, (t1) € B(z0;70),
850 (t1) — By (t2)| < €1, and S5, (to) & B(20; 210), 50 |Bs,(t0) — Bs, (t1)| > ro, which means
that & does not occur. This is a contradiction. So P [diam(L) > 0] = 0.

Thus almost surely L is a single point in €2, which means that lim, 7, Gy(¢) exists and
lies in Q. Now we claim that P [lim; 7, Bo(t) € Bo([0,T0))] = 0. If the claim is not true,
then there exist zp = x¢ + iyy and ro > 0 with xg, 19,70 € Q such that with a positive
probability, we have lim; 7, Bo(t) € Bo([0, 1)) NB(20;70/2) and 5y([0, 1)) & B(zo; 470).
Then we can use an argument that is similar to the last paragraph to find a contradiction.
Thus almost surely, we may extend [y to be a simple continuous curve defined on [0, Tp]
such that 5y(7p) € 2. If § € B extends continuously to [0,7'(5)] such that 5(T(8)) € €,
and p ¢ 5([0,T(B)]), then there is some n € N such that a,, encloses 3([0,7(3)]). We
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already know that p & [o([0,7(5))). If P[Bo(Th) # p] > 0, then there is ng € N such
that the probability that £y ([0, Tp]) is enclosed by i, is positive, which contradicts part
(ii) of Corollary Bl Thus P [5y(Ty) =p] =1. O

Corollary 7.5 lim; g, Yo(t) = z. almost surely.
Proof. This follows from Theorem and that 7 is a time-change of f~1(f;). O

Theorem 7.6 For any e > 0, there is 09 > 0 depending on € such that if 6 < dq, then
there is a coupling of Bs and By such that with probability greater than 1 — ¢, there is
S € (0,75 N Tpy) that satisfies |Bs(t) — Bo(t)| < /3 for 0 <t < S; and the diameters of
Bs([S,Ts)) and Bo([S, Tv)) are both smaller than €/3. If this event occurs, and if u is any
increasing function that maps [0,T5) onto [0,Ty) such that u(t) =t for 0 <t < S, then
|Bs o u™t(t) — Bo(t)| < e for 0 <t < Ty. So we have

P [sup{|Bs(u"(t)) — Bo(t)| : 0 <t < Ty} <] > 1—e.

Proof. Choose r > 0 such that B := B(p;r) C Q. From Corollary [[2 there is
g0 € (0,¢) such that the probability that 5 does not contain an (B, /6, ey)-quasi-loop
is greater than 1 — /3. Let 855 denote this event. There is d; such that if § < 71, then
|f(w?) —p| < rA(g0/3). Since almost surely By(t) — p as t — Ty, and Ty = Vo, T,,(3o),
so there is ng € N such that with probability greater than 1 — ¢/3, the diameter of
Bo([The(Bo), T0)) is less than g¢/3. Let & denote this event. From Theorem [ there
is 09 < 01 such that if & < dp, then there is a coupling of fs and [y such that with
probability greater than 1 — ¢/3, |5s,(t) — Bo(t)| < €0/3 for 0 < ¢t < T,,,(Bo). Let &
denote this event. Let £° = £ NE NE. Then P[E%] > 1 — ¢ if § < §p. Assume § < dg
and &% occurs. Let S = T,,(By). Then |B5(t) — Bo(t)| < £0/3 < /3 for 0 <t < S. And
185(S) — Fwh)] < 85(5) — Bo(S)] + 1BolS) — p| + Ip— F(w)] < 20/3+20/3 + 20/3 = .
Since Bs(T5) = f(w®) € B, and f5 does not contain an (B, /6, &p)-quasi-loop, so the
diameter of 55([S, T5)) is less than £/3. The remaining statement is clear. O

Proof of Theorem H.2. (i) Let V = f(U) and Ty (5y) be the first time that , leaves
V. Since By([Tv(Bo), To]) is a compact subset of 2, in which f~! is continuous, so there is
g0 > 0 such that if z; € So([Tv(5o), Tv]), 22 € 2, and |22 — 21| < o, then the probability
that |f~'(22) — f7'(21)| < € is greater than 1 — &/2. From Theorem [LG, there is dy > 0
such that if § < dp, there are a coupling of s and 3y, and a continuous increasing function
u that maps [0, 75) onto [0, 7p) such that

P [sup{|Bs(u'(t)) — Bo(t)| : 0 < t < Ty} < e] > 1 — /2.
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From the property of ¢y, we have

P [sup{| /' (Bs(u™" (1)) = FH(Bo(t)] : Tv(Bo) <t <Tp} < el >1—e.
This implies that
P [sup{|gs(us o u™(t)) — o (uo(t)] : Ty (Bo) <t < To} <e] >1—e.
Let @ = ug o wouj". Since Ty(70) = uo(Ty (By)), s0 we have

P fsup{las(ii~ (1)) = 20(t)] : Tu(yo) < ¢ < S} <] > 1 — <.

(ii) From [I5], if the prime end 04 is degenerate, i.e., the impression of 04 is a single
point, then f~! extends continuously to Q U {0}. Since 3y([0, Tp]) is a compact subset
of QU {0}, so the argument in part (i) also works here, if we replace both “Ty (5y) < t”
and “Ty(y0) <t by “0 < t”, and replace “[Tv(5o),-]” by “(0,-]” O

8 Other Kinds of Targets

8.1 When the target is a prime end

Now we consider the cases that the target is a prime end. We use the notations and
boundary conditions given in Section for the discrete LERW aimed at a prime end
w.. Recall that we require that w, corresponds to a boundary point of D, w, € 6,7 for
some 0, > 0, and 9D is flat near we, i.e., there is some r, > 0 and a, € {#1,+i} such
that B(we;r.) N D = B(w,; r.) Na.H. Let M be the set of § > 0 such that w, € §Z*. For
§ € M, let w! = w, +ia.d. If § € M is small enough, then (w?, w,) is a boundary vertex
of D°. We do not distinguish it from w,. Suppose f maps D conformally onto 2 C H
that is bounded by R and mutually disjoint analytic Jordan curves such that f(0,) =0
and f(w,) # o0.

For § € M, let (g5(0),...,q5(xs)) be a LERW on D° started from § conditioned to
hit w, before other boundary vertices. Let gs(—1) = 0 and extend g5 to be piecewisely
linear on [—1, x5]. We will go through the propositions in Section [ and Section [0 and
explain how they can be modified to prove the convergence of gs defined here. We only
consider D? for § € M, so the words “d < " should all be replaced by “6 € M and
0 < %7, and the words “0 — 07 should all be replaced by “6 € M and 6 — 0”7. The
proofs in this subsection are only sketches.

First we change the definition of J&(¢,2) and P%(t,z,2) in Section If Kf C Q
and is bounded away from f(w,), then let J(t,-) = P(Q\ K*, f(w.);-) o (¢5)~", where
P(Q\ K¢, f(w,) is the Poisson kernel in Q\ K¢ with the pole at f(w,); and let P&(t, z, z)
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be the generalized Poisson kernel in Q5 = ¢5(Q\ K?) with the pole at 2, normalized by
Ou(PE(t,2,-) 0 ¢5 o f)(w.) = 1. Since A(Q\ K¥) is smooth near f(w.), so the Poisson
kernel with the pole at f(w,.) exists. We still define ﬁf(t, z) = (8227Z/82,Z)P5(t, z). Since
the meaning of P5(t, z) has been changed, so does RE(t, z). Let a be a crosscut in H such
that H(o) C Q and H(«) is bounded away from f(w.). Let everything else in Section
be unchanged. Then it is not hard to check that all lemmas in Section still hold
under these these settings, and we only need to make some simple modifications on the
proofs.

In Section B2, we require that H(p;) is bounded away from w.. We do not change
the definition of L, and those of I(X), Tip(X) and Dx for each X € L. For § € M and
X € L?, we now define Py to be the generalized Poisson kernel in Dy with the pole at
Tip(X), normalized by 0, Px(w.) = 1; let hx be defined on V(D°) that satisfies hx = 0
on Va(DYU{X (k) : 0 <k <I(X)=1}, Apshx =0on V;(D)\{X:0<k <I(X)}, and
Apshx(we) = 1. Let py be any crosscut in D such that H(p;) C H(p2) and p1 N pz = 0.
Then Proposition should be restated as follows.

Proposition 8.1 For any € > 0, there is 09 > 0 such that if 6 € (0,09) N M, then for
any X € L%, and any w € V(D) N (D \ H(py)), we have |§ - hx(w) — Px(w)| < e.

Proof. Fix 2y € D\ H(p) and let w] be a vertex on D° that is closest to zy. For § € M
and X € L, let ¢%(w) = hx(w)/hx(wj). Then from Proposition Bl ¢% converges
to the generalized Poisson kernel PY% in Dx with the pole at Tip(X), normalized by
PY(z) = 1, uniformly on D \ H(ps) for any crosscut ps in D such that H(p;) C H(p3)
and p; Npz = (. Since dD is flat near w,, and ¢% vanishes on dD near we, so g%
can be naturally extended to be a discrete harmonic function on 6Z2 N B(w,;ry) for
some o > 0. We may also extend PY% to be a harmonic function defined in B(w,;rq) by
Schwarz reflection principle. Then we can prove that the discrete partial derivatives of g%
approximates the corresponding partial derivatives of P{ locally uniformly in B(w; 7).
Especially, we have (¢%(w?) — g% (w.))/d — OnP%(w.) as § — 0, because w? is the
unique adjacent vertex of w, in D°. Note that Apsg%(we) = g% (w?) — g% (w.). From
the definition of ¢%, we have Apshx(w.)/ (8 - hx(w])) — OuPY(w.) as § — 0. Since
Apshx(we) = 1,506 hx(wd) — 1/PY(w,) as § — 0. Thus §-hy(w) = gx(w)-§-hx(w))
converges to PY(w)/PY(w.) = Px(w) uniformly on D\ H(p). O

We now consider the martingales (h,) in Proposition 1 for the g5 we are studying
here. Define ne, n; and F;, j € Z>o, as in Section Then for n < n.,, the sub-path
q% belongs to L°, and hgp = hy,. Using Proposition LTl and Bl we obtain Proposition
B2, from which follows Theorem Bl Let & and Sy(t), 0 < t < Tp, and yo(t), 0 <t < Sy,
be as defined after Theorem Bl Since we have changed the meaning of Jf(z), SO NOW Yo
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is an LERW(D; 0, — w,) trace. The statements and proofs of the remaining theorems
in Section need not be changed.

In Section [, Lemma [ is always true. Lemma still holds for the ¢s here.
For the proof, let X, be a random walk on D° started from w stopped when it hits a
boundary vertex, and let Y,, be X, conditioned to hit w.. Then ¢s is the loop-erasure
of Ys. We may argue directly on X, and Y,, instead of the reversed curve. The proof is
very similar. Then Corollary [T and Corollary immediately follow from this lemma.
The statement of Lemma [[3, Corollary and Proposition [T should be restated as
follows.

Lemma 8.1 Suppose Uy and U, are neighborhoods of 0, and w,, respectively, in D.
Then the probability that qs visits (D \ U.) N 07 D after leaving Uy tends to 0 as § € M
and 6, — 0.

Corollary 8.1 Suppose Uy and U, are neighborhoods of 0 and f(w.), respectively, in €.
Then the probability that Bs visits (Q\ U.) N OFQ after leaving Uy tends to 0 as 6 € M
and 6, — 0.

Proposition 8.2 Suppose U, is a neighborhood of f(w.) in 2. Let T.(Bs) be the first time
that Bs hits U.. Let a,e > 0. There are €y,09 > 0 such that for § < &y, with probability
greater than 1 — €, Bs satisfies that if |Bs(t1) — Bs(ta)| < €0 for some t1,ts € [a, T.(Bs)],
then the diameter of Bs([t1,ta]) is less than €.

The proofs are very similar as the proofs of Lemma [[3, Corollary and Proposition
[CT Then Theorem [Tl and Theorem still hold if « is a crosscut in H that strictly
encloses 0, H(a) C €2, and H(«) is bounded away from f(w.). The proofs need not be
changed.

In Section [2], we define B in the same way, but define A to be the set of crosscuts
« in H that strictly encloses 0, H(«) C Q, and H(«) is bounded away from f(w,). Then
we have Theorem and Theorem [[4 The proofs need not be changed. Then we have
limy_, 7, Bo(t) = f(w,). The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem [[H Let L be the set
of subsequential limits of 5y(t) as t — Tp, in the spherical metric. Using Corollary Bl and
Theorem [T, we can prove that almost surely LNO#* D C {f(w.)}. If P[f(w.) & L] > 0,
then there is @ € A such that P [5y((0,7p)) C H(«)] > 0, which contradicts part (ii)
of Corollary Bl for continuous LERW aiming at a prime end. Thus f(w.) € L almost
surely. Finally if P [L N Q # (] > 0, then we can obtain a contradiction from Lemma
and Theorem [l So the proof is finished. As a corollary, we have lim;_,g, ¥(t) = w,
almost surely.

For the global coupling, we need an additional lemma about the behavior of g5 near
we. Recall the definition of an (F,r, ¢)-quasi-loop for a set F' in Definition [2
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Lemma 8.2 Forr > 0, the probability that qs contains a ({we},, €)-quasi-loop tends to
0 asd € M and d,e — 0.

Proof. Note that g5 contains a ({w.}, r, €)-quasi-loop iff the reversal of g5 visits B(w,; ¢)
after leaving B(w,; 7). The reversal of ¢s has the same distribution as ¢§: the LERW on
D? started from w? conditioned to hit (,0) before other boundary vertices of D°. Then
Lemma holds for gj if we interchange the roles of U, and U,. So the probability that
q; visits B(we; €) after leaving B(w,; ) tends to 0 as § € M and §,e — 0. O

Since f extends conformally across 0D near w,, so we have

Corollary 8.2 For r > 0, the probability that Bs contains an ({f(w.)},r, €)-quasi-loop
tends to 0 as 6 € M and 6, — 0.

Using Theorem [ Corollary B2, and the fact that lim; gz, B5(t) = f(we), we can
derive Theorem and Theorem without changing the proofs.

In the proof of Lemma B2 we define the LERW ¢j, which has the same distribution
as the reversal of ¢s. If 0D is flat near 0, then we can prove the convergence of ¢j to
an LERW(D;w, — 0;) trace. From the conformal invariance of continuous LERW, we
have the following corollary about the reversal property of continuous LERW.

Corollary 8.3 Suppose wy # wq are two prime ends of D. For j = 1,2, suppose v;(t),
0 <t <Sj,is an LERW(D;w; — ws_;) trace. Then there is a random continuous
decreasing function u, that maps (0,S7) onto (0,S3) such that (y; ou, ' (t),0 < t < Sy)
has the same distribution as (y2(t),0 <t < Sa).

8.2 When the target is a side arc

Now we study the cases that the target is a side arc I., that is bounded away from
0.. Let (gs5(0),...,q5(xs)) be a LERW on D° started from & conditioned to hit I? before
other boundary vertices, where I? is the set of all boundary vertices of D? that determine
some prime ends that lie on I,. Let gs(—1) = 0 and extend g5 to be piecewisely linear
on [—1,xs]. Let f map D conformally onto 2 C H such that f(0,) = 0 and f(l.) is a
bounded boundary arc of 2.

Recall that if I, is not a whole arc, we require that 0D is flat near the two ends of
I.: w! and w?, and there is some §. > 0 such that w!, w? € §.Z% Let M be the set of
§ > 0 such that w!, w? € 6Z>. We will only consider those D° with § € M. If I, is a
whole side, we do not need additional boundary conditions, and we may consider D? for
any small enough positive number §. For consistency, set M = (0, c0) in this case.
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We will go through the propositions from in Section [l and Section [, and explain how
they can be modified to prove the convergence of ¢s defined here. All conditions “0 < %”
should be replaced by “0 € M and § < %7, and “6 — 0” should be replaced by “6 € M
and § — 07.

First we change the definition of J&(¢,2) and P%(t,z,2) in Section If K¢ C Q
and is bounded away from f(I,), then let J&(¢,-) = H(Q\ K*, f(1.);-) o (¢5)~, where

H(Q\ KF, f(I.);) is the harmonic measure function of f(I.) in Q\ K+; and let P&(t, z, z)
be the generalized Poisson kernel in f = f(Q\ KF) with the pole at z, normalized by
Jr) OaPo(t, 2, 2)ds(2) = 1. Let a be a crosscut in H such that H(a) C Q and H(a) is
bounded away from f(I.). Let everything else in Section be unchanged. Then it is
not hard to check that all lemmas in Section still hold under these settings, and we
only need to make some simple modifications on the proofs.

In Section .2, we require that H(p;) is bounded away from /.. We do not change the
definition of L?, and those of I(X), Tip(X) and Dx for each X € L. For § € M and
X € L%, we now define Py to be the generalized Poisson kernel in Dy with the pole at
Tip(X), normalized by [, 0aPx(2)ds(z) = 1; let hx be defined on V(D?) that satisfies
hx =0on Va(DO)U{X(k):0<k<IX)—1}, Apshx =0on V;(D)\ {X},:0<k <
UX)} and 37, cps Apshx(w) = 1. Let py be any crosscut in D such that H(p1) C H(p2)
and p; N pz = (). Then Proposition should be restated as Proposition We first
need a simple lemma.

Lemma 8.3 Suppose G = (V, E) is a connected locally finite graph. Suppose A, B C'V
are such that B s finite and AU B s reachable. Suppose h is a nonnegative bounded
function on G such that h vanishes on A, and is discrete harmonic on V' \ (AUB). Then

we have Y, o, Agh(w) = =3 -5 Ach(w).

Proof. If V is finite, then this lemma follows from the equality > ., Agh(w) = 0. But
here we allow V' to be infinite. Suppose Z,, is a random walk on G started from w € V.
Let 7 be the hitting time of Z, on AU B. Since h is discrete harmonic on V' \ (AU B),
is bounded on V, and vanishes on A, so for any w € V,

h(w) =Elh Z h(wo)P = wyo| Z h(wo) Hy, ( (8.1)

woEB woEB

where H,,,(w) := P [Z,(7) = wo|. Then H,, is bounded, discrete harmonic in V' \ (AU
B), vanishes on AU B \ {wy}, and H,,(wy) = 1. From Lemma 3.2 in [23], we have
> we(AuB) fwo) DeHuw,(w) = —AgHy,(wo). Since B is finite, so 3, 4y AgHuy,(w) =
— > wen AaHyy(w). Thus

Z Z h Wo AgHwO Z Z h Wo AG‘I_Iwo )

woEB weA woEB weB
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Since B is finite, so we may interchange > _p and ) _p, and use (&) to obtain

D) hwo)AcHu,(w) = > h(wo)AgHu, (w) = > Ach(w

woEB weB weB woEB weB

On the other hand, since h(wg)AgHy,(w) > 0 for wy € B and w € A, so we may
interchange >, .z and > .., and use (&I]) to obtain

D) h(wo)AcHuy(w) = 0> hwo) AgHy, (w) = Agh(w

woEB weA weA woEB weA

So the proof is finished. O

Proposition 8.3 For any € > 0, there is 09 > 0 such that if 6 € (0,09) N M, then for
any X € L, and any w € V(D) N (D \ H(ps)), we have |hx(w) — Px(w)| < €.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition BIl Let 2, wg, h%, and PY
be as in that proof. Then we have the convergence of h% to P%. We claim that
> owers Dpshs(w) — [, OnPy(2)ds(2) as & € M and § — 0. If the claim is proved,
then from the conditions on hy at I’, we have hy(wi) — 1/ fl OnPY%(2)ds(z). Thus
hx = hShx (wg) converges to PY/ [, duP¥(2)ds(z) = Px.

To prove the claim, we consider two cases. The first case is that I, is a whole side.
Then we may choose a polygonal Jordan curve p in D that disconnect I, from other sides
of D, such that p is disjoint from ps, and every line segment on p is parallel to either x
or y axis. Let D(p) denote the the doubly connected domain bounded by I, and p. Let
V‘S Vi(D?) N D(p). Suppose that ¢ is small enough such that the adjacent vertex of
every w € I° belongs to V;f , and any vertex in Vp‘S is not adjacent to any boundary vertex
that is not belong to I?.

Since Py is bounded and harmonic in D(p), so we have

On Py (2 /8PX )ds(z

Ie

where n is the unit normal vector on 0D(p) pointing towards D(p). Let P denote the
pairs (w,w’) such that w € V?, w' € V;(D°)\V? and w’ ~ w. Then for every (w,w’) € P,
[w,w'] intersects p, and is orthogonal to p at the intersection point. Since the discrete
partial derivatives of h% converge to the corresponding partial derivatives of P% uniformly
on p, so we have

S (W (w) — W (uw —>/8PX Jds(2)

(w,w")eP
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as 0 — 0. So now we suffice to show

Y Aphi(w)=— Y (h(w) =k (w)).

wel? (w,w’")eP

Define the graph G = (V, E) as follows. Let V = V) U I} U {w' : (w,w') € P},
and E be the set of edges in D? that are incident with some vertex in V‘S Let A=1°
and B = {w' : (w,w’) € P}. Then h% vanishes on A, Agh% (w) = ADahO (w) for each
we V)UI, and Aghg((w’) = Zw:(ww,)ep(hg((w) — hg((w’)) for each w’ € B. Thus h%
is discrete harmonic on V' \ (A U B). From Proposition BTl 2% is bounded. From the
recurrence of random walk on §Z%, AU B is reachable in G. Since for each (w,w’) € P,
[w, w'] intersects p, so P is finite, which implies B is finite. So we can apply Lemma
to obtain

> ApshS(w) =Y Ach%(w) ==Y Ach§(w)=— Y (Mx(w)—h(w')).

welsd weA web (w,w’")eP

So the case that I. is a whole side is done.

The second case is that I, is not a whole side. We suppose that 9D is flat near the
two ends z! and 22 of I. We may choose a polygonal open simple curve p in D composed
of line segments parallel to x or y axis, such that its two ends approach to z! and 22,
respectively, and p together with I, bounds a simply connected subdomain D(p) of D.
Then H(p) = pU D(p). Let V) = VI(D5) N H(p). Let P denote the pairs (w,w’) such
that w € V7, w' € Vi(D%) \ V‘5 and w’ ~ w. Then an argument that is similar to
the last paragraph gives -, ;s ADah (W) = =3 wner (s (W) = 1S (w')). Since Py
is bounded and harmonic in D(p), so [, OnPy(2)ds(z) = — f OnPY(2)ds(z), where n is
the unit normal vector on 0D(p) pointing towards D(p). So we suffice to show that

> (W (w) = W (w %/0w )ds(z) (8.2)

(w,w")eP

as 6 € M and § — 0. To prove this, we use the flat boundary conditions at w! and w?
to extend h% and P$ harmonically across 9D near w! and w?. Since p is compact in the
extended domain: D unions two balls centered at w! and w?, respectively, so we get the
uniform convergence of the discrete partial derivatives of h% to the corresponding partial
derivatives of P{ on p. Then ([BZ) can be easily proved. O

We now consider the martingales (h,) in Proposition 2] for the gs we are studying
here. Define nu, n; and F;, j € Zxo, as in Section B2 Then for n < n., the sub-path
g% belongs to L°, and h, » = h,. Using Proposition 2.l and Proposition B3, we obtain
Proposition (.2 from Wthh follows Theorem Bl Let & and [y(t), 0 < t < Tp, and
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Y(t), 0 <t < Sy, be as defined after Theorem Now 7 is an LERW(D; 0, — I.)
trace. The statements and proofs of the remaining theorems in Section need not be
changed.

In Section [Tl Lemma still holds for the ¢s here. For the proof, let X,, be a
random walk on D? started from w stopped when it hits a boundary vertex, and let Y,
be X,, conditioned to hit I’. Then gs is the loop-erasure of Y;. We may argue on X,
and Y, directly instead of the reverse curve. The proof is very similar. Then Corollary
[T and Corollary immediately follow from this lemma. The statement of Lemma [[3]
Corollary and Proposition [l should be restated as Lemma B, Corollary BTl and
Proposition except that now U, is a neighborhood of I, in D or a neighborhood of
f(l) in €. Since f(fs) is a time-change of ¢s, so we have

Lemma 8.4 Suppose Uy and U, are neighborhoods of 0, and 1., respectively, in D. Then
the probability that g5 and f~1(Bs) wvisits (D \ U.) N 0¥ D after leaving Uy tends to 0 as
0 € M and d,e — 0.

Then we can obtain Theorem [Tl and Theorem if o is a crosscut in H that strictly
encloses 0, such that H(a) C Q and H(«) is bounded away from f(I.). The proof needs
not be changed.

In Section [[2, we define B in the same way, but define A to be the set of crosscuts «
in H that strictly encloses 0, such that H(a) C Q and H(«) is bounded away from f(1,).
Then we have Theorem [[3 and Theorem [l

We may choose a sequence (@) in A such that for each o € A, there is n € N such
that a,, = a. Let T, = Vi_|T5,. Then Ty = V32 T,,(8). From Theorem [L4 and the
proof of Theorem EE2 we have

Theorem 8.1 (i)Suppose oy € A and ng € N. Then for any e > 0, there is g > 0 such
that if 0 € M and d < dg, then there is a coupling of Bs and By such that

P [sup{[55(t) = o(t)] : 0 <t < T (Fo)} <] > 1 —&;  and

P [sup{|f ' (B5(t)) — f7(Bo(®))] : Tae(Bo) St < To(Bo)} <] > 1—e. (8.3)
(i) If 04 is degenerate, then “T,(5o) < t” in (83) could be replaced by 0 < t”.
Recall that f~1(fs) is a time-change of ¢s, and f~!(53) is a time-change of ~vy. Now

we need a lemma about the behavior of ¢s when it gets close to 0D after leaving a
neighborhood of 0 in D.
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Lemma 8.5 Suppose ag € A. Let tio be the first time qs(t) hits f~'(ag). Then for any
e > 0, there are g¢9,09 > 0 such that if 6 € M and 6 < &y, then with probability greater
than 1 — €, the following holds: if dist(gs(to), 0D) < ey for some to € [t2,, xs), then the
diameter of qs([to, xs]) is less than .

Proof. Let X° be a random walk on D? started from w stopped when it hits Vy(D?).
Let Y2 be X? conditioned to hit I°. Then g¢s is the loop-erasure of Yy.

We first consider the case that I, is not a whole side. Since Y? approximates the
Brownian excursion in D started from 0, conditioned to hit I., so there are 6;,7, > 0
such that if 6 € M and § < d;, then with probability greater than 1 — €/3, ¢s never
visits B(w!;r.) U B(w?;1.). Suppose 7. is small enough such that D N B(w?,3r.) =
/H N B(w?, 3r,) for j = 1,2, where a',a® € {+1,+i}, and B(w!;3r.) is disjoint from
B(w?; 3r,). Let £ denote this event. For j = 1,2, every point on [w! — 2a’r,, w + 2a’r,]
corresponds to a prime end of D. Since w! and w? are end points of I, so I, N [w! —
207, w! + 2a’r.] = [w! w! + 2d7a’r,] for some ¢ € {+1}, j = 1,2. For j = 1,2, let
2 =wl —dalr, and R = {|z —w’| =r.} N D. Then R’ is an open half circle, and 27 is
the end point of R’ that does not lie on I,. For j = 1,2, choose 9{ #+ «9% € RJ such that
6] is closer to 2/ than 6}, and let p] denote the open arc on R’ bounded by 2/ and 67,
k =1,2. We may find two closed simple curves p{ and pJ in D such that for k = 1,2, 6}
and 67 are end points of p), p) N R/ = {6}, j =1,2; pY N p3 = B; and p; := p) U p} U p?
disconnects I, from any side of D that does not contain I, and so p; is a crosscut in D,
and H(p) is a neighborhood of I.. Let ps = p3 U ps U p3. Then p, is also a crosscut in
D, and H(ps) C H(p1). ’

Let U, = H(p2) \ p2- Then U, is a neighborhood of I, in D, and B(w?;r.) N D C U,
for j =1,2. Let Uy = f~Y(H(ap) \ ap). Then Uy is a neighborhood of 0, in D bounded
by f~}(ap). From Lemma B4l there are 0,5 > 0 such that if 6 € M and 6 < dy, then
with probability greater than 1 — /3, g5 satisfies that if dist(gs(ty),0D) < e4 for some
to € [t2,. Xs), then g5(ty) € U,. Let £5 denote this event.

For j = 1,2, let p} = BRI\ pj. Let ps = py U py U p§ and p15 = pf U (w, 7] U (w?, 67].
Then p3 and py5 are also crosscuts in D, H(ps) C H(pis) and p3 N prs = 0. Let
dy = dist(ps, p1.5) > 0. Let dy > 0 be the minimal diameter of the connected component
of C\ D. Let Q°(w) be the probability that X? hits I?. Suppose w € H(ps), and X?,
hits Va(D°) \ I°. Then X2 must intersect both ps and p;5. So the diameter of X? is at
least d;. Thus X must leave B(w;d;/2) before it hits D. From Lemma [Tl there are
Cy, C1 > 0 such that

Q°(w) 21— Co((d + dist(w, D))/ ((dr/2) A do))". (8.4)

So there are 03,5 > 0 such that if § € M and § < d3, and w € H(p3) and dist(w,dD) <
g3, then Q°(w) > 1/2. If Q°(w) > 1/2, then the probability that Y} leaves B(w;e/3)

69



before it hits D is at most 2 times the probability that X? leaves B(w;e/3) before it
hits 0D, which is less than

P’ = 2C,((0 + dist(w,dD))/((e/3) A dy))°". (8.5)

There are 64,&4 > 0 such that if § < d, and dist(w,dD) < g4, then p} < /3. From
the Markov property of Y? if 6 € M, & < 3 A&y, and Y2(t1) € H(p3) N Oeyne, D,
where 0,D := {z € D : dist(z,0D) < a}, then with probability greater than 1 — ¢/3,
Y2 (t) € B(Y(t1);€/3) for t > t;. Let £ denote this event.

Let 0y = Aj_10;, €0 = Nj_ye;, and £° = N3_,EJ. Suppose d € M and § < dp. Then
P[£°] > 1 —e. Assume &° occurs. Suppose dist(gs(to), 0D) < ey for some to € [t , xs)-

Since § € M, § < &, and & occurs, so gs(to) € U, = H(ps) \ p2. Since § € M, § < 4y,
and &7 occurs, so ¢s(to) & B(wl;r.), j = 1,2. Thus

q5(to) € H(p2) \ (B(wl;re) UB(w2re)) C H(ps).

Since gs is the loop-erasure of Y, so there is some t; such that Y (¢;) = gs(to). Since
§ € M, § < 03 Ady, E occurs, and Y () € H(ps) N Doyne, D because gy < 3 A &y,
so Y2(t) € B(Y?(t1);e/3) for t > t;. Since gs is the loop-erasure of Y, so gs(t) €
B(Y?(t1);¢/3) for t € [to, xs], which implies that the diameter of gs([to, xs]) is at most
2¢/3.

The case that I, is a whole side is easier. We may choose two Jordan curves ps and
p1s in D such that pp 5 disconnects I, from other sides of D, p3 disconnects I, from py 5,
and p3 N prs = 0. Let dy = dist(ps, p15) > 0, and dy > 0 be the minimal diameter of
the components of C\ D. Let D(p3) denote the domain bounded by I, and p3. Then
for w € D(ps), BQ) holds for some constants Cy,C; > 0. So there are d3,e5 > 0 such
that if 6 € M and § < d3, and w € D(p3) and dist(w,dD) < e3, then Q°(w) > 1/2.
Then the probability that Y, leaves B(w;e/3) before it hits D is at most 2 times the
probability that X? leaves B(w;e/3) before it hits 9D, which is less than p? given by
[BH). There are 4,64 > 0 such that if 6 < &, and dist(w,dD) < &4, then p, < ¢/3.
From the Markov property of Y?, if § € M, § < 63 A 0y, and Y2 (t1) € H(p3) N Oeyne, D,
where 9,D := {z € D : dist(z,0D) < a}, then with probability greater than 1 — ¢,
Y{(t) € B(Y)(t1);€/3) for t > t;, so the image of Y} after ¢; has diameter less than e.
Since g5 is the loop-erasure of Y, so the conclusion holds. O

Corollary 8.4 Suppose ag € A. Then for any € > 0, there are 9,09 > 0 such
that if 0 € M and 6 < by, then with probability greater than 1 — e, the following
holds: if dist(f~(Bs(to)),0D) < eo for some ty € [Ta,(Bs),Ts|, then the diameter of
F~YBs([to, Ts])) is less than .
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Lemma 8.6 Suppose ag € A. Then for any € > 0, there are M, 6y > 0 such that if
d € M and § < &y, then with probability greater than 1 — ¢, qs stays in B(0; M) after it
first hits (o).

Proof. This follows from Lemma [[T] and the ides in the proof of Lemma [[3 O
Lemma 8.7 Suppose ag € A. Then almost surely = (Bo([Tny(B0), T0))) is bounded.

Proof. We may choose a; € A such that a; < «p. Let dy = dist(ag,a) > 0. Fix
e > 0 and n € N. From Theorem BRIl there is ¢; > 0 such that if § € M and § < ¢y,
then with probability greater than 1 — 2¢, there is a coupling of 85 and [y, such that
Bs(t) — Bo()], | f~H(Bs(1)) — f71(Bo(t))| < dp for t € [To,(Bo), Tn(Bo)]- Let £ denote this

event. Since f~!(3;) is a time-change of g5, so from Lemma B8, there are d,, M > 0 such
that if 6 € M and § < §, then with probability greater than 1 —¢, f~(35(t)) € B(0; M)
if t > T, (B5). Let & denote this event. Let £ = &2 N EJ. We may choose &, € M
such that &y < d; A dy. Then P [£%] > 1 — 3e. Assume £% occurs. Since §y < d; and 5{50

occurs, so | f71(Bs, (1)) — 1 (Bo(t))| < do for t € [Tuy(Bo), Tu(Bo)], and |Bs, (T, (o)) —
Bo(Tay(Bo))| < do. Since aq < o and dy = dist(aq, ap), s0 Bs,(Tw, (o)) & H(ay). Thus
Ty (Bsy) < Tay(Bo). Since dy < 6, and £5° occurs, so

F7H 850 ([Tae (Bo), T (B0)]) € f7H(Bso ([T (Bso ), Tn(B0)])) € B(0; M).
Since [f7(B5(t)) — £ (Bo(t))| < do for t € [Ty (Bo), Tn(Bo)], s0
FHBo([Tao (B0), Tu(Bo)])) € B(0; M + do).
Thus P [f~1(Bo([Tos (Bo), Tu(Bo)])) € B(0: M + do)] > 1 — 3¢, which implies that
P [f7(Bo([Tu (Bo): To)) € B(0; M + do)]
= lim P [~ (Bo([Tu, (50), Tu(Bo)])) C B(0; M +dp)] > 1 — 3e.

n— o0

So with probability at least 1 — 3g, f~1(Bo([Tny(50), Tp))) is bounded. Since € > 0 is
chosen arbitrarily, so the proof is finished. O

Theorem 8.2 Almost surely lim;_,7, f~1(Bo(t)) exists and lies on OD.

Proof. Let L be the set of subsequential limits of f=(8y(¢)) as t — Tp, in the Lebesgue
metric. From Lemma B, L is almost surely nonempty. If L N 9D = (), then there
is ag € A such that £y([0,7p)) C H(ap). Since there is ng € N such that a,, > ao,
so fo([0,Ty)) C H(an,). Thus if P[L N D = (] > 0, then there is ny € N such that
P [50(]0,Tp)) C H(,)] > 0, which contradicts part (ii) of Corollary Bl for 5y here. So
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LN oD # () almost surely. Choose zg € L NID. We now suffice to show that L = {2}
almost surely.

Choose a; < a9 € A. Let dy = dist(ag,a1) > 0. Suppose P[L # {z}] > 0.
Then there are a,r > 0 such that P [L ¢ B(zp;7)] > a. From Corollary B4l there are
1,01 > 0 such that if § € M and § < d;, then with probability greater than 1 — a/2,
Bs satisfies that if f~1(Bs5(ty)) € B(zg;€1) for some ty > T, (B5), then f~1(Bs(t)) €
B(zo;7/2) for t € [to, T5]. Let £ denote this event. Since P[L ¢ B(zp;7)] > a and
To = V2 T, (Bo), so there is ng € N such that with probability greater than a, there are
ti1,t0 € [Tao (ﬁo),Tno(ﬁ())] such that t; < to, f_l(ﬁ(](tl)) c B(ZO;81/2> and f_l(ﬁ(](tg)) €
B(zo;2r/3). Let & denote this event.

From Theorem B], there is g € M with §y < &; such that with probability greater
than 1—2a/2, there is a coupling of 5, and [y such that |5s, (1w, (o)) —Bo(Tw, (Bo))] < do,
and | £~ (B5,(t) — f 71 (Bo(t)] < (£2/2) A (1/6) for t € [Ty (Bo), T (Bo)]- Let €° denote
this event. Let & = & NEP NEYP. Then P[E] > 0. So & is not empty. Assume &
occurs. Since £5° occurs, dy = dist(ag, ay), and oy < ag, 50 Ta, (Bs,) < Ty (o). Since
&y occurs, so there are t; < ty € [Tw,(Bo), Tny(Po)] such that f=1(By(t1)) € B(z0;€1/2)
and f~(Bo(t2)) & B(z;2r/3). Since £3° occurs, so we have f~(85,(t1)) € B(20;¢1) and
F Y (Bs, (ta)) & Blzo;7/2). Since ty > t1 > Toy(fo) > Ta, (Bs,), 50 X can not occur,
which is a contradiction. Thus P [L # {z}] =0. O

Corollary 8.5 Almost surely limy_,s, vo(t) exists and lies on OD.

Proof of the variation of Theorem B2l (i) We may choose oy < ag € A such that
f(H(w)) C U. Let dy = dist(ap, ;) > 0. From Corollary B4l there are d;,e; > 0
such that if § € M and § < 07, then with probability greater than 1 — /3 the following
holds: if dist(f~(Bs(ty)),dD) < &, for some tq € [T, (Bs), Ts), then f~1(B5([to, T5))) has
diameter less than £/3. Let £ denote this event. Since almost surely lim; 7, f~1(Bo(t))
exists and lies on 0D, and Ty = V2, T,,(By), so there is ny € N such that with proba-
bility greater than 1 — &/3, T,,,(80) > Ty (Bo), diam(f~(Bo([Tr, (o), Tv)))) < €/3, and
dist(f~(Bo(Th,(B0))),0D) < €1/3. Let & denote this event. From Theorem B, there
is 0o > 0 such that if 6 € M and § < &, there is a coupling of 5 and (y such that
with probability greater than 1 — /3, we have |B5(Tw,(50)) — Bo(Ta,(5o))| < do and
1f71(Bs(t) — 1 (Bo(t))| < (eAer)/3 for t € [Toy(Bo), Tno(Bo)]. Let £ denote this event.
Let g = 6; Ady and 2 = ENEYNES. Suppose § € M and § < §. Then P [£°] > 1 —¢.
Assume E° occurs.

Since § € M, § < 8y, and &3 occurs, so T, (Bs) < Tuy(Bo), and | f~1(Bs(Trne (Bo))) —
T Bo(Th, (B0)))| < e1/3. Since & occurs, so dist(f~(Bo(Tn,(5o))), D) < €1/3 and
Tro(Bo) > Toy(Bo) > Tuy(Bs5). Thus dist(f~(Bs(Th,(So))),0D) < &1. Since § € M,
§ < 0y, and & occurs, so diam(Bs([Tn, (o), T5))) < €/3. Since § € M, § < &y, and &3
occurs, so |f71(Bs(t)) — f7H(Bo(t))] < /3 for t € [Tny(Bo), Tny(Bo)]. Since & holds, so
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diam(Bo ([T, (5o), To))) < €/3. Thus if u is a continuous increasing function on [0, Tj),
and maps [0,7s) onto [0,7p), such that u(t) =t for 0 < t < T,,(5), then we have
|71 (Bs(@ (1)) — f~H(Bo(t))] < € for t € [Tw,(Bo), Tp). Since f~1(Bs) and f~(5y) are
time-changes of ¢s and 7y, respectively, so there is a continuous increasing function u
on [—1,xs), which maps [—1, x;) onto [0,S), and satisfies |gs(u™'(¢)) — yo(t)| < € for
t € [Say(70),S0), where Sy, (7o) is the first time vo(t) hits f~!(ap). Since f(H(ap)) C U,
50 Sap(70) < T (7o), and (i) is proved.

(ii) Suppose 04 is degenerate. Then part (ii) in Theorem can be applied. The proof
can be done by using an argument that is similar to that in part (i) of this proof. O

Corollary 8.6 Suppose y(t), 0 <t < S, is an LERW(D;wy — 1.) trace, then almost
surely HI\Ilt_>5’}/(t), the limit of y(t) in lA), ast — S, exits and lies on I,, and the distribu-
tion of 11/1;1t_>5fy(t) is the same as the distribution of the limit point in D of the Brownian
excursion in D started from wo conditioned to hit I.. And if J. is a sub-arc of I., then
after a time-change, y(t) conditioned on the event that lim;_,sy(t) € J. has the same
distribution as an LERW(D;wy — J.) trace.

Question: Can we prove Corollary [L3, Corollary B3l and Corollary directly from
the definition of continuous LERW?
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