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Smirnov’s observable for free boundary conditions, interfaces
and crossing probabilities

Konstantin Izyurov

Abstract

We prove convergence results for variants of Smirnov’s fermionic observable in the
critical planar Ising model in presence of free boundary conditions. One application of
our analysis is a simple proof of a theorem by Hongler and Kyt6ld on convergence of
critical Ising interfaces with plus-minus-free boundary conditions to dipolar SLE(3),
and a generalization of this result to an arbitrary number of arcs carrying plus, minus
or free boundary conditions. Another application is a computation of scaling limits of
crossing probabilities in the critical FK-Ising model with arbitrary number of alter-
nating wired/free boundary arcs. We also deduce a new crossing formula for the spin
Ising model.

The Stochastic Loewner evolution, introduced by Schramm in [Sch00], is a powerful tool
in the study of lattice models in two-dimensional statistical mechanics at criticality. In
this approach, one describes random geometric shapes arising in the models by planar
growth processes. By means of Loewner’s equation for the evolution of conformal maps,
such processes can be encoded by continuous, real-valued “driving functions” (see, e. g.,
[Law05)).

Schramm’s original idea (often called “Schramm’s principle”) was that for certain
boundary conditions, natural conformal invariance and “domain Markov property” as-
sumptions on a random curve can be restated in terms of its driving function. In the
scaling limit, these properties identify the latter as a Brownian motion B, where the
intensity k > 0 represents the universality class of the model. This approach, pursued
in particular in [ILSW04, [SS05, [SS09, [CN06, [ChSm12l, [CDHKS13], was extremely
fruitful. In a more general setup (e. g. for more complicated boundary conditions), the
driving processes are typically described by Brownian motion B,; with time-dependent
drifts; these processes do not admit such a simple axiomatic characterization anymore,
and a lot of work has been done (see e. g. [LSWO03, BBHO05, BBKO5, LK07, Dub07,
Zha08, K13, [FK13, [KP14]) in order to understand them both in general and in
relation to concrete lattice models.

One celebrated result in the area is the proof of conformal invariance of fermionic
observables in the critical Ising model [Smi06, [ChSm12], leading in particular to the proof
that interfaces in the model and its random cluster representation converge to SLE3 and
SLE 16 respectively [CDHKSI13|. This result was extended in to radial and multiple
SLE 3and to multiply-connected domains with suitable analogs of Dobrushin boundary
conditions. Another very interesting case, namely that of free boundary conditions, was
treated by Hongler and Kyt6la [HK13], who proved a conjecture of [BBHO05| that interfaces
in the critical Ising model on a simply-connected domain with plus-minus-free boundary
conditions converge to the dipolar SLEs, i. e., the SLE,(p) process [LSWO03l, SW05] with
k=3 and p = —%. The beautiful proof of Hongler and Kytola was quite complicated,
the main source of technical difficulties being that they did not use discrete analytic or
discrete harmonic functions directly. Instead, the key ingredient of the proof, namely



the computation of the scaling limit of a martingale observable, was obtained using the
convergence of FK-Ising interfaces to SLE1s. The argument relied on explicit formulae for
certain SLE martingales, meaning that it évas hardly amenable to generalizations.

In the present paper, we point out another approach, employing a direct generalization
of Smirnov’s observable [ChSm12] to the case when a free boundary arc is present. Our
observable is a discrete holomorphic function F(z) defined on a discrete domain Q% whose
boundary is divided into three arcs. For any z, it possesses a martingale property with
respect to the interface in the critical Ising model on Q° with +, —, and free boundary
conditions on these arcs. Our main new observation is that it is possible to treat the
arising boundary value problem, in particular, identify the boundary conditions on the
free arc. This enables us to prove the convergence of this observable to a conformally
covariant scaling limit using techniques developed in [ChSm12].

In various degenerate cases, our observable coincides with previously known ones.
When there is no free boundary arc, one gets the original Smirnov’s observable [Smil0,
ChSm12]. When there is no “—” arc, one gets Smirnov’s observable for FK-Ising model
[Smil0], which was used to prove convergence of FK-Ising interfaces to SLE s Finally,
when z is on the boundary, one recovers the observable originally employed in [HK13].

An advantage of our proof is that it readily generalizes to more complicated geometries.
We stick for simplicity to the case of simply connected domains with arbitrary number of
boundary arcs, carrying +, —, or free boundary conditions, although in principle, using
techniques employed in [Izy13] for fixed boundary conditions, one can extend these results
to multiply connected domains. Our result (Theorem see Section (3| for details and
notation) states that in the limit, the interfaces are conformally invariant and are described
by the chordal Loewner evolution with a driving force a;(t) satisfying the SDE

day (t) = V3dB; + D({a;(t), bi(t)})dt,

where a;(t) and b;(t) are the images under the Loewner map at time t of the points
where boundary conditions change (from 4+ to — and from fixed to free, respectively)
and D is a quadratic irrational drift function. We provide a general, explicit formula for
D; for example, in the cases of four and five marked points with +/ — / + / free and
+/ — /free/ 4+ /free boundary conditions one has
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where we took by = co and by = oo respectively.

As a byproduct, we get the convergence of crossing probabilities in the random clus-
ter representation of the critical Ising model. Given a simply-connected domain with 2k
marked boundary arcs, with alternating wired/free boundary conditions on these arcs,
pick any subset of wired arcs and consider the probability that these arcs belong to the
same cluster. We prove that the scaling limits of those quantities exist and are conformally
invariant, and after mapping to the half-plane, are expressed by explicit quadratic irra-
tional functions. This part extends the case of four boundary arcs treated in [ChSm12].
Our technical novelty, which seems essential in the general case, is to consider the ob-
servables in the spin representation and then transfer the results by the Edwards-Sokal
coupling. To the best of our knowledge, our formulae did not appear explicitly neither in
the mathematics nor in the physics literature before.



Incidentally, the explicit computation of the drift functions D and of the crossing prob-
abilities involves the same interpolation problem as the one encountered in [CHI12] when
computing spin correlations in the Ising model. The computation as in Proposition .1 has
been used to make the result of [CHI12] completely explicit, matching the physics litera-
ture predictions. A similar computation also allows one to extend the results of [CHI12]
to more general boundary conditions (involving free arcs), and to obtain new correlation
formulas, which is a subject of a forthcoming paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [I} we introduce the observable and prove
its convergence in the scaling limit. In Section [2, we work out the case of an arbitrary
number of boundary arcs, and obtain as a corollary the proof of conformal invariance of the
FK-Ising crossing probabilities. In Section [3| we derive the convergence of the interfaces.
This part is quite standard and employs the same argument as e. g. in [Izy13| [Zha0§],
eventually going back to [LSW04]. In Section [4] we give the explicit formulae for the
observables and hence for the drift terms. We also discuss a new spin crossing formula for
the Ising model in topological rectangles. In Appendix, we collect for convenience of the
reader proofs of several facts (most of which are well known) used in the paper.

Acknowledgements. The author is grateful to Dmitry Chelkak, Antti Kemppainen and
Kalle Kytola for valuable conversations, and to the referee for a number of suggestions on
improving the text of the paper. Work supported by Academy of Finland.

1 Convergence of the observable

Let Q0 be a simply connected discrete domain of mesh size § > 0, i. e. a subset of faces
of 672 that forms a connected and simply connected polygonal domain, together with all
the vertices and edges incident to those faces. We assume that the boundary of Q9 is
divided into three arcs, denoted by {free}, {+} and {—} and separated by vertices a, b, c;
this subdivision will specify the boundary conditions B° in our model.

The Ising model on Q% with the boundary conditions B’ is a random assignment
o : Faces(Q°) — +1 of spins to the faces of Q°, with the probability measure given by

P(o) = Z texp|B Z o(w)o(u)], Z:= Zexp[ﬁ Z o(u)o(u)]. (1.1)
ur~u/ o ur~u/
The sum in the exponential in is then taken over the set of pairs of adjacent faces of
872 separated by an edge of Q°, except for those edges that belong to the {free} arc. The
spins on the faces of 6Z2\Q? adjacent to {+} and {—} arcs are assumed to be non-random
and equal to +1 and —1, respectively.

Let us rewrite the definition in the low-temperature expansion. Denote by
Conf(Q9, 21, z2), where 215 € Vertices(2%), the set of all S C Edges(Q2°) such that all
vertices of Q° have an even degree in S, except for 21,2, which have an odd degree. Assign
for convenience the value +1 to the faces of 6Z2\Q? adjacent to {free} (we could as well
take —1). Given a spin configuration o : Faces(Q°) — =£1, draw the edges separating faces
with different spins (see Fig. ; this gives a bijection from {:I:I}Faces(m) to Conf(Q°, a, b),
thus endowing the latter set with the probability measure

P(S) = Z‘lgp‘s\{ﬁ”ee}‘, Z = Z(Q‘S,a, b, {free}) := Z IEls\{free}l, (1.2)
SeConf(Q9,a,b)

where x = exp[—24] will be, from now on, set to its critical value,

:1;:3:6:\/5—1.
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Figure 1: An example of a spin configuration and the corresponding configuration S €
Conf(Q9,a,b). The free boundary arc (bc) is in gray; S is drawn as if the spins adjacent
to (bc) were +1.

It is convenient to endow € with an additional decoration. First, we add a vertex to
the midpoint of each edge; it is clear that the Ising model on the original graph Q° in the
low-temperature expansion is equivalent to one on the new graph with the weights \/x per
half-edge. Second, we add vertices at corners of faces, i. e. for each vertex v of 0, we
add four vertices c; at v + @e%Jr%j, Jj=0,1,2,3, and connect each c¢; by an edge to v;
here is what we obtain:
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We will often identify an edge of Q% with its midpoint, and a corner edge with its end-
point. We assign the weight \/x cos § to each corner edge, and extend the definition of
Conf(Q?, 21, z2) and of the corresponding partition functions by allowing z; 2 to be corners
or midpoints of edges. We then use the convention that z!3\{f*e}l is understood as the
product of the weights of edges in the decorated graph that constitute S\{free}.

By a discrete outer normal at a vertex v on the boundary of Q% we mean an edge of
the decorated graph which connects v to a corner or to a midpoint of an edge not in Q°,
oriented from v to the latter. An oriented edge e can be viewed as a complex number, and
we introduce another number 7, € C and the straight line I, C C by

e\
Ne ‘= (’6|) v e = neR;

note that 7. is defined up to sign which we will specify when necessary.

The definition of the fermionic observable is a natural generalization of the one pro-
posed by Smirnov [Smil0, [ChSm12]. Let @ be a discrete outer normal edge at a, and
denote by 5, ¢ the discrete outer normal corners at b and ¢, adjacent to the {—} and to the
{+} boundary arcs respectively, see Fig Suppose that z # @ is either a corner of 9,

N|=
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or a discrete outer normal, or an edge midpoint of Q9\{free} (below we give a separate
definition for z € {free}). We put

F) = Fpg(2) ming 3 alS\iedlmin(s))2 13)
SeConf(Q9,d,2)

the winding factor w(.S) being defined as follows. Decompose S into a union of loops and a
path ~ starting with the edge @ and ending at z in such a way that no edge is traced twice,
and that the loops and the path v do not cross each other or themselves transversally;
we do allow them to have self-touchings or mutual touchings at vertices. Then w(S) is
defined to be the winding number of the tangent vector of « around zero, that is, the net
angle by which this vector turns on the way form @ to z. It is easy to see that the winding
factor e~™W(9)/2 does not depend on the decomposition of S, thus the observable is well
defined.
Define, for b >0 and z e H= {2z € C : Imz > 0},
z—2b
Jup(2) = NN = (1.4)
Given a simply connected domain 2 with boundary conditions B (specified by marked
points a, b, ¢ such that ¢ # a,b), let pp denote a conformal map from Q to H such that
vp(a) = 0 and ¢g(c) = oo, and denote

fo5(2) = (D5(2))2 fit ) (95(2))-

Throughout this paper, we say that discrete domains (Q‘s, 35) approzimate (2, B) if 0o
converges to {2 as § tends to zero in the sense of Carathéodory, and the boundary points
a‘s, b‘s, 05, ... specifying B° converge as prime ends to their counterparts in B.

Proposition 1.1. Suppose the domains (Q°,B%) approzimate a simply connected domain
(Q, B), and suppose that B are such that ¢ # a,b. Then

b Fos ()
T YRVEZ(08, @, 1, { free})

— fas()

uniformly on compact subsets of Q (here F is viewed as a function on edges of Q7).

Remark 1.2. (i) This is a “bulk” version of [HK13, Theorem 10], which was the main
ingredient in the proof of the convergence of interfaces.

(ii) We do not assume that a # b; in particular, we do allow a’ = b, i. e. no — arc. This
could be used to prove the convergence of interfaces beyond the time it hits the free arc,
the result obtained in a different way in [BDH14].

(iii) The proof goes along the lines of [ChSm12]; we prove the discrete holomorphicity of
F' and establish Riemann type boundary conditions, and then we consider the imaginary
part of the discrete integral of F?2, transforming these boundary conditions to Dirichlet
ones. The only additional work is to take into account the free part of the boundary.

Lemma 1.3. The function Fgs gs(+) satisfies the s-holomorphicity condition [ChSm12]
Proj, F(z) = F(q) (1.5)

whenever a corner q and an edge z are adjacent, z ¢ {free} and z # &, where Projw
denotes the orthogonal projection of the complex number w to the line l C C.



Proof. The proof is the same as for the observable in [ChSm12|; see Appendix. O

The equation ((1.5)) allows one to recover the value of F'(z) from the values at any two
corners adjacent to z. In particular, if z is oriented, and if g1 o are the corners adjacent
respectively to the beginning and to the end of z on its left side, then

F(z) = V2™ T F(q) + V2e T Fqu). (1.6)

When an edge z belongs to {free}, the s-holomorphicity is incompatible with the defini-
tion ([1.3), and it is more convenient to use the former rather then the latter. Thus, for
z € {free}, we define F'(z) by (1.6, orienting z to have the domain on its left.

Lemma 1.4. 1. If z # a is a discrete outer normal, then
Fos s (2) = 1. 2(Q°,@, 2, { free}), (1.7)

where the sign of n, is defined by extending continuously from ngz (used in the defi-
nition of F') along the boundary in the counterclockwise direction.

2. If an edge z € {free} is oriented to have QO on its left, then
Fos gs(2) € iz 2R (1.8)

Proof. The first statement follows from an easy observation that if z is a discrete outer
normal, then for any S € Conf(Q’,d, z) one has inge~™W)/2 = p_ where 7, is defined as
in the assertion. For the second statement, note that if ¢; o are the two corners inside 0o
adjacent to the beginning and to the end of z, respectively, then

F(q2) = e 1'F(q). (1.9)

To prove this identity, use the bijection p: S+ S A (g1 Uz U ¢2) from Conf(Q°,d,q1) to
Conf(Q9,d, q2), where A stands for the symmetric difference. For any S € Conf(Q°,a, q1),
one has w(p(S)) = w(S)+ 5 and |S\{free}| = |p(S)\{free}|, hence (1.9)) follows. It is clear

that 1D and the definition 1' of F(z) imply that F'(z) € e_%ilq1 = e%iqu — iz 3R, O

The boundary conditions established in Lemma may be informally summarized as
follows: if n, denotes the outer normal vector at z, then 1) implies that F(z)(mz)% eR
when z € {+} U {-}, and means that F(z)(mz)% € iR when z € {free}. Of course
(1.7) also holds for the discrete outer normals at the vertices of the free boundary arc;
however, the s-holomorphicity fails for z € {free} and ¢ an adjacent discrete outer
normal. Therefore, as we will see, the relevant boundary conditions for {free} are given
by and not by .

Define two functions H°, H® on the faces and on the vertices of Q9 respectively by the
following rule. Set H®(ug) = 0, where ug is some face of 672\ Q° adjacent to {+} U {—};
we will show in a moment that the choice of ug is not important. Next, if v is a vertex of
09w is a face adjacent to v, and ¢ is the corner adjacent to both of them, then we put

H*(v) — H°(u) = V26| F(q)|?. (1.10)

Note that H is well defined by this rule at all the vertices and all the faces of Q° and at the
faces adjacent to {+} U {—}. Indeed, if ¢; 234 are the corners (in cyclic counterclockwise



order) adjacent to an edge e of Q\{free}, then I, and [, are orthogonal to l,, and I,
respectively. Hence, the s-holomorphicity condition ([1.5)) ensures that

[F(q)? + [F(g3)* = [F(e)]* = [Flg2)” + [F(as) ], (1.11)

which means that summing (1.10) around this edge yields zero. We also mention that
H is a version of the imaginary part of the discrete integral of F?, namely, if v ~ v’
(respectively, u ~ u'), then

H*(v) — H*(v') = Im [FQ (”J;”/) (v—v/)}, (1.12)
H(u) — H°(W) = Im [FQ <“+2UI> (u—u’)]. (1.13)

The first identity is easily checked by expressing both sides in terms of F (q1,2), where
¢12 are two corners adjacent to the edge (vv’) on the same side, using ([1.10) and (1.6)
respectively. The second one is similar.

Lemma 1.5. The functions H*° satisfy the following properties:

e H° =0 at the faces of 67>\ Q° adjacent to {+}U{~}, and H®* =1 at the vertices of
{free}. For any vertex v € {+} U {—} one has H*(v) > 0, and for any face u € Q°
adjacent to {free} one has H°(u) < 1.

o The inequalities AH®(v) > 0, AH®(u) < 0, where A stands for the standard discrete
Laplacian, hold true for any interior vertez v € Q° and any face u € Q0 not adjacent
to {free}. Moreover, they also hold for the boundary vertices v € {+} U{—}, v # a
and for the faces u € Q° adjacent to {free}, with the Laplacian modified on the
boundary: AH(z) = Y. c(z,w)(H(w) — H(z)), where ¢(z,w) = 1 unless w is either

wn~z

a face of 672\ Q0 adjacent to {free}, or a vertex of 67>\ Q0 adjacent to {+}U{-},
in which case c(z,w) = 2(v/2 — 1) and we set H°(w) = 1 (respectively, H®*(w) = 0).

Proof. Suppose v is a vertex of {+} U {—}, uy ~ ug are two faces of §Z? \ Q° adjacent
to v and q12 = (v + u1,2)/2 are the corresponding corners. Then, implies that
|F(q1)] = |F(q2)|, hence H°(u1) = H°(ug). Similarly, if v; ~ ve are two vertices of {free},
then implies that H®(v;) = H®(v2). Consequently, H° = 0 along {+}U{—}, and H*®
is a constant along {free}. However, we have H*(b) = v/25|F(b)]2 = 1 by and the
normalization of F'; thus H® = 1 on {free}. The inequalities follow readily from .

For the second clause of the lemma, see [ChSm12l Proposition 3.6] or Appendix. [

Given boundary conditions B°, denote by B‘f the boundary conditions specified by the
marked points (ag,b3,¢]) = (b2,8°,¢?), i. e. with the same {free} arc as B but with no
{-} arc.

Lemma 1.6. As (Q9,a°,¢%) approzimates (Q,a,c), the function FQ‘S,Bf(') converges uni-
formly on compact subsets of Q to fop, = (go’B(-))%(—mpg(-))_%.

In fact, this lemma is already contained in [Smi06] since FQ‘;’B‘E(') is nothing but

Smirnov’s FK-Ising observable for the medial lattice. This can be seen either by observing
that it solves the same discrete boundary value problem, or by the Edwards-Sokal coupling.



Proof. Define H>® = H;’i; by (1.10) with F = 1:—’95,3(1;. By Lemma 0 = mingns H° =
mings H® (since H® is superharmonic) and maxgs H® = maxggs H®* = 1 (since H® is
subharmonic except from {free} where is is equal to 1). Taking into account (L.10), we
infer that 0 < H** < 1. By [ChSmI2, Theorem 3.12], the functions Fas gs form an
equicontinuous family on compact subsets of €2, and thus have subsequential limits. To
prove the lemma, it suffices to show that any such limit f must be equal to fq 5,

Since FQ5,B‘5 are discrete holomorphic, f has to be a holomorphic function; moreover,

by (1.12) — (1.13), H®* then converge to h(w) = Im [* f(z)dz. Let us establish the
boundary conditions for h. By the subharmonicity of H® and the superharmonicity of H®,
if v is a vertex, u is a face adjacent to v, and if v C 997, then

hm® (v, u) min H° 4+ (1 — hm®(vy, u)) mi(SnHo < H°(u) <
v Q

H*®(v) <hm®(v,v) mAz/xxH' + (1 — hm®(v,v)) n;zaéxH' (1.14)

where hm®°(,-) denotes the discrete harmonic measure, i. e. the probability that the
simple random walk (to be precise, the one corresponding to the modified Laplacian)
on vertices (respectively, on faces) of Q7 started from v (respectively, u) will exit Q° at
~v. When § — 0, both discrete harmonic measures converge to the continuous harmonic
measure (see [ChSm11]), hence, taking v = {+} (respectively, v = {free}) in shows
that h(z) — 0 as z — {+} (respectively, h(z) — 1 as z — {free}). Since h is bounded,
these boundary conditions determine it uniquely as the harmonic measure of {free}, or,
in terms of the conformal map:

1
h(z) = 1— T log(ps(2))
Differentiating and taking the square root concludes the proof. O

Remark 1.7. In fact, two implicit assumptions on % were used in the proof: first, that
an edge outer normal @ at a = b exists; second, that no discrete outer normal edge has
both endpoints in QF. Neither of these minor technicalities is essential. We could take
d in the definition of the observable to be a copy of b slightly turned towards the free
arc. If an edge violates the second assumption, one should view it as two distinct normals
at different points of Q°, with the endpoints declared not to belong to Q7, implying the
corresponding extension of H®* = 0 to those endpoints when applicable.

Proof of Proposition[I.1. As in the proof of Lemma [I.6] we have 0 = minggs H° =
mings H. This time we have no corresponding upper bound, since the subharmonicity
of H* fails at a’, and we have no control on its value there.

Nevertheless, assume for a moment that for any r > 0, the functions H® are uniformly
bounded on Q° N {z : |z — a| > r}. Then, arguing as in the proof of Lemma we see
that Fgs gs and H*° have subsequential limits f and h = Im i “ f2(2)dz respectively, and
that any subsequential limit A must satisfy the following properties: h > 0 is a harmonic
function, bounded on each QN {z: |z —a| > r}, and such that h =1 on {free}, h =0 on
{=ru{+}

These boundary conditions imply that h is a sum of the Poisson kernel at a with
non-negative mass and the harmonic measure of the boundary arc {free}, that is,

1 o
hz)=1- ;Im log(n(2) — ¢n(b))] + 252 a > 0.



Moreover, it follows from [ChSm12, Remark 6.3] and the first clause of Lemma that
the outer normal derivative of h is non-negative on {free}, more precisely, that there is no
point on (bc) such that A > 1 in a neighborhood of that point. Observe that the derivative

w—ppb) w?

0w (1og(w — @u))] + 2) = —— = &
has two simple zeros on (pp(b); 00) if & > 4¢p(b) and a simple zero in H if 0 < o < 4¢p(b).
The former is impossible by the normal derivative condition, while the latter would imply
that f = v/20.h is not a single-valued function in €2, and thus is also impossible. Hence,
a =0 or a=4pg(h).

Let us check that if a # b, then the first alternative cannot hold. If it did, this would
mean by Lemma that Flg(ls(-) and Fys(-) have the same limit (hereinafter we drop Q°

from subscripts). This in its turn would imply that if we consider FT = Fjgs — F, B and
define the corresponding discrete integral HT by , then H' tends to a constant. Look
at the values of F! at b and & By Lemma one has Fy; (€) = 2_i5_%175 = ﬁ'Blls(E) and
Fgs (b) = PR _%775 = _st (5), where the signs of ’s are chosen by extending continuously
from 7z along the boundary in the counterclockwise direction. Consequently, HT = 2
along (a’b?) and HT = 0 along (b°a®). Hence by it cannot tend to a constant, which
completes the proof that a = 4¢p(b). Thus, the subsequential limit of F' is unique and is
given by

i (#B) — dos()es) +4cBB)\F L,
VIO = (et (PR e O 2 ) g s,

It remains to justify the assumption that H® are uniformly bounded away from a.

Assume the contrary, i. e., that there is an rg > 0 such that Ms = max H® — 0.
Q9N{z:|z—al>ro}

By a version of Harnack’s principle for H (see [ChSm12| Proposition 3.11] or Appendix)

the functions M; 'H* are uniformly bounded on Q% N {z : [z —a| > r} for all r > 0,

and thus have subsequential limits. Any such limit his a non-negative harmonic function

which is zero on 0\ {a} (since M; *H** = M; ' — 0 on (b°¢°)), but again by [ChSmI2,

Remark 6.3] it has non-negative outer normal derivative on (bc). Thus h =0 and

1= max M(S_IH' — 0,
Q9n{z:|z—a|>ro}

a contradiction which concludes the proof. O

2 Observables for general boundary conditions

In this section we generalize the above construction and Proposition The boundary
conditions B? are now specified by three subsets {+}, {—} and {free} of 9Q°, each con-
taining an arbitrary number of arcs. We assume that there are in total 2k + m such arcs,
of which k carry the free boundary conditions. We denote the 2k endpoints of the free
arcs by by, ..., bo (ordered counterclockwise) so that the i-th free arc is [ba;—1,b2;]. The
boundary vertices separating the {+} boundary arcs from the {—} ones are denoted by
ai,...,am. As before, we assign the spin +1 (or —1 if we wish) to the faces of §Z2 \ 0o
adjacent to each free boundary arc. Let am41,...,am+s € {b1,...,bor} be the boundary
vertices that either separate a {+} arc from a free arc with the assigned spin —1, or a {—}



arc from a free arc with the assigned spin +1. The collection by, ..., b, a1,. .., amts of
marked vertices determines the boundary conditions B uniquely up to global spin flip.

Denote by Conf(Q9, z1,. .., z9,), where z; are distinct vertices of the decorated graph,
the set of all edge subsets S such that all vertices except for z; have an even degree in S.
The low-temperature expansion

Z( a1, amys) == > g9\ {free}] (2.1)
S€Conf(Q0,a1,....am+s)

endows Conf(Q0, a1, ..., amys) with the probability measure equivalent to the Ising model
on 0 with the boundary conditions B°.

Denote by gi, 1 < ¢ < 2k, the discrete outer normal corner at b; adjacent to the
corresponding {+} or {—} arcs. Choose discrete outer normal edges a; at a; (assume for
simplicity that such edges exist, although this is not essential, as explained in Remark.
Define the fermionic observable (using the idea of [Honl0]) by

F(2) = Fos gs(2) = ina, > IS\ freek g=iw(8)/2, (2.2)

SeConf(Q“,al,...,(im“,l,z)

where the winding factor of S is defined as follows: we connect the points da, ..., dpnts—1
in pairs by (m + s + 2)/2 arcs outside the domain, as shown on Fig. Then, every
configuration S can be decomposed into a collection of loops and a curve from a@; to z,
without transversal intersections or self-intersections. We define w(S) to be the winding
of that curve.

Remark 2.1. In fact, Fgs gs is a slight abuse of notation, since F' also depends on the
choices made: the spins assigned to the free arcs, the order in which a; are listed, and the
way they are connected outside the domain.

Lemma 2.2. The observable F defined by satisfies the s-holomorphicity condition
whenever an edge z and a corner q are adjacent, provided that z # dy, ..., Amts—1
and z ¢ {free}. Its extension to {free} by (L.6) satisfies (1.8). If z # @1,...,Gmts—1 i5 a

discrete outer normal at a vertex of {+} U {—}, then
F(2) =0 Z(Q, @1, ..., Gmys—1,2), (2.3)

where the sign of n, is defined by counterclockwise continuous extension from ng, along
the boundary, multiplied by —1 for each of d;, j = 2,...,m + s — 1, encountered on the
way.

Proof. The proof is exactly the same as for Lemmas O

Lemma 2.3. The function H defined by applying to F' = Fqs s satisfies the
following properties. First, H® = 0 on the faces adjacent to {+} U {—}, and there exist
constants C; = C;(Q°,B%) > 0, 1 < i < k, such that H* = C; on the i-th free arc
[bo;_1,bo;]. With the extensions H* = 0 to the vertices of 672\ Q° adjacent {+} U {-}
and H° = C; to the faces of 672\ Q° adjacent to [by;_1,bo;), one has the discrete sub- and
superharmonicity of H®° with respect to the modified Laplacian as in Lemma namely,
AH*(v) > 0 provided that v ¢ {ay,...,am}U{free}, and AH°(u) < 0 for all faces u € Q°.
Finally, H* >0 on {+} U {=} and H° < C; on the faces of Q° adjacent to [by;_1, by].

10
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Figure 2: Computation of the winding of a configuration S; loops not drawn: by adding
the dashed lines, a collection of curves becomes a single curve from @ to z. In this particular
case, w(S) = 2.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma we deduce from Lemma that H®* = const on
each free arc [bg;_1,be], and H° = const at the faces of 672 \ Q9 adjacent to each arc
complementary to {free}. We must show that the latter constants are all the same, that
is, that the absolute values of the jumps at the two ends of each [by;—1,b;] coincide.
These values are equal to v/28|F(ba;_1)[2 and /28| F(by;)|? respectively, and thus by
it is enough to prove that Z(Q°,dy, .. .,d’m+s_1,52i) = Z(00,dy,. .. ,d’m+5_1,52i_1). The
weight-preserving bijection between the corresponding configuration sets given by taking
the symmetric difference with ggi_l U [boi—1, ba;] U l_)'gi readily proves the identity. The
remaining properties are proven as in Lemma |1.5 0

We now define the functions fq g which we will prove to be the scaling limits of Fgs gs.
Rather than giving a complicated explicit formula (see Proposition, we prefer a defini-
tion based on a boundary value problem and justified by Lemmas and From now
on, we assume that & > 0 (i. e. there is at least one free arc) and that a,,4+s = boy. the
latter condition does not lose generality: we can always ensure boy € {@m41,- -, Gmts)
by choice of the spin assigned to the free arc [bog_1,bor]. Given the boundary condi-
tions B in the upper half-plane (that is, a collection of points by < --- < bg, € R and
a1y ..., amys € R with a; ¢ [bgjfl;bgj] for1<i<m,1<j<kanda; € {bl,...,bgk} for
m <i<m+s), we define

(2.4)

[T V/(z = b2i-1)(z = b2i) T (= — ai)

s
I
—_
-
Il
—_

where Pg(z) is the polynomial of degree k + m — 1 with real coefficients such that fi g
satisfies the following conditions:

e Foralll1 <i<m,

lim (fH,B(Z) -

zZ—ra;

11



e Forall1<i¢<k-—1,

lm /(2 — boi—1)(z — boi) fs(2) = =G lim /(2 — bai—1)(z — bai) fr,B(2);

2—bo; z—bo; 1
(2.6)

where the sign ¢; = +1 is equal to (—1)/{bzi-1.b2}{ami1samioi}]

e One has

lim +/7(z — bo) fup(z) = 1. (2.7)

z—rbog

We will write B’ < B if boundary conditions B’ have the same set {free} as B (i. e.,
k' =k and b} = b1,..., b, = by;) and a smaller or equal set of points with +/— changes
(i. e, m' <mand {d},...,a,} C{ar,...,am}).

Lemma 2.4. The polynomial Pp with the above properties exists and is unique. Moreover,
if h is a non-negative linear combination of the Poisson kernels at a;, 1 < i < m, and
the harmonic measures of (bai—1,b9;), 1 <i <k, such that the outer normal derivative of
h is non-negative on {free} and \/20,h is analytic in H, then /20.h = cfup for some
boundary conditions B’ < B and some constant ¢ € R.

Proof. Define hg(w) = Im [ ffﬂyg(z)dz. Let us check that and |D imply that
hp satisfies all the properties of h in the assertion. Since fy g is real on {+} U {—} and
purely imaginary on {free}, hp is constant on each arc with the correct signs of the normal
derivative. Note that can be written as

resq; fu,B
zZ— a;

fap(z) = +0(z —ai), z—a; (2.8)

and that res,, fu g is real; taking this to the square and integrating yields

(resa, fin,5)°
zZ — Qg

hi(z) = —Im [ } +O(z—ai), z— a. (2.9)

In particular, there are no jumps in the constant values of hg across a;. Similarly, by ,
the jumps at by; and be;_1 are negatives of each other for 1 <i <k — 1. But |[Vhg(w)| =
O(|w|™2) at infinity, so the net jump in the constant values of hg along R must be zero.
This shows that the jumps of hg at by and bo,_1 are also negatives of each other.

Assume that f1 and fo are both of the form and both satisfy — (with the
same (;). Then f1 — fo satisfy - , hence h(w) := Im .f(fl — f2)? is a non-negative
harmonic function equal to zero on {+}U{—}. By , also h = 0 on (bgg_1, bo). But its
outer normal derivative is non-negative there, thus A must vanish identically. This proves
the uniqueness of fi . To prove the existence, note that — gives m + k linear
equations on m + k unknown coefficients of Pg, and we have just proved that this system
is non-degenerate.

Conversely, if h satisfies all the properties in the assertion, then f :=1/20,h is real on
{+}U{-} and purely imaginary on {free}. Also, h obeys the expansions of the type
at each a;. Let the subset {a},...,a] ,} consist of the points of {ai,...,an} such that
resq, [ # 0. For these points, implies . Since the jumps of h at the endpoints
of each free arc are negatives of each other, f obeys with some choice of signs (.
Similarly, since h has a non-positive jump discontinuity at boy, the limit

c:= lim /7(z —boy) f(2)

Z*)ka
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exists and is real. The above uniqueness argument shows that f — cfup = 0, where B’
is specified by the marked points by = b1, ..., b5, = by, a},...,a,, and the property that
fr g obeys (2.6 with the same signs as f. O

Remark 2.5. The proof shows that res,, fup # 0 for 1 < ¢ < m, and that the limits in
are non-zero. Indeed, res,; fu,z = 0 would imply by that the normal derivative
of hp vanishes at a;. Since hg > 0, this is impossible by the Harnack principle. If the limit
in were zero, then hg would be equal to zero and have non-negative outer normal
derivative of (bg;—1,b2;), which is impossible.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose the domains (95,65) approrimate a simply connected domain

(Q,B). Then

P Fos () s fas() = (@) fram ()
21\/52(95,51,...,5m+5,1,bgk) 7 7

uniformly on compact subsets of 2, where ¢ is any conformal map from Q to H.

Proof. We may assume that for all » > 0, the functions H defined by (1.10) from F are
uniformly bounded on Q% N {|z — a;| > r,1 < i < m}. This assumption can be justified
a posteriori as in the proof of Proposition By [ChSm12, Theorem 3.12] F and H
have subsequential limits, say f and h = Im [ f? respectively. Using and [ChSm12,
Remark 6.3], we see that the boundary properties of H established in Lemma survive
in the limit, that is, hyg := h o (¢~!) satisfies the conditions of Lemma and hence
hp =Im [ fﬂ?ﬂ,B” where B’ < B. Our task is to show that actually B’ = B; cf. excluding
the case @ = 0 in the proof of Proposition [T}

First, we show that fi 5 and fg p must satisfy for 1 <4 < k with the same signs
Gi- Consider an arc (bg;j—1,by;) and the auxiliary observable Fys, where B; stands for the
following simple boundary conditions: free on [be;_1, by;| and {—|Z—} elsewhere. (Hereinafter

we drop € from subscripts.) By Lemma Fys converges to

_1
( @(b2i) — p(bai—1) > 2

m(p(2) — p(b2i—1))(p(2) — @(b2:))
The relation ([2.3), in particular the rule for the signs of 7., implies the following: if

{b2i—1,b2:} N {am+1,..~.,am+§_1} contains one point (respectively, no or two points),
then the values of |Fgs 4+ Fgs| at bg;—1 and bo; are the same (respectively, differ by

2min{| Fs (bai—1)], | Fgs (b2i-1)|}). Taking into account Remark we see that Im [ (fu g+
fap)? =lims_oIm [ (FBS + F35)2 has jump discontinuities of the same size (respectively,

fos,(2) = (¢(2))2

of different sizes) at by;—1 and by;. It is easy to see that this condition fixes the sign in (2.6))
in the correct way.

It remains to prove that m’ = m, that is, that the singularities at a; do not disappear
in the limit. Assume the contrary, and let a; € {a1,...,an} \{a},...,a;,}. By induction
on m, we know that that Fj; converges to fq s/, hence F t = F Bs — Fys converges to
zero uniformly on compact subsets of 2. Our goal is to deduce that for small ¢ there exist
discrete outer normals f,f’ at some vertices of the two boundary arcs separated by a; for
which |F1(1)] < \Fslg(f)| and |F1(7)| < |FB’5 (7)|. Taking into account that F(Z) € [z for
Z a discrete outer normal, we see that these inequalities lead to the desired contradiction.
Indeed, they imply that Fjgs (Z_B/FB/(; (1) and Fys (F’)/I}B/(; (7) have the same the sign, whereas
we know by that these signs must be opposite due to the point a; between [ and 7.
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Let v1 C 09 be a proper sub-arc of the {4} or of the {—} arc adjacent to a;, v a
proper sub-arc of vy, and fyf ,~7® approximations to vi,v in 9Q°. Let HT be constructed
from F', as usual, by integrating @I} from some face of 6Z% \ Q9 adjacent to 7?. Then
H' = 0 at all such faces. Assume that |FT(l)| > |FB’5 ()| for all discrete outer normals [
adjacent to v°. By , this implies that H*(v) > H},5(v) for all the vertices v of 0.
Denote Q2 := QN {|z —a;] > r,1 < i < m} for a small fixed r. By , one has
H*T(v) < hmég(aﬂﬁ\yf,v) maxgs H*" and Hys(v) = Hys(u) = hmos([bok—1; bag), u),

where v is any face of Q° incident to v, since Hg,(s = 1 on [bog—_1,bok]. Summing the

resulting inequalities over the vertices of 70 yields

meax H*T. Z hm&g(aﬁi \ 7S, v) > Z hmg)s ([bag—1; bar], u), (2.10)
" vEYS u~y0

where each face u ~ 7° is included into the last sum as many times as many of its adjacent
edges belong to 7%. By interpreting the sums as the flux of the gradient of the harmonic
measure through +° (see Appendix), it is not hard to see that there exist constants Cj 2 > 0
independent of ¢ such that

thg’zg(aﬂg\Wfav) < Cy, (2.11)
v675

thaa([b%q;bzk],u) > Oy (2.12)
frr?

We claim that maxqs H *f — 0as § — 0. Indeed, as in the proof of Lemma H we
see that HT is constant along each boundary arc and is bounded from below by the
minimum of these constants (this time there might be jumps in these constants at a; €
{a1,...,am}\{d},...,a,}). Convergence of H' to zero in the bulk implies that all these
constants must tend to zero, which in its turn implies that the maximum of HT over Q9
tends to zero. Therefore, fails for § small enough, contradicting the assumption that
\FH(I)| > ]FB/(;(Z_BI for all discrete outer normals at the vertices of 7°. Applying the same
argument to the other arc adjacent to a;, we find the desired normal 7, thus concluding

the proof. O

Theorem is of certain independent interest because of the following corollary. Con-
sider the critical FK-Ising model (that is, the random cluster model with ¢ = 2) on a do-
main Q% with boundary conditions B° specified by 2k marked boundary vertices z1, . . ., Toj
(listed counterclockwise), each of the boundary arcs [z1x2], ..., [rog_122;] being wired and
their complement left free. Denote by Z(Q°,B%, i1, ... ,4,) the probability of the event that
the arcs [xo;,—1%2i,], - - -, [T2i,—122;.] belong to the same cluster.

Corollary 2.7. Suppose the domains (Q‘s,B‘S) approzimate (2,B). Then each of the
probabilities T(Q°,B%,iy,. .. ,i,) tends to a conformally invariant limit which is a quadratic
wrrational function of the images of x1, ..., xop under a conformal map to H.

Proof. Sample a random-cluster configuration in Q°, and assign a spin +1 to all vertices
of the cluster attached to [z2;,—1,z2;,], and for each of the other clusters choose +1 inde-
pendently with probability % By the well-known Edwards-Sokal argument, the resulting
spin configuration is distributed as in the critical Ising model with + boundary conditions
on the arc [x9;, 1, x9;,], free boundary conditions on 895\Uf:1 [€2i—1, x2;] and “monochro-
matic” boundary conditions on each [x9;_1, z9;] for ¢ # i1 (i. e., the spins on each arc are
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conditioned to be the same, but not fixed; we denote these random spins by o ([x2i_1, T2i])).
Given 01 = #£1,...,0, = *£1, let Z,, ,, denote the restriction of the partition function
to the set of configurations in this model such that o([x2;—1,x2;]) = 0;. Then

T(00,B% iy, ... i) = E[o([zai,—1, 221, ]) - - - 0 ([2i,—1, 723, ])]

o Zoe{il}k: oip =1 Oig - - o-irZO'L..O'k

(2.13)
Zoe{il}k: oy =1 ch...crk

Therefore, it suffices to prove the convergence of all the ratios Zs,. 4,/Z+1..41 to
conformally invariant limits. To this end, consider the observable Fyzs for the boundary
conditions B° corresponding to Z41. 41 (that is, take by = xa, ..., bog_1 = xaop, bop := w1,
and put s = 2 and ay := byg_1, ag := byx) and apply 1’ to z = by, and z = by;. This
yields
FB6 (b27,)
FB§ (ka)

where 01 = —1,...,0; = —1, 0;41 = +1,...,0r = +1. The left-hand side of (2.14) is the
jump at bo; in the boundary value of H, which by Theorem tends to a conformally
invariant quantity

Za' (o2
= Zoeon (2.14)
Zi1.+1

Fgs(b2i) | 650 .
2| 55 dim V7(z = e(bai) fapm) (7)) 515
Figs (bak) 2=p(b2i) ( (b20)) fr1,(8) () (2.15)
which is a quadratic-irrational function of ¢(b1),..., p(b2r). The same reasoning applied

to Figs with other boundary conditions B yields the corresponding result for all the ratios

of the form Z—6)..~0iCi11..09% /Zs, .00, and every ratio is a telescoping product thereof. [J

Remark 2.8. The explicit expressions for the right-hand side of (2.15), and hence for the
limits of Z, follows readily from Proposition below. Since those are rather complicated,
we prefer not to write them down.

3 Convergence of interfaces

Let 7% := {a; = fyg,’yf,'yg ...} denote the random discrete interface starting at a‘f in
the decomposition of S € Conf(Q°, B%); we assume any deterministic or random rule to
resolve ambiguities in the decomposition of S; for example, one may take the rightmost
possible interface. Denote by 7[‘%771] = {73,74,...,72} the initial segment of this interface

containing n + 1 edges. Let ¢° (z) be a conformal map which maps Q9 to the upper half-
plane H such that (ad) # oco. Then °(y%) is a slit in H which can be described by

Loewner’s equation:
2

9¢(2) —aj(t)’

Here gff is the conformal map from H,‘f to H satisfying hydrodynamic normalization gf (2) =

et (2) = 96(2) = 2.

2+ o(1) at infinity, H) is the unbounded connected component of H\¢? ('yﬁ) t]>, t is the

parametrization of 7% by twice the half-plane capacity of (° (’yﬁ] t]>, and af(t) € R is the
random driving force. We denote by Bf the boundary conditions in H specified by the
marked points a$(t),...,ad,(t), b(t),...,b5,(t), where al(t) := g¢?(a(0)) and al(0) :=

sy Um [

4,05(@;5), 2 <4 < m; similarly for b?(t), 1 <¢<2k.
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Given boundary conditions B in H, denote
R(B) := res fus;
al

note that R is a quadratic irrational function of the points ai,...,am,b1,...,box which
specify B; we give the explicit expression for R(B) in Proposition below. Let ai(t) be
the solution to the following system of stochastic differential equations:

day(t) = V3dB(t) — aal?égt)dt,
2dt . .
da;(t) = a® —a @) 2<i<m (3.1)
2dt .
dbl(t) = m, 1< <2k.

where B(t) is the standard Brownian motion in R and B; stands for boundary conditions
in H specified by a1(t),...,ba(t). Note that a;(t) = ¢:(a;i(0)), 2 < i < m and b;(t) =
9¢(bi(0)), 1 < i < 2k, where ¢; is the solution to Loewner’s equation with the driving
force ay(t)

If B is a cross-cut in H, let T (respectively, Tg) denote the first time that the curve

generated by ay(t) (respectively, by a(t)) hits 3.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose (Q°,B%) approzimate (2, B) and the maps ¢° are chosen so that
they converge to ¢ : Q — H with p(a1) # oo uniformly on compact subsets of Q2. Then,
for any cross-cut 8 in H separating ¢(ay) from other marked points and from infinity,
the random processes al(t) can be coupled to ai(t) (defined by with initial conditions

Bo := p(B°%)) in such a way that SUP[o, 77T lag(t) — a1(t)| tends to zero in probability.

Remark 3.2. Since the tightness of interfaces is known for the critical Ising model (the
“no-six-arm estimate” easily follows e.g. from [CDHI3|, Corollary 1.7]), this theorem
immediately implies convergence in the topology of curves. The results of [KS09], although
formally do not apply directly to our setup, also can be adapted to get the precompactness
estimates and to simplify the proof below. The same a priori bounds allow one to extend
the convergence up to the time interface hits other marked points or free boundary arcs.

We will need several standard analytic facts. First, the set of all possible realizations
of H; for t < T (and of H? for t < Tg ) is precompact with respect to the Carathéodory
topology as seen from any point outside [3; this in particular implies that all possible
realizations of B and B; belong to a compact subset of the set of (2k 4 m)-tuples of
distinct points in R. Second, if g, g1+ and g2; are Loewner chains driven by Loewner
parameters a(t),ai(t), az(t) respectively, and their hulls at times ¢,t1,%o are separated
from a compact set C C H by a cross-cut 3, then for all z € C,

914(2) ~ 922(2)] < Capaxlan(®) — () 3.2
012(2) — g1, () — M‘ < Ol =l (max o) = a(t)] + 2 -1} (33
20/, (2)(t2 — 1)

9t,(2) — g1, (2) + < Clt2 =t < max |a(t) —a(t2)| + |t2 - t1|> (3.4)

(91, (2) — a(t1))?

with a constant C' depending only on C and (. See [Zha0O§| or Appendix for proofs.
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The proof of Theorem is based on the martingale property of the observable 1*:'95,35.

)

0] denote by Q°(n) the connected component of

Given v,
0%\ {faces adjacent to the edges of 7[607”]}

that contains all the marked points except for a‘ls, if such a component exists. Note that
once fyﬁ) n] is known, one also knows the spins on its adjacent faces, thus 95(n) comes

with natural boundary conditions which we denote by B%(n). Denote by F,, the filtration
generated by 7[‘50 n] and by F; the one generated by a‘f\[o’t]; then F; = F,,,, where ny is the

smallest n such that 2hcap(ap5(’yﬁ) ) 2t

Lemma 3.3. For every edge z € Q0 the process Fga(n)ﬁs(n)(z), stopped at the first n such
that either z ¢ Q%(n) or Q°(n) seizes to exist, is a martingale with respect to Fy,. Given a
cross-cut 8 in H separating p(a1) from infinity, other marked points and from a compact
set C C H, one has

B | ), () ~ ) s, G4, 0| 7] 220 9

uniformly in z € C and in F{-stopping times 71 < T < Tg.

Proof. The first assertion follows from the fact that F' is normalized by the appropriate
partition function; the proof repeats verbatim, e. g., one in [Izy13| Proposition 2.1]. The
second one follows from the first one, Theorem [2.6] and the compactness. Indeed, denote
by e, the edge of Q7 closest to (go‘s)_l (2); then e, € Q9(n,,) for § small enough. Clearly,
nr, , are stopping times for F,. Applying the optional stopping theorem to the martingale
Fas(n), 55 (n)(€2) = Fas(n,,),55(n,, ) (€2), we infer that its expected value at nr, given Fr, is
zero. The quantity |((¢°)~!)’| is bounded from above and below uniformly in ¢ and over
the compact set C. Hence, it suffices to show that

SV (4 5
st (€2) = | (et P (1) 0 (3.6)

uniformly over z € C and over all ¢ and all possible fyﬁ) 1l such that t < T9, i. e. that

1j holds for every sequence 6, (0 e ¢, ¢, Vfi)(it)(i)} of such data. The set of all

possible realizations of Q‘S\vﬁ) 1 is Carathéodory compact as seen from any point of ¢ ~1(C),
(i) _6(2 Car

’ \7[0(,?@ = .
D(ny) C Q‘S\’yfo j and any point of their difference can be separated from (©)~YC) by a

i C .
hence we may assume that € Then also Q‘S()(nt(i)) 28 Y, since

cross-cut of length at most 20. By one more extraction, we may assume that 'yf(?)) also

converges to some prime end o/ € 9 and that z() — 2. But then ( refeq: uniform)
follows directly from Theorem O

Lemma 3.4. If two F)-stopping times 7| < T < Tg almost surely satisfy the inequalities
T — 71 < €2, max |al(t) —ad(m)| < e, then
T1<t<73

8a R(Bflsj)
[E[Aa + 3=y ArlFnll < C(BS, B)é’ (37)
[B[AZ = 3A| P < C(Bg, B)e”, (38)

provided that § < 6o(BY, B, €), where A, := 19 — 71 and A, = ai(m2) — al(r1)
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Proof. In the proof below, the constants in O(-) may depend on By and 8. The idea is
to expand (3.5) in the small parameters A,, A, up to the order €. Choose a compact
set C C H Wlth a non-empty interior separated by g from a‘{ By (3.3 , , with the

notation u(z) := g2 (2) — aj(m1), one has

ggw>—ﬁxa-,f@AT+o&%;

5/,2%
(65 ()} — () (o)} = -, g )

whenever z € C U {a$(0),...,05,(0)}. By 1' we can write fgp(z) = R®) | w(B, z),

zZ—a
where w(B, z) is analytic at a; and w(B, a;) = 0. Therefore one has, for z € C1

(9,)(2)2 frass, (92 () = (62,)(2)2 fus, (92, (2)) =

@B (o + g + otk + Qulul) ) + O, (3.9

+ O(é).

where

Qs := (A2 = 3A1)R(BY,) (3.10)
Q2 1= A20y, R(B2) + A R(B). (3.11)

The explicit form of ()7 and ()¢ is not important, it suffices to note that they are poly-
nomials in Ag, A, R(B2), w(B, g2 (2)) and first and second derivatives of the last two
quantities with respect to the parameters; ()1 does not depend on z.

By Lemma|[3.3] there exists dy > 0 such that for all § < §y and z € C, the expectation of
the left-hand side of (3.9) given ]-"fl is less than €. By compactness, |(g?)’(2)]| is uniformly
bounded from below over z € C and t < Tg . Therefore, for § < dg, one has

oo, &, o

Bz w2 ulz)

uniformly over z € C, where Q} := IE[QAF%], 1 = 0,1,2,3. We claim that this iden-

tity implies max{Q%, @3, Q3} = O(€®). Indeed, assume the contrary. Then there exist
(n)

sequences of hulls K™ in H, points a; ' € R, numbers €, an) and quadratic irrational

+Qp(u(z)) = O(€) (3.12)

functions Q(()n) with the following properties: (i) K and gl_{%n) (a&")) are separated by /3

from infinity and other marked points; (ii) for each n, the function u — Qén) (u) belongs
to the finite-dimensional space spanned by w(gzm) (Bg), U+ agn)) and its first and second

partial derivatives with respect to the positions of the marked points (iii) (3.12)) holds
true with QF = an), e =™ and u(z) = gpm (2) — al ; (iv) MM ()73 tends to in-
finity, where M) .= maX{an), an), Q;(;n)}. By compactness, we may assume that K (™),

agn), (M("))_lQZ(-n)‘ 1 =1,2,3, converge to K*, a* and ¢; respectively, with at least one of

¢; non-zero. Thus EI} implies that (M (”))_1Qé") (u) converges to —qsz/u® —qo/u® —q1 /u
uniformly in u € gg~(C). On the other hand, the limit of (M™)~1Q\™ must belong to
the space spanned by w(gg+(B3),u + a}) and its first and second partial derivatives and
thus it must be analytic at the origin. This contradiction proves the claim.

By Remark [2.5} ., B‘S does not vanish, and thus by the compactness, 1t is unlformly
bounded away from 0 over ¢ < T5 Thus the lemma follows readily from - (]E

and the equations E[Q23]F2 ] = 0(63).
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Proof of Theorem[3.1l Fix a cross-cut (; that separates a;(0) and § from infinity and
other marked points. Define recursively the stopping times 0 = 71,72, ... Tn(g,), Ti being
the maximal time so that 7;,_1 and 7; satisfy the conditions of Lemmawith the cross-cut
B1, and define the process w(t) by

1 94, R(BY)
w(ni) = a}(7i) + ;;3}2(8%_ (71— 75)-

extending linearly between 7;. Recall that all possible realization of Bt < Tgl, form a
precompact subset of the set of (2k+m)-tuples of distinct points of R; thus R is uniformly
bounded from below and 9., R/R is uniformly Lipschitz in its parameters over this subset.
From this and from the bounds 7,11 — 7; < €2, Inax lad (t) — al ()| < €, we infer
TiSUSTi41
" 0, R(BY)

w(t) == al(t) + . R(BY)

ds + O(e), (3.13)
provided that ¢t < 7y(g,). Continue the process w(t) beyond the hitting time of £ by
taking, for i > N (1), Tiy1 := 7 + €% w(Ti41) = w(7;) & v/3¢, with signs chosen at random
with probability 1/2 and independently. By Lemma for all « > 0, E[w; —w;—1|F+,_,] =
O(e3) and E[(w; — w;—1)? — 3(1; — 7i—1)|Fr,_,] = O(€3), hence the standard argument (see
[LSW04]) shows that there is a coupling of w(t) to the standard Brownian motion v/3B(t)
such that Plmaxo<i<7 |w(t) — V3B(t)| < /] > 1 — /e, where T = 4hcap(B1). If a1(t)
denotes the strong solution to with this By, then on this event, for all ¢ < T3, A Tgl,

00, R(BY) 94, R(Bs)
R(B))  R(B,)

a3 (t) — a1 (1)] < w(t) — V3B(t)| +3 / ds + 0(e)

t
<C(B) | maxlaf —alds + O(V),
0 S

where the first inequality follows from (3.1]) and (3.13)) and the second one from ({3.2]) and
the uniform Lipschitzness of d,, R/R. The theorem now follows by Gronwall’s lemma. [

4 Explicit expressions for observables

The main goal of this section is to give explicit expressions for the observables fy 5 and
hence for the drift terms 39,, log R(B) and for the crossing probabilities Z(H, B, i1, .. ., ir).
We only do the cases m = 0 and m = 1; as we note in Remark below, the formulae for
arbitrary m can be obtained from those by a straightforward limiting procedure. Let us
introduce some notation. Denote by x;; the cross-ratio of the endpoints of i-th and j-th
free boundary arc:

(b2i—1 — baj—1)(b2i — baj)
ij = Xji = |b2i—1; boj—15 b2s; boj] = ;
Xig = Xji = [b2i-1; baj-1; bais bag) (bai—1 — baj)(b2; — baj—1)

and, given an auxiliary point x € R, put

(x — baj—1)(b2i—1 — bj)
(z — bj)(b2i-1 — b2j-1)’

so that the multiplication by v;;(x) acts by substituting = into x;; in the place of bo;_ :

Yij(x) =

(75 b2j 13 bas; baj] = xijvis(x).
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Proposition 4.1. Given boundary conditions B in H with m = 0, the observable fup

reads
_ z—by-1)? b
fus=0C H (Z_b2i> Z z—boi1 |’

1<i<k
where C' does not depend on z, and

55

po= et S T Gt [T e )5, 1< <k—1, (41)

boy — bop_
kL ik 1<i<k—1 i< ik,

Sp=—sr=1 Gi=—1

5185
o=y I sIlx"- (4.2)
se(E1pF 1<i<h—1 i<
SkEl i:_l

Proof. We look for a solution to the linear system ((2.6)) — (2.7) (note that (2.5) is vacuous
since m = 0) by writing the unknown polynomial P is the form

Ps(z) =Y pi [ [ (2 = baj—1)-
i g
We temporarily replace the last equation (2.7)) by the equation p, = 1 (this will only change

the overall normalization). Then it is straightforward to check that in the unknowns p;,
(2.6) becomes a system with the right-hand side

_ < 1 1 1 )T
' bok—1 — b2 bag—1 —bs’ " o1 — bag_o

and with the matrix A = D + C, where D is the diagonal matrix with entries

- 1
Di":bi._g — I X 1=isk-n
20T Pl ik
and C is the Cauchy matrix:
1
Cij=——.
7 bgi — boj

To solve the system by Cramer’s rule, we have to compute det A and det A}, (where Ay,
is the matrix A with r-th column replaced by v). Recall that given a subset S of indices,
the principal minor det(Cyg) of the Cauchy matrix C' is given by

i#j €S — b2i
i,JES
Therefore
detA= )  detDgdetCy
Sc{1,....k—1}
1 1 1
- H boi — bo;_1 Z HQHX% H Xij =
1<i<k—1 <" TN Sc{l,..,k}i€S €S ijgS
k¢S J#i i,j#k
1 3 1 518
II o Il > I sIDa"-
1<i<k—1 2 2=l S i#k se{£1}F1<i<k—1  j#i

Jii#k sp=1 Gi=—1
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The computation of det A, is similar; the only difference is that D,, gets replaced by
zero (which restricts the sum to S such that » ¢ S) and that in the Cauchy matrix,
bar—1 gets replaced by bog_1 (which introduces the factor %
i (bak—1) inside the sum). Canceling the common factors and changing the normalization

once again, we arrive at the assertion. ]

in front and the factors

Proposition 4.2. If B are boundary conditions in H such that m = 1, then

1

R(B) = o o) TT (M2020)

a1 — by;
1<i<k 1 2%
-1

55 1—s

< | S I s I x" I twile) = (4.3)
se{£1}F 1§’i§]1€ 1<i<j<k 1<i<k—1

spg=—1 6=

where the factor C does not depend on ay (and hence is unimportant for the drift term in
Theorem |3.1]).

Proof. We will reduce this proposition to the computation in the previous one. First, it
follows from the proof of Lemma that - imply for i = k with some (i
(since the jumps of hg at bor_1 and by, must be the same). Actually, by Remark the
function fm s changes its sign at each a; and across each free arc with ¢; = —1. Since the
total number of sign changes must be odd (taking into account the behavior at infinity), we
have ( = —(1...Ck—1(—1)™, and since m + s is even, this is consistent with the definition
of (’s after . Conversely, if m = 1 and a non-zero function f of the form satisfies
for 1 <4 < k, the same arguments imply that there must be a sign change at a; and
at the same time that h = Im [ f? has no jump in the constant boundary conditions at
a1; therefore holds.

Summarizing, the equation can be replaced with for ¢ = k, and this yields

an equivalent system. Now look for Pg in the form

Ps(z) =Y pi(z —a1) [[(z = baj-1) + prsr [ [ (2 = b2j1).
i ji
After replacing temporarily the normalization with ppy1 = 1, we get exactly the
same system as in Proposition with k replaced by k£ + 1 and bog+1 = bopyo = ag
(thus xx+1; = 1, 1 < i < k). Since we know that the system is non-degenerate, the
determinant of A is non-zero, and so the sum in is also non-zero. Hence, up to a
non-zero multiplicative constant, the solution is given by - with the above-
mentioned substitutions. Changing the normalization to , picking up the residue at
a1 and dropping the factors independent on a; concludes the proof. ]

Remark 4.3. Starting with the expression , one could pick some other 7 with §; = —1
and let bo; 1 tend to by;. This way one obtains explicit formulae for m > 1. When taking
the limit, the coefficient C' in front might in general tend to zero and the second factor to
infinity, hence one has to use the I’Hospital rule; the resulting expressions gets complicated
and we prefer not to write them down.

To illustrate (4.3]), we specialize it to a few cases with a small number of marked
points. In the case m = 1 and k = 1 (that is, the +/ — /free boundary conditions), the
sum contains just one term and all the products are empty. Hence

R=C(a1 — b1)%(a1 - bz)%7
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and plugging this into 1) yields SLEg(—%, —%), recovering the result of [HK13]. If m =1
and k = 2 (which is the +/ — /free/ 4+ /free boundary conditions), choose (; = (2 = 1;
then there are two terms in the sum, and

(a1 — b1)3 (ag — b3>%<a1 — by)

3
R=C- :
1 1

((11 — b2)§ <X1 ! X127;Z)21 al )

1 1
(a1 —b1)2 (a1 — b3)2 (a1 — bs)2 (a1 — bo)
1
(b1—ba)(b1—b3) \ 2
(@ =) (BRR)) " + (@ - )
Taking by to infinity, one gets the 5-point formula in the introduction, and merging b
with by yields the 4-point one.
We conclude by a corollary concerning the probability of a spin-crossing event, i. e. the
probability that in a domain with four marked points on the boundary there is a nearest-

neighbor chain of pluses or minuses (diagonal jumps allowed) connecting two opposite
sides.

N[

- -

Corollary 4.4. Suppose (Q°,B%) approzimate (2, B), where B stands for +/ — /+ / free
boundary conditions. Then the probability that there is a + crossing between (anQ) and
(adb?) (respectively, — crossing between (adal) and (b3b3)) tends to 1 — Gy /=)t /free(N)
(respectively, G /_ 4 /free(A) ), where

/ id 5d
s3as s3as
G+/*/+/free(>‘) = / T / 1 )
J ( 3 3

A= % and ¢ is a conformal map from Q to H with p(by) =

Remark 4.5. The corresponding probabilities for other boundary conditions are given by

-1

1, A
s3( 1—33ds 1—33ds
Gt/ / (1—s5+s?) / (1—s+s?) (44)
0 0

i d o d

s S
G+/7/free/free()‘) = /é(l—)é / %(1 _ )% (45)

; S .8 S

The formula (4.4) was conjectured in [BBKO05] and proved in [Izyll], and follows
from the result of [HK13] and a calculation in [BBHO05]. We do not know explicit formulae
for other boundary conditions. In [BDHI14], the conformal invariance is proven for the
free/free/free/free and + /free/free/free cases. Combining the techniques of [BDH14] with
the computation of drifts in 5-point geometry, it should be possible to extend this result
to the remaining + /free/ + /free case.

Proof. It is straightforward to check that G(A(¢)) == G (%) is a martingale for
the process with
V(e — a)
a1 + as — 2by
and since G(0) = 0, G(1) = 1, we deduce that G(A(0)) is the probability that the Loewner
chain driven by this process swallows b; (0) before a2 (0). Given this, it is not hard to deduce

)

22



from Theorem and [CDH13| Corollary 1.7] the following corollary: the probability that
the interface in Q° starting at a$ hits (b363) before aj tends to G(\(0)) as § — 0 (see
[Izy11], Proposition 5.26] for a detailed argument). This event (for the rightmost possible
interface in the decomposition of S) is exactly the “—” crossing event; considering the

complementary event for the leftmost possible interface gives the “+” crossing probability.
O

5 Appendix

Proof of Lemma[1.3. Consider the bijection p : S + S A (2q) from Conf(9°,d,q) to
Conf(Q9,d, z), where (2q) is the shortest graph path from the midpoint of z to ¢, and A
denotes the symmetric difference. It suffices to check that for any S € Conf(Q°,d, q)

LIS\ (e}~ _ prqulp(s)\{free}le*iw.

Taking into account that the contribution of a half-edge and of a corner to z!5\tfree} equals
vz and \/x cos § respectively, and using that z ¢ {free}, we find

PO\ freel] o=iw(p(8))/2 _ 18\ {free}] ,—i"52 £ /2 (ﬁcos g)‘l ifresS

2P\ {free}| ,—iw(p($))/2 _ ,IS\{free}| ,—i"5) +3ix (x oS g)‘l if 2 ¢ 8.

cos 3m/8
cosm/8 °

C]

5 € lg, the lemma follows from the elementary identity x = V2-1=

Since e~

Proof of the second clause of Lemmal[I.5. We express AH® at a face u via F(cj), where
¢, j = 1,2,3,4, are the corners adjacent to u (listed counterclockwise starting from the
lower right). Let z be the edge that separates u from w4+ §. If z ¢ {free}, then by
and one has

1

E(H"(u +0) = H(u) = [F(er)]” + [F(e2)? = [F(e)?

which by 1) equals —|F(c1)[2 = |F(c2)|? = 2i(F(c1)F(c2) — F(ca)F(e1))
then, with the extension of H° we have made, H°(u +§) = 1 = H*(u

by ([1.10)), one has
2v/2 -2
V26
which by 1) also equals —|F(c1)[? — [F(c2)|? — 2i(F(c1)F(c2) — F(c2)F(c1) (recall that

2v/2 — 2 is the weight with which that difference contributes to the modified Laplacian).
Summing similar identities for the four edges adjacent to w yields, with the notation

- 2 € {free},
+ 9%, Hence

(H®(u+6) — H°(w) = (2V2 = 2)|F(e1),

C; = (1,

(V26)'AH (u) = =2 D |F(e)P =2 Y (iF(¢j)F(cjpn) + Flej)iF () =

J=12,3,4 J=1,2,3,4

—2|F(c1) + iF(c2) — F(c3) — iF(ca)|? + 4Re (F(c1)F(c3)) + ARe (F(e2) F(ca)),

and the last two terms are equal to zero since F (¢j) € le; and [, , are orthogonal, respec-
tively, to le, ,. The proof for AH*® is similar. O
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Proof of Harnack’s principle for H. Suppose 0 < r < rg, and let vy be the vertex of

Q\{z : |z — a|] > r} such that H*(vy) = max H*. By subharmonicity of H®, we
Q5n{z:|z—al>r}
can construct a path vg ~ vy ~ ... of neighboring vertices such that H®(vjy1) > H*(v;)

which can only end at a’. If v denotes the set of faces of Q° adjacent to this path, then
H°|, > const H*(vg) with some absolute positive constant (see [ChSm12, Remark 3.10]).
Hence by , for any face u of Q°, H®(u) > const H*(vo)hm®(y,u). If for every § we
choose u to be a face of Q9 close to some fixed point z € QN {z : |z — a| > o + €}, then
it is easy to see that hm°(+, u) is bounded from below by a positive constant (depending
only on €2, r and z, but not on ). Hence

max H = H*(vy) < C(Q,r,ro)- H°(u) < C(Q,r,10) - max H.

Q5n{z:|z—al>r} Q9N {z:|z—al>ro}

O]

Proof of (2.11]) and (2.14). We will actually prove that the sum in converges as
0 — 0 to the flux of Vhmgq([bog_1;box],) through ~, which is a positive conformal in-
variant (given by — f7 Ophmq ([bor—1; bak], 2)|dz| whenever 02 is smooth). Assume that
the endpoints 7,7, of v can be connected by a broken line S in € in such a way that
dist(z,09Q) > cmin{|z — ;|2 — 7|}, 2 € B. Since any boundary arc 4" can be approxi-
mated by an arc v with this property (choose two points z;, z, € €2 close to the prime ends
Y, 7, and let v be the arc bounded by the points of 9 closest to 2z and z,), and due to
the fact that — fv Ophmq ([bog—1; bag), -) is monotone and continuous in the endpoints of v,
this does not lose any generality.

Fix € > 0 and let 2, € 5 be such that \zir — 1| = €. Let B¢ be the part of 5 between
zf and z¢. Define B2 to be the broken line that consists of 8. and the two segments
connecting z;, to the nearest points in 99°. We will assume that the boundary arc 7° is
bounded by these nearest points; by monotonicity the result can be extended to arbitrary
approximations of 7. Denote for shortness hm®(-) := hmg;([box—1;b2x],-). By summing
the identity Ahm®(u) = 0 over the faces u enclosed by the union of 4% and £, we infer

Z hmo(u) = Z hmo(eout) - hmo(eiﬂ)’
u~y9

eNBe#D

where the last sum is over the edges e = (eout, €in) that intersect 55 . Since the gradients of
the discrete harmonic measures converge uniformly on compact subsets of €2, the part of the
sum in the right-hand side corresponding to (. converges to the flux of Vhmgq ([bog—1; b2k], *)
through 5.. We claim that the contribution of the two remaining segments is bounded
from above by C' - €%, where C' and ¢ > 0 are absolute constants. Indeed, denote R, =
dist(e, (‘995), where e is an edge on one of these two segments. The weak discrete Beurling
estimate (see, e.g., [ChSm11]) shows that MaxXp, ., (e) hm® < C;- R, therefore the discrete
Harnack inequality yields |hm°(e;;,) —hm®(epys)| < C2-dRZ™!, and summing this estimate
over the two segments proves the claim. Taking e to zero concludes the proof of convergence
of the sum in .

To prove , the only additional work is to take into account the multiplicities.
Write hm®(+) := hméé (092 \ 4¢,-) and denote by d(v), v € 7°, the number of neighbors
of v not in 9, with the convention introduced in Remark Note that every v € ~°
such that d(v) = 0 has a neighbor v' € 4% with d(v') > 1. By discrete harmonicity and
positivity, one has hm®(v) < 4hm®(v’). Therefore,

> hm®(v) <10 > d(v)hm®(v),

veys veyS
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and the last quantity converges to the flux of Vhmgq, (09, \ 71, -) through ~. O

Proof of f. It follows from Loewner’s equation that

191,6(2) — g2, (2)| + lar (t) — a2(t)]
191,6(2) — a1(t)[g2,4(2) — a2(t)]

By compactness, the denominator is bounded away from zero by a constant depending on
B and C only. Now Gronwall’s lemma readily implies

|0¢91,6(2) — Orgo,i(2)| < 2

91.0(2) = 92(2)] < Crmax|ar = aal (€7 — 1) < Crmax|ar — ag| (7P 1), (5.1)

which is . Note that it suffices to prove for to — t; small enough (since the
left-hand side of is bounded by compactness). Put, for t; < t < to, g1+ == g
and got = \/(g1, (2) — a(t1))2 +4(ta — t1) + a(t1). These are two Loewner chains on the
interval [t1, o] with the same initial data g¢, (z), driven by a1(t) = a(t) and a2(t) = a(t1)
respectively; the latter chain generates a vertical slit. If a cross-cut 51 separates  from
C, then by compactness, min |gs, (51) — a(t1)| > ¢(B8, 1) > 0; hence the vertical slit stays
inside g4, (51) for t < t1 + ¢1(5,51). The same argument as for now yields

191,42 (2) — 92,4, (2)| < C max la(t) —a(ty)](e?271) —1) < Cy max la(t) — a(ty)|[t2 — t1].
1,2 1,2

From the explicit formula for ga4,(2), bearing in mind that |g¢, (2) — a(t1)| is uniformly

bounded away from zero for z € C, we get

2t —t)
91, (2) — al(t1)

and (3.3)) follows. The proof of (3.4) is similar: differentiating Loewner’s equation, we get,
for two Loewner chains,

9202(2) — g, (2) ‘ < Cults — 112,

2l91,1(2) — 92,4 (2)| 2g5.(2)1  2lg5,4(2)|

(91.4(2) — a1 (1)) i ‘ (91.0(2) —ar(t))*  (g2.(2) — a2(t))*|

Since the denominators are bounded from below and | git(z)| from above, this yields

!@giyt(z) - atg,Q,t(Z)’ <

10091,4(2) — Oega 1 (2)] < Col91,4(2) — 92,4 (2)| + C7lg14(2) — g24(2)| + Cslas(t) — az(t)],
and hence by (5.1) and Gronwall’s lemma,

‘gllvt(z) - gét(z)\ < Cy D[%at]x lap — a2|(eth —1).

To conclude the proof, apply this, as above, to a;(t) = a(t) and aa(t) = a(t1). O
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