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Abstract. We construct the canonical Brownian motion on the gasket of conformal loop ensembles
(CLEκ) for κ ∈ (4, 8) (which is the range of parameter values in which loops of the CLEκ can
intersect themselves, each other, and the domain boundary). More precisely, we show that there
is a unique diffusion process on the CLEκ gasket whose law depends locally on the CLEκ and
satisfies certain natural properties such as translation-invariance and scale-invariance (modulo time
change). We characterize the diffusion process by its resistance form and show in particular that
there is a unique resistance form on the CLEκ gasket that is locally determined by the CLEκ and
satisfies certain natural properties such as translation-invariance and scale-covariance. We conjecture
that the CLEκ Brownian motion describes the scaling limit of simple random walk on statistical
mechanics models in two dimensions that converge to CLEκ. In future work the results of this paper
will be used to show that this is the case with κ = 6 for critical percolation on the triangular lattice.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Overview. The conformal loop ensembles (CLEκ) are canonical models for conformally
invariant random planar fractals, indexed by a parameter κ ∈ [8/3, 8]. They were introduced
in [She09, SW12] and are conjectured (and in some cases proved) to describe the scaling limits
of a number of critical statistical mechanics models on two-dimensional lattices (such as critical
percolation, the Ising model, the uniform spanning tree, and conjecturally the FK models and loop
O(n) models). Some convergence results have been established in [BH19, CN06, KS19, LSW04]. In
the setting of random lattices convergence results have been proved in [She16b, GM21] using the
framework developed in [She16a, DMS21].
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2 THE BROWNIAN MOTION IN NON-SIMPLE CLE GASKETS

The goal of this paper is to construct the conjectural scaling limit of the simple random walk
on critical models converging to CLEκ for κ ∈ (4, 8), giving rise to the CLEκ Brownian motion.
The particular case of critical percolation, corresponding to κ = 6, has a long history. It was
popularized by de Gennes in 1976 [dG76] and he named it the “Ant in the Labyrinth” problem. In
the forthcoming work [ÐMMY25] we will prove that the simple random walk on critical percolation
on the triangular lattice converges to the CLE6 Brownian motion by showing that the associated
resistance metrics converge in the scaling limit using the results of the present paper and invoking
the main result of [Cro18].

Each CLEκ is a random collection of loops that do not cross themselves and each other. These
loops describe the (conjectural) scaling limits of the interfaces in the aforementioned lattice models.
The gaskets of a CLEκ are the sets of points connected by paths not crossing any loop, and describe
the (conjectural) scaling limits of the clusters in the aforementioned lattice models. They are fractal
sets whose dimension is (see [SSW09, MSW14])

(1.1) dCLE = 2 − (8 − κ)(3κ − 8)
32κ

= 1 + 2
κ

+ 3κ

32 .

The trivial case CLE8/3 is the empty collection of loops, and CLE8 consists of a single space-filling
loop. When κ ∈ (8/3, 8), CLEκ consists of a countable collection of loops. In the regime κ ∈ (8/3, 4]
the loops are simple, do not intersect each other, or the domain boundary, while for κ ∈ (4, 8) the
loops are self-intersecting, intersect each other, and the domain boundary. We note that it can be
natural to consider either the nested or non-nested variants of CLEκ. In the former, inside of each
loop one has another CLEκ while the latter consists of just the outermost loops of a nested CLEκ.

In order to construct and characterize the CLEκ Brownian motion, it suffices to construct and
characterize a Dirichlet form defined on the CLEκ gasket. On fractals with dimension strictly smaller
than 2 where the Brownian motion is recurrent in a strong sense, its Dirichlet form is typically
given by a resistance form. We will therefore construct and characterize the CLEκ Brownian motion
using its resistance form. The definition of a resistance form is recalled in Definition 2.14.

To each resistance form there is an associated resistance metric and vice versa. We will review
this in Section 2.5.2. We explain this correspondence in the case of finite graphs. Suppose that
G = (V, E) is a simple, finite, connected, undirected graph, and w : E → (0, ∞) is a collection of
edge weights. For each function f : V → R define

E(f, f) =
∑

{x,y}∈E

w(x, y)(f(x) − f(y))2,

and for each x, y ∈ V distinct define

(1.2) R(x, y) =
(
min{E(f, f) | f : V → R, f(x) = 1, f(y) = 0}

)−1
.

Then E defines a symmetric quadratic form on the set of real-valued functions on V , called the
Dirichlet form on the network, and R defines a metric on V , called the effective resistance on the
network. It turns out that each of w, E , and R determine the others [Kig01, Section 2.1]. Further,
given a finite measure µ on V , there is a natural Markov process given as follows. For each x ∈ V ,
let µ0(x) = ∑

y∼x w(x, y). At vertex x, the process jumps at an exponentially distributed time
with rate µ0(x)/µ(x), and it jumps to y with probability w(x, y)/µ0(x). This Markov process is
symmetric with respect to the measure µ (see [CF12, Section 2.2.1]), and is called the Hunt process
associated with the Dirichlet form E on L2(µ). We note that the measure µ only determines the
rate of the jumps, whereas the jump probabilities are determined by E (equivalently R).
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The theory of resistance forms and resistance metrics developed in [Kig01] generalizes this notion to
continuum spaces. Each resistance form on a space F is a symmetric quadratic form on the space
of real-valued functions on F , and is in one-to-one correspondence with a resistance metric given
by the same identity (1.2). If we are given a finite Borel measure µ on F , we get a µ-symmetric
Markov process associated to the resistance form. See Section 2.5.2 for a review.

Therefore, to construct and characterize a Markov process in the CLEκ gasket, it suffices to construct
and characterize a resistance form and a Borel measure. The canonical measure on the CLEκ gasket
was constructed in [MS22] and is characterized as the unique measure that is locally determined by
the CLEκ and conformally covariant (see Section 2.3 for a review). The main aim in this paper is
to construct and characterize the canonical resistance metric on the CLEκ gasket. Once we have
this, we obtain the canonical CLEκ Brownian motion as its associated Markov process, and we will
prove an equivalent characterization of the CLEκ Brownian motion.

As alluded to above, it is shown in [Cro18] that convergence of resistance metric spaces equipped
with measures implies convergence of the associated Markov processes. The CLEκ gasket measure
is the conjectural scaling limit of the uniform measure on the cluster of a lattice model converging
to CLEκ. We further conjecture that the CLEκ resistance metric is the scaling limit of the effective
resistance metric on the cluster. Therefore it is natural to conjecture that the simple random walk
on the lattice model converges to the CLEκ Brownian motion constructed in this paper, and to
establish this using [Cro18] it suffices to prove the convergence of the resistance metric associated
with the simple random walk equipped with the counting measure on the discrete clusters to the
resistance metric we construct here together with the CLEκ measure.

1.2. Main results. Throughout the paper we let κ′ ∈ (4, 8) be fixed. We let

ddbl = 2 − (12 − κ′)(4 + κ′)
8κ′ ,(1.3)

dSLE = 1 + 2
κ′ ,(1.4)

respectively be the double point dimension of SLEκ′ [MW17] and the outer boundary dimension
[Bef08].

In order to start to state our main results, we need to be more precise regarding on which space
the resistance metric and resistance form will live. We first note that the CLEκ′ gasket (as a set in
the plane) consists of points some of which correspond to multiple “prime ends”. We will consider
the space that encodes these “prime ends” and the manner in which the associated metric space is
drawn in the plane. We use the same setup as in [AMY25b] which we now briefly review.

For each U ⊆ C, x, y ∈ U , and collection of loops Σ we let P (x, y; U ; Σ) denote the set of paths in
U from x to y that do not cross any of the loops in Σ.

Suppose that L is a (random) non-self-crossing loop in C, let C denote the set of points that are
inside L (i.e. with winding number 1), and let ΓC be a conditionally independent (non-nested)
CLEκ′ in each of the connected components of C. We write Γ = {L} ∪ ΓC . We define the gasket
ΥΓ of ΓC as the metric space (XΓ, dpath) equipped with an embedding ΠΓ : XΓ → C as follows. Let
Υ̃Γ ⊆ C be the set of points in C that do not lie on or inside any loop of ΓC . For each x, y ∈ Υ̃Γ
define

(1.5) dpath(x, y) = inf{diamE(γ) : γ ∈ P (x, y; C; Γ)}
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where diamE denotes the diameter with respect to the Euclidean metric. We let (XΓ, dpath) be the
metric space completion of (Υ̃Γ, dpath), and let ΠΓ : XΓ → C be the continuous extension of the
natural embedding map. We let ΥΓ denote the tuple (XΓ, dpath, ΠΓ) and (with a slight abuse of
notation) identify its points with their images in C under the embedding ΠΓ.

Let C be the collection of regions V ⊆ C such that there exists a finite collection of loops L1, . . . , Ln ∈
ΓC such that V is a union of connected components of C \ (L1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ln) that are not inside the
loops L1, . . . , Ln and such that the completion V of V with respect to the metric

dV (x, y) = inf{diamE(γ) : γ ∈ P (x, y; V ; {L, L1, . . . , Ln})}

is simply connected. Let

dV
path(x, y) = inf{diamE(γ) : γ ∈ P (x, y; V ; Γ)}, x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ.

It is explained in [AMY25b, Lemma 1.10] that (V ∩ ΥΓ, dV
path) is compact.1

For each open, simply connected U ⊆ C, let ΓU∗ ⊆ ΓC be the collection of loops that are entirely
contained in U , and let U∗ ⊆ U ∩ C be the set of points that are not on or inside any loop of
ΓC \ ΓU∗ . We will (with a slight abuse of notation) view U∗ as the metric space equipped with the
metric

dU∗(x, y) = inf{diamE(γ) : γ ∈ P (x, y; U ; Γ \ ΓU∗)}.

In other words, we include the information how the connected components of U∗ are linked together.
We further write CU = {V ∈ C : V ⊆ U}.

Our first main result is a characterization of the Brownian motion on the CLEκ′ gasket in terms
of its resistance form. We recall that a resistance form (E , F) is called regular if F ∩ Cc(F,R) is
dense in Cc(F,R) with respect to the supremum norm where (F,R) is the resistance metric space
associated with (E , F) and Cc(F,R) denotes the space of compactly supported continuous functions
on (F,R). Together with a measure µ whose support is F , it gives rise to a regular Dirichlet form
on L2(F, µ) and thus a µ-symmetric Hunt process (see [Kig12, Theorem 9.4]). A resistance form is
called local if E(f, g) = 0 for each f, g ∈ F with suppR(f) ∩ suppR(g) = ∅. It is then strongly local
as a Dirichlet form which means that the Hunt process has continuous sample paths, i.e. it is a
diffusion (see [CF12, Theorem 4.3.4]).

Definition 1.1. Suppose that we have the setup described just above. We say that a resistance form
(E(·, ·; Γ), FΓ) on ΥΓ is a CLEκ′ resistance form if the following holds. For each V ∈ C, there exists
a resistance form (EV (·, ·; Γ), FV,Γ) on V ∩ ΥΓ such that the following properties are satisfied.

I. (E(·, ·; Γ), FΓ) is a local, regular resistance form, and its associated resistance metric R(·, ·; Γ)
is topologically equivalent to dpath.

II. Let V1, . . . , Vn ∈ C, n ∈ N, such that Vi ∩ Vj = ∅ for i ̸= j and
⋃

i Vi ∩ ΥΓ = ΥΓ. Then

FΓ = {f : f |Vi∩ΥΓ
∈ FVi,Γ for each i},

and E(f, f ; Γ) =
∑

i

EVi(f |Vi∩ΥΓ
, f |Vi∩ΥΓ

; Γ).

See Figure 1.1.

1Note that dV
path(x, y) = dpath(x, y) for |x − y| < mini diamE(Li) where L1, . . . , Ln is from the definition of C.
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Figure 1.1. Illustration of the locality property of the CLEκ′ resistance form. The
energy of f is given by the sum of the energies of the restrictions of f to the subregions
(indicated with different colors), and the energy of f in each subregion is locally
determined by the CLEκ′ . The subregions are connected at a finite number of points
(indicated by red dots).

III. If V, V ′ ∈ C, V ⊆ V ′, and f : V ′ ∩ ΥΓ → R is a continuous function that is constant on each
dpath-connected component of V ′ ∩ ΥΓ \ V , then

f ∈ FV ′,Γ if and only if f |V ∩ΥΓ
∈ FV,Γ

and EV ′(f, f ; Γ) = EV (f, f ; Γ).

IV. For each open, simply connected U ⊆ C, the collection (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈CU
is a.s. determined by

(ΓU∗ , dU
path).

V. Let U ⊆ C be open, simply connected, and z ∈ C. Then
(EV (·, ·; ΓU∗))V ∈CU

= (EV +z(Tz·, Tz·; ΓU∗ + z))V ∈CU
a.s.,

where Tzf = f(· − z) denotes translation by z.
VI. There exists a constant α > 0 so that the following holds. Let U ⊆ C be open, simply connected,

and λ > 0. Then
(EV (·, ·; ΓU∗))V ∈CU

= (λαEλV (Sλ·, Sλ·; λΓU∗))V ∈CU
a.s.,

where Sλf = f(λ−1·).

Condition II can be interpreted as giving that the space (ΥΓ,R(·, ·; Γ)) is obtained by “gluing”
the spaces (Vi ∩ ΥΓ,RVi(·, ·; Γ)), see Lemma 2.16. We will see in Proposition 3.2 that the forms
EV (·, ·; Γ), V ∈ C, are determined by the form E(·, ·; Γ).
To give the existence and uniqueness theorem, we start by considering the following particular setup.
Let ΓD be a nested CLEκ′ on D, let L be the outermost loop of Γ such that 0 is inside L, and let C
be the regions inside L. We let ΓC be the loops of ΓD contained in C and let Γ = {L} ∪ ΓC . We
equip the gasket ΥΓ of ΓC with the metric dpath defined in (1.5).

Theorem 1.2. For each κ′ ∈ (4, 8) there exists a unique (up to a deterministic factor) CLEκ′ re-
sistance form in the sense of Definition 1.1. The exponent α depends only on κ′ and satisfies
α ∈ [ddbl, dSLE].
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In fact, we will prove that the CLEκ′ resistance form is already determined by a weaker list of
assumptions; we will call them weak CLEκ′ resistance forms, see Definition 3.1. We will show that
every weak CLEκ′ resistance form in fact satisfies the stronger list of properties in Definition 1.1.
As explained above, a CLEκ′ resistance form determines a Markov process once we specify a measure.
It was shown in [MS22] that there is a canonical measure µ(·; Γ) on the gasket ΥΓ that is conformally
covariant and Markovian (see Section 2.3), and this will be our canonical choice of the measure. By
the locality of the CLEκ′ resistance form, the associated process is a diffusion which by definition
is a Hunt process with continuous sample paths (up to its extinction time). We now give a direct
characterization of this diffusion process.

Definition 1.3. Suppose that we have the setup described above where P denotes the law of Γ. We
call a continuous Markov process X with law (Px)x∈ΥΓ on the gasket ΥΓ a CLEκ′ Brownian motion
if it satisfies the following properties.

I. It is a symmetric diffusion process with infinite lifetime on (ΥΓ, dpath) with respect to the gasket
measure µ(·; Γ).

II. Its Dirichlet form is a resistance form, and its resistance metric is topologically equivalent
to dpath.

III. For each open, simply connected U ⊆ C, consider the process XU obtained from killing it upon
exiting U . The law of this Markov process is P-a.s. determined by (ΓU∗ , dU

path).
IV. Let FU be a measurable function that associates to (ΓU∗ , dU

path) the Markov process XU .
(a) For each open, simply connected U ⊆ C and z ∈ C, the functions FU , FU+z can be chosen

so that FU+z = (Tz)∗FU (· − z) where TzX(t) = X(t) + z denotes translation by z.
(b) There exists a constant α > 0 so that the following holds. For each open, simply connected

U ⊆ C and λ > 0, the functions FU , FλU can be chosen so that FλU = (Sλ)∗FU (λ−1·)
where SλX(t) = λX(λ−dCLE−αt).

Theorem 1.4. Consider the same setup as described above Theorem 1.2. For each κ′ ∈ (4, 8)
there exists a unique (up to time-change by a deterministic factor) CLEκ′ Brownian motion in the
sense of Definition 1.3. Its associated resistance form is a CLEκ′ resistance form in the sense of
Definition 1.1.

We will show in Section 6.3 that the CLEκ′ Brownian motion is not conformally invariant. This is
not surprising considering that the clusters have dimension given in (1.1) which is strictly smaller
than 2.
By [Kig12, Theorem 10.4], for each compact resistance metric space and each finite Borel measure
with full support the associated Hunt process possesses a continuous heat kernel. Moreover, by
[Kig12, (10.4)] and the regularity estimates for the resistance metric and the measure (Lemma 4.5
and Proposition 2.7), we have the on-diagonal upper bound p(t, x, x) ≤ t−dCLE/(dCLE+α)−o(1) as t ↘ 0
where α is the exponent in Theorem 1.2. We expect that the matching lower bound also holds, i.e.
the spectral dimension of the CLEκ′ Brownian motion is 2dCLE/(dCLE + α).
We now explain that the setup can be generalized to define the CLEκ′ Brownian motion (equivalently
CLEκ′ resistance form) on each interior cluster of a CLEκ′ in a simply connected domain or of a
whole-plane CLEκ′ . This is because the process is determined by the local geometry of the cluster,
and the laws of the local geometry of each cluster near each point (away from the domain boundary)
are mutually absolutely continuous. Hence, the behavior of the process can be deduced from the
special case considered above Theorem 1.2.
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We give a precise statement. In the following, we let ΓD be a nested CLEκ′ on a simply connected
domain D ⊆ C or a whole-plane CLEκ′ . We consider the countable collection of its gaskets, i.e.
the dD

path-completions of the spaces of points that do not lie on any loop of ΓD. Here, the exterior
gasket (i.e. the one with ∂D as its exterior boundary) is split by ∂D into a countable number of
gaskets. Let (Υk)k∈N be an enumeration of all the gaskets of ΓD. For each open U ⊆ C we let
ΓD|U denote the countable collection of loops and maximal strands of ΓD that are contained in U .
We define Ck and Ck,U as above for each cluster Υk, and we let C = ⋃

k∈N Ck and CU = ⋃
k∈N Ck,U .

Theorem 1.5. Consider the setup described just above where we let ΓC be a nested whole-
plane CLEκ′. There exists a unique (up to a deterministic factor) collection of resistance forms
E(·, ·; ΓC) = ((Ek(·, ·; ΓC), FΥk,ΓC))k∈N that is measurable with respect to ΓC and satisfies the fol-
lowing properties. There is a further collection of resistance forms ((EV (·, ·; ΓC), FV,ΓC))V ∈C such
that the following hold.

I. For each k ∈ N we have that (Ek(·, ·; ΓC), FΥk,ΓC) is a local, regular resistance form on Υk.
Its associated resistance metric Rk(·, ·; ΓC) is topologically equivalent to dΥk

path.
II. Let V1, . . . , Vn ∈ Ck, n ∈ N, such that Vi ∩ Vj = ∅ for i ̸= j and

⋃
i Vi ∩ Υk = Υk. Then

FΥk,ΓC = {f : f |Vi∩Υk
∈ FVi,ΓC for each i},

and Ek(f, f ; ΓC) =
∑

i

EVi(f |Vi∩Υk
, f |Vi∩Υk

; ΓC).

III. If V, V ′ ∈ Ck, V ⊆ V ′, and f : V ′ ∩ Υk → R is a continuous function that is constant on each
dpath-connected component of V ′ ∩ Υk \ V , then

f ∈ FV ′,ΓC if and only if f |V ∩Υk
∈ FV,ΓC

and EV ′(f, f ; ΓC) = EV (f, f ; ΓC).

IV. For each open set U ⊆ C, the collection of forms (EV (·, ·; ΓC))V ∈CU
is a.s. a measurable

function of ΓC|U .
V. For each z ∈ C, we have

E(·, ·; ΓC) = E(Tz·, Tz·; ΓC + z) a.s.,

where Tzf = f(· − z) denotes translation by z.
VI. There exists a constant α > 0 so that for each λ > 0, we have

E(·, ·; ΓC) = λαE(Sλ·, Sλ·; λΓC) a.s.,

where Sλf = f(λ−1·).

The analogous statement holds for the CLEκ′ Brownian motion.

Theorem 1.6. Consider the setup described just above. There exists a unique (up to a deterministic
factor) collection of measurable functions ΓD 7→ E(·, ·; ΓD) for each simply connected domain D ⊆ C
where each E(·, ·; ΓD) = ((Ek(·, ·; ΓD), FΥk,ΓD))k∈N is a collection of resistance forms with the
following properties. There is a further collection of resistance forms ((EV (·, ·; ΓD), FV,ΓD ))V ∈C such
that the following hold.

I. For each k ∈ N we have that (Ek(·, ·; ΓD), FΥk,ΓD) is a local, regular resistance form on Υk.
Its associated resistance metric Rk(·, ·; ΓD) is topologically equivalent to dΥk

path.
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II. Let V1, . . . , Vn ∈ Ck, n ∈ N, such that Vi ∩ Vj = ∅ for i ̸= j and
⋃

i Vi ∩ Υk = Υk. Then
FΥk,ΓD = {f : f |Vi∩Υk

∈ FVi,ΓD for each i},

and Ek(f, f ; ΓD) =
∑

i

EVi(f |Vi∩Υk
, f |Vi∩Υk

; ΓD).

III. If V, V ′ ∈ Ck, V ⊆ V ′, and f : V ′ ∩ Υk → R is a continuous function that is constant on each
dpath-connected component of V ′ ∩ Υk \ V , then

f ∈ FV ′,ΓD if and only if f |V ∩Υk
∈ FV,ΓD

and EV ′(f, f ; ΓD) = EV (f, f ; ΓD).

IV. For each open set U ⊆ C, the collection of forms (EV (·, ·; ΓD))V ∈CU
is a.s. a measurable

function of ΓD|U that does not depend on the choice of D.
V. For each simply connected domain D ⊆ C and z ∈ C, we have

E(·, ·; ΓD) = E(Tz·, Tz·; ΓD + z) a.s.,
where Tzf = f(· − z) denotes translation by z.

VI. There exists a constant α > 0 so that the following holds. For each simply connected domain
D ⊆ C and λ > 0, we have

E(·, ·; ΓD) = λαE(Sλ·, Sλ·; λΓD) a.s.,
where Sλf = f(λ−1·).

The analogous statement holds for the CLEκ′ Brownian motion.

The equivalence of Theorems 1.5 and 1.6 with Theorem 1.2 resp. 1.4 follows by the exact same
argument as in [MY25, Theorems 1.7 and 1.8].

1.3. Related work. Random walks on percolation models and diffusion processes on fractals have
been subject to extensive research. We review some of the literature related to the present work.

Two-dimensional critical percolation. One of the motivations for this work is to gain more under-
standing on the simple random walk on two-dimensional critical percolation which has remained
poorly understood to date. The natural setup for studying the large-scale geometry of critical
percolation is the incipient infinite cluster (IIC) which is obtained by conditioning the percolation
cluster of the origin to be infinite [Kes86a]. In this model, Kesten [Kes86b] proved that the random
walk on the IIC is subdiffusive with respect to Euclidean distance. The work [GL22] improves the
result by showing that it is subdiffusive with respect to the chemical distance metric (which by
[AB99] is strictly larger than the Euclidean metric). Another interesting number measuring the
geometry of the cluster is the spectral dimension of the walk. The spectral dimension for the IIC is
estimated by simulations to be approximately 1.318 [BAH00]. (A conjecture ds = 4/3 by Alexander
and Orbach [AO82] is believed to be false in dimensions smaller than 6; see [Kum14, Section 7.4].)

High-dimensional percolation. The random walk and its resistance metric in critical percolation
in high dimensions are studied in [BJKS08, KN09, HvdHH14, CCHS25]. In high dimensions, the
critical percolation behaves very differently, one main difference being that the clusters are tree-like.
In that case, it is established that the Alexander-Orbach conjecture ds = 4/3 does hold. The recent
work [ACF25] establishes a scaling limit result for the random walk for a related model that is
expected to resemble high-dimensional critical percolation.
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Supercritical percolation. In the case of supercritical percolation much more is known. This model
is simpler since it is close to Euclidean space. The random walk on supercritical percolation clusters
converges to Brownian motion on the Euclidean space; several variants of this result have been
established in [Bar04, SS04, BB07, MP07].

Uniform spanning tree. The scaling limit of the uniform spanning tree in two dimensions has been
established in [LSW04, LV21, HS18] and is given by the CLE8. The work [BCK17] proves the
convergence of the random walk to the Brownian motion on the continuum tree. Note that in this
case the construction of the Brownian motion from the metric space is trivial since the space is a
tree.

Brownian motion on deterministic fractals. For some deterministic fractals (including the Sierpiński
gasket and carpet), an extensive literature has developed which is aimed at constructing and
characterizing the Brownian motions on these fractals, see [Gol87, Kus87, BP88, FS92, Lm90,
Kig93, Sab97, Met96, Pei00, HMT06, BB89, BB99, KY92, BBKT10].

1.4. Outline. We will now give an overview of how the remainder of this article is structured. In
Section 2, we will collect a number of preliminaries. In particular, we review the definition and basic
properties of SLE and CLE, the gasket measure and the geodesic metric on the CLE gasket, and
finally give an overview of resistance forms and resistance metrics.
The main part of the paper is dedicated to proving Theorem 1.2. This will consist of two main
steps:

1. tightness of a certain approximation procedure for the resistance metric, and
2. the uniqueness of the subsequential limits.

The proof of tightness will be given in Section 3 where we also construct a particular approximation
of the CLEκ′ gasket by a sequence of graphs. The main external input that we will make use of is
the main result from [AMY25b]; we will recall the statement and the general setup in Section 3.2.
This will establish that the family of associated resistance metrics properly normalized is tight,
and we will further prove that each subsequential limit is a resistance metric whose resistance form
satisfies the definition of a weak CLEκ′ resistance form given in Definition 3.1. (At this point, we
have not proved that they satisfy the stronger Definition 1.1.)
The proof of the uniqueness of weak CLEκ′ resistance forms will be divided into Sections 4 and 5.
We show in Section 4 that any two weak CLEκ′ resistance forms are bi-Lipschitz equivalent with
deterministic constants. We then prove in Section 5 that they are scalar multiples of each other
by showing that the optimal bi-Lipschitz constants can be chosen to be equal. We then conclude
that each weak CLEκ′ resistance form satisfies the stronger Definition 1.1, completing the proof
of Theorem 1.2. The general principle in both Section 4 and 5 is that we can divide the gasket
into small regions which are approximately i.i.d., so that each weak CLEκ′ resistance form behaves
like the average over these small regions. To make this argument rigorous, we will make use of the
independence across scales property established in [AMY25a] to find a covering of the space by
small regions in which the resistance forms are locally comparable to their average. We will show
along the way that the resistance form is essentially determined by a dense collection of regions
each of which are bounded between two intersecting CLEκ′ loops.
Finally, we show in Section 6 the equivalence between the characterization of the CLEκ′ resistance
form in Definition 1.1 and the characterization of the CLEκ′ Brownian motion in Definition 1.3,
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thus showing Theorem 1.4. We will also show that the CLEκ′ Brownian motion is not conformally
invariant.
In Appendix A we establish some strong concentration and homogeneity results for the CLEκ′ gasket
measure (focusing on the case κ′ ∈ (4, 8)). This will serve as an input into the proof of tightness in
Section 3 and is of independent interest.

Notation. For z ∈ C and r2 > r1 > 0, we denote A(z, r1, r2) = B(z, r2) \ B(z, r1). Let
∂inA(z, r1, r2) = ∂B(z, r1) and ∂outA(z, r1, r2) = ∂B(z, r2). For a bounded set A ⊆ C we let
fill(A) denote the union of A with the bounded connected components of C \ A. We write U ⋐ V
to denote that U is compactly contained in V , i.e. U is compact and U ⊆ V . We sometimes write
distE, diamE, BE , etc. to refer to the Euclidean metric (as opposed to the CLE metric or the dpath
metric).
For a function f depending on δ ∈ (0, 1], we write f(δ) = O(δb) if f is bounded by a constant times
δb. We also write f(δ) = o∞(δ) if f(δ) = O(δb) for any fixed b > 0. We write a ≲ b if a ≤ cb for a
constant c > 0, and we write a ≍ b if a ≲ b and b ≲ a.
We assume throughout the paper that κ′ ∈ (4, 8) is fixed, and we write κ = 16/κ ∈ (2, 4). We always
consider nested CLEκ′ in the proofs (which is required to use the resampling tools from [AMY25a];
see Section 2.2.2).
For the resistance form EV (·, ·; Γ) whose domain FV,Γ consists of functions defined on V ∩ΥΓ, we will
often write EV (f, f ; Γ) for EV (f |V ∩ΥΓ

, f |V ∩ΥΓ
; Γ) when f is a function defined on a larger domain

(e.g. ΥΓ or V1 ∩ ΥΓ with V1 ⊇ V ). We will also write f |V for f |V ∩ΥΓ
.

Acknowledgements. J.M. and Y.Y. were supported by ERC starting grant SPRS (804116) and
from ERC consolidator grant ARPF (Horizon Europe UKRI G120614). Y.Y. in addition received
support from the Royal Society.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Schramm-Loewner evolution. The Schramm-Loewner evolution (SLEκ) was introduced
by Schramm in 1999 [Sch00] as a candidate to describe the scaling limit of discrete models from
statistical mechanics in two dimensions. For a simply connected domain D ⊊ C and x, y ∈ ∂D
distinct, for each κ ≥ 0, the SLEκ in D from x to y is a random non-self-crossing curve in D
from x to y. The SLEκ in H from 0 to ∞ is characterized by the following property. There is a
parameterization so that if for each t ≥ 0 we let Ht be the unbounded connected component of
H \ η([0, t]) and gt is the unique conformal map Ht → H with gt(z) − z → 0 as z → ∞, then

(2.1) ∂tgt(z) = 2
gt(z) − Ut

for z ∈ Ht, g0(z) = z,

where Ut =
√

κBt and B is a standard real-valued Brownian motion. (The existence of the SLEκ

curve was proved for κ ≠ 8 in [RS05], for κ = 8 in [LSW04] using the convergence of the UST Peano
curve to SLE8, and alternatively for κ = 8 using continuum methods in [AM22]). The SLEκ in
a general simply connected domain D from x to y is then defined as the image of an SLEκ in H
from 0 to ∞ under any conformal map D → H that takes 0 to x and y to ∞.
The SLEκ(ρ) processes are an important variant of SLEκ first introduced in [LSW03, Section 8.3].
They depend on an additional marked point v0 ∈ ∂H (called the force point) and ρ (the weight
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of the force point). In the case ρ > −2, the SLEκ(ρ) in H from 0 to ∞ with force point at v0 is
constructed by solving (2.1) where U is taken to be the solution of the SDE

(2.2) dUt =
√

κdBt + ρ

Ut − Vt
dt, dVt = 2

Vt − Ut
dt, V0 = v0.

If D ⊊ C is another simply connected domain and x, y, z ∈ ∂D, the SLEκ(ρ) process in D from x to
y with force point at z is given by the image under the unique conformal map H → D that takes 0,
∞, and v0 to x, y, and z, respectively. The existence of the SLEκ(ρ) curve was proved in [MS16a].

2.2. Conformal loop ensembles. The conformal loop ensembles (CLEκ) are the loop version of
SLEκ. They were introduced in [She09, SW12] and aim to describe the joint law of the scaling limit
of all of the interfaces in a discrete model from statistical mechanics in two dimensions, whereas
an SLEκ only describes the scaling limit of a single interface. A CLEκ consists of a countable
collection of loops each of which locally look like an SLEκ. The CLEκ are defined for κ ∈ [8/3, 8].
At the extreme κ = 8/3 it is the empty collection of loops and for κ = 8 it is a single space-filling
loop. In this paper, we will be focused on the regime κ′ ∈ (4, 8). In what follows, we will recall the
construction and basic facts regarding CLEκ′ , then the so-called partial explorations of CLEκ′ , and
then resampling operations that one can perform on CLEκ′ .

2.2.1. Definition of CLEκ′ . We now review an explicit construction of CLEκ′ for κ′ ∈ (4, 8). Suppose
that the domain is H, and we fix the point 0 ∈ ∂H, referred to as the root of the exploration. Let
η′ be an SLEκ′(κ′ − 6) from 0 to ∞ with a force point at 0+. Suppose that 0 < σ < τ are such that
η′(σ), η′(τ) ∈ R+ and η′((σ, τ)) ∩ R+ = ∅. For each such (σ, τ), we let Lσ,τ be the loop consisting of
η′([σ, τ ]) followed by a conditionally independent SLEκ′ from η′(τ) to η′(σ) in the complementary
connected component. Given the collection of loops Lσ,τ just constructed, we repeat the procedure
in each complementary connected component of the union of these loops. Let Γ be the countable
collection of loops constructed from each iteration of this procedure.
It is shown in [She09, MS16b] that the law of Γ does not depend on the choice of the root, and is
invariant under conformal transformations of the domain. We call Γ the nested CLEκ′ , and we call
the collection of outermost loops of Γ (i.e. when we do not repeat the exploration in the components
inside the loops) the non-nested CLEκ′ .
The whole-plane nested CLEκ′ is constructed in [MWW16] as the limit of nested CLEκ′ in any
increasing sequence of domains Dn with dist(0, ∂Dn) → ∞.

2.2.2. Multichordal CLEκ′ and partial explorations. We are now going to recall some of the results
from [AMY25a] about partially explored CLEκ′ , as they will be used extensively in the present
article. Let us begin by recalling [AMY25a, Definition 1.1].
Definition 2.1. Let D ⊊ C be a simply connected domain. Fix N ∈ N0 and let x = (x1, . . . , x2N )
be a collection of distinct prime ends which are ordered counterclockwise.

(i) We call (D; x) a marked domain. Let D2N be the collection of marked domains with 2N marked
points.

(ii) Suppose that (D; x) ∈ D2N , and we have a non-crossing collection of paths γ = (γ1, . . . , γN )
outside of D where each γi connects a distinct pair of marked points. The paths γ induce a
planar link pattern β on the exterior of D, formally described by a partition of the marked points
into pairs β = {{a1, b1}, . . . , {aN , bN }} where {a1, b1, . . . , aN , bN } = {1, . . . , 2N}, ar < br, and
such that the configuration ar < as < br < bs does not occur. We let Dext

2N be the collection of
exterior link pattern decorated marked domains.
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(iii) Suppose that (D; x) ∈ D2N , and we have a non-crossing collection of paths η = (η1, . . . , ηN ) in
D where each ηi connects a distinct pair of marked points. We will also consider the planar
link pattern α on the interior of D induced by the paths η.

We review the definition of the multichordal CLEκ′ in a marked domain (D; x; β) ∈ Dext
2N whose

law we will denote by PCLEκ

(D;x;β). A sample from PCLEκ

(D;x;β) consists of a pair (η, Γ) where η =
(η1, . . . , ηN ) is a family of curves that connect the marked points x and, given η, the collection Γ
consists of a conditionally independent nested CLEκ′ in each of the complementary components
of the η. (Sometimes we write just Γ to denote both (η, Γ).) In the case N = 1 which we call a
monochordal CLEκ′ , the law of η1 is given by an SLEκ′ in D from x1 to x2. In the case N = 2 which
we call a bichordal CLEκ′ , the interior link pattern α between the four points x1, . . . , x4 is sampled
from an explicit law determined in [MSW20, MW18] (see [AMY25a, equation (1.1)]), and given α,
the two chords (η1, η2) are sampled from the unique law such that the conditional law of η1 given
η2 is that of a SLEκ′ in the complementary component and vice versa. It is shown in [MSW20]
that the law of (η1, η2) is characterized as the unique invariant law of a certain Markov chain. For
general N ≥ 2, the law of η under the multichordal CLEκ′ is the unique law that is invariant under
the following resampling kernels: Fix any 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < i3 < i4 ≤ 2N and condition on the ηk that
do not start at xi1 , . . . , xi4 . If there are exactly two chords connecting these four points and they are
in the same complementary component of the remaining chords, resample the two chords according
to the law of a bichordal CLEκ′ with exterior link pattern induced by β and the remaining chords.
The multichordal CLEκ′ law is conformally invariant, i.e., if φ : D → D̃ is a conformal transformation,
then the law PCLEκ

(D̃;φ(x);β)
is given by the law of φ(Γ) under PCLEκ

(D;x;β).

It is shown in [AMY25a, Theorem 1.11] that multichordal CLEκ′ arises naturally from partial
explorations of CLEκ′ . Suppose that D ⊆ C is a simply connected domain and let φ : D → D
a conformal transformation. Let PD consist of all pairs (U, V ) of simply connected domains
U ⊆ V ⊆ D with dist(φ(D \ V ), φ(U)) > 0. (Note that PD does not depend on φ.) Suppose that Γ
is a nested CLEκ′ in D and (U, V ) ∈ PD. Let Γ∗,V,U

out be the collection of maximal arcs of loops of Γ
that are disjoint from U and intersect D \ V . We call Γ∗,V,U

out the partial exploration of the loops of Γ
intersecting D \ V up until they hit U . Let V ∗,U be the connected component containing U after
removing the loops and strands of Γ∗,V,U

out , and let Γ∗,V,U
in denote the remainder of Γ in V ∗,U .

Theorem 2.2 ([AMY25a, Theorem 1.11]). In the setup described above, the conditional law given
Γ∗,V,U

out of the remainder Γ∗,V,U
in has the law of a multichordal CLEκ′ in V ∗,U where the exterior link

pattern β is induced by the arcs of Γ∗,V,U
out .

It is also shown in [AMY25b] that the law of a multichordal CLEκ′ is continuous as one moves the
marked points and the domain. We recall two such statements. The next proposition concerns the
link pattern α induced by chords η of a multichordal CLEκ′ .

Proposition 2.3 ([AMY25a, Theorem 1.6(iv)]). For each (D; x; β) ∈ Dext
2N and each interior link

pattern α0, we have PCLEκ

(D;x;β)[α = α0] > 0, and this probability depends continuously on x.

We say that a sequence of (Dn; xn) ∈ D2N converges to (D; x) ∈ D2N in the Carathéodory sense if
φn → φ locally uniformly and φ−1

n (xn) → φ−1(x) pointwise where φn : D → Dn (resp. φ : D → D)
is the unique conformal map with φn(0) = z0, φ′

n(0) > 0 (resp. φ(0) = z0, φ′(0) > 0) for some fixed
z0 ∈ D.
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Proposition 2.4 ([AMY25a, Proposition 6.1]). Let (D; x; β) ∈ Dext
2N , and suppose that ((Dn; xn))

is a sequence in D2N converging to (D; x) in the Carathéodory sense. For each n let Γn have law
PCLEκ

(Dn;xn;β), and let Γ have law PCLEκ

(D;x;β). Let (U, V ) ∈ PD with V ⋐ D, then the law of (Γn)∗,V,U
in

converges to the law of Γ∗,V,U
in in total variation as n → ∞.

2.2.3. Resampling target pivotals. We will now describe the results of [AMY25a, Section 5], which
is focused on using a “resampling procedure” that alters the connections in a (multichordal) CLEκ.
Let us now describe more precisely what we mean by a resampling procedure. Suppose that Γ is a
multichordal CLEκ in (D; x; β), and let W ⊆ D. Then we can construct another multichordal CLEκ

in (D; x; β) coupled with Γ by repeatedly applying the following procedure. We select (U, V ) ∈ PD

with V ⊆ W randomly in a way that is independent of the CLE configuration within W , and let Γ̃ be
such that Γ̃∗,V,U

out = Γ∗,V,U
out , and Γ̃∗,V,U

in is sampled from its conditional law given Γ̃∗,V,U
out (independently

of Γ∗,V,U
in ). We say that Γres is a resampling of Γ within W if it is obtained by applying such a

procedure a (random) number of times.
Intersection points between two strands of loops are called pivotal points because changing the
connections between them changes the macroscopic behavior of the loops. Suppose that we select
small regions randomly and resample the CLE in these small regions. If we are given a finite choice
of pivotal points, by Proposition 2.3 there is a positive probability that the resampling changes
the connections at the desired pivotal points, and the new CLE is the same as the old one away
from these small regions. The results in [AMY25a, Section 5] give uniform bounds for the success
probabilities. We can use this to compare probabilities of certain events to probabilities where
the loops are additionally required to be linked in some particular way. (This tool was already
extensively used in [AMY25b].)
We recall one particular application where we aim to break the loops that cross a given annulus.

Lemma 2.5 ([AMY25a, Lemma 5.9]). Suppose that Γ is a nested CLEκ′ in a simply connected
domain D. For each a ∈ (0, 1), b > 0 there exist p > 0 and c > 0 such that the following holds.

Let z ∈ D and j0 ∈ Z be such that B(z, 2−j0) ⊆ D. There exists a resampling Γres
z,j of Γ within

A(z, 2−j , 2−j+1) for each j > j0 with the following property. Let Fz,j be the event that

• no loop in Γres
z,j crosses the annulus A(z, 2−j , 2−j+1),

• denoting C the loops in Γ that cross A(z, 2−j , 2−j+1), the collection of loops of Γ and Γres
z,j

remain the same in each connected component of C \
⋃

C that is not surrounded by a loop
in C and intersects B(z, 2−j), and the gasket of Γ in these components is contained in the
gasket of Γres

z,j.

For k ∈ N, let G̃z,j0,k be the event that the number of j = j0 + 1, . . . , j0 + k so that
P[Fz,j | Γ] ≥ p

is at least (1 − a)k. Then
P[(G̃z,j0,k)c] ≤ ce−bk.

2.3. CLE gasket measure. Let D ⊆ C be a simply connected domain, let Γ be a non-nested
CLEκ′ in D, and let ΥΓ be its gasket. Let dCLE be as in (1.1). It is shown in [MS22] that there
exists a unique (up to a deterministic constant) measure µ(·; Γ) on ΥΓ satisfying the following
properties.
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• We have E[µ(K; Γ)] < ∞ for each compact set K ⊆ D.
• Let U ⊆ D be open, simply connected, and let U∗ ⊆ U be the set of points that are not

on or inside a loop L ∈ Γ with L ∩ D \ U ̸= ∅. For each connected component V of U∗, let
ΓV ⊆ Γ be the loops contained in V . Then the measure µ(· ∩ V ; Γ) is determined by ΓV

and almost surely

µ(φ(A); ΓV ) =
∫

A
|φ′(z)|dCLEµ(dz; φ−1(ΓV ))

where φ : D → V is a conformal transformation.

We state the following regularity properties of the CLEκ′ measure whose proofs will be given in
Appendix A (and have not appeared in other works).

Proposition 2.6. Let Γ be a CLEκ′ in a simply connected domain D ⊆ C and let µ(·; Γ) denote
the gasket measure on ΥΓ. Fix any a > 0 and a compact set K ⊆ D. For each r > 0, let Er be the
event that

sup
z∈K

µ(BE(z, r); Γ) ≤ rdCLE−a.

Then P[Ec
r ] = o∞(r) as r ↘ 0.

Proposition 2.7. Let Γ be a CLEκ′ in a simply connected domain D ⊆ C and let µ(·; Γ) denote
the gasket measure on ΥΓ. Fix any a > 0 and a compact set K ⊆ D. For each r > 0, let Er be the
event that the following holds. Let x ∈ ΥΓ ∩ K and w ∈ ∂Bpath(x, r). Let Bx,w ⊆ BE(x, r) be a
simply connected set containing all simple admissible paths within BE(x, r) from x to w. Then

µ(Bx,w; Γ) ≥ rdCLE+a for each such x, w.

Then P[Ec
r ] = o∞(r) as r ↘ 0.

2.4. Geodesic CLEκ′ metrics. Let D ⊆ C be a simply connected domain, let Γ be a nested CLEκ′

in D. Recall the notation P (x, y; U ; Γ) and dpath defined in Section 1.2. If U ⊆ C is an open set,
we let Γ|U denote the (countable) collection of loops and maximal strands of Γ contained in U .
It is shown in [AMY25b, MY25] that one can define uniquely (up to a deterministic constant) a
geodesic metric d(·, ·; Γ) on each of the gaskets2 of Γ satisfying the following properties. Let Ld(γ)
denote the length of a path γ with respect to d(·, ·; Γ).

• d(·, ·; Γ) is continuous with respect to dpath.
• If we define for each open set U ⊆ C the internal metric

dU (x, y; Γ) = inf
γ∈P (x,y;U ;Γ)

Ld(γ),

then dU (·, ·; Γ) is a measurable function of Γ|U and for each z ∈ C we have
dU+z(· + z, · + z; Γ|U+z) = dU (·, ·; Γ|U+z − z) almost surely.

Further, it is shown in [MY25] that the metric is scale covariant3 in the following sense. There
exists a constant αg > 0 (depending only on κ′) such that for each λ > 0 and each open set U ⊆ C
we have

dλU (λ·, λ·; Γ|λU ) = λαgdU (·, ·; λ−1Γ|λU ) almost surely.

2As in Theorem 1.6, the exterior gasket is split up by ∂D.
3It is also conformally covariant, but we will not need this fact in the present paper.
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For each gasket Υ of Γ we have that (Υ, d(·, ·; Γ)) is a compact geodesic metric space. Moreover,
the metric d(·, ·; Γ) is Hölder continuous with respect to dpath with superpolynomial tails. More
precisely, we have the following concentration estimates.

Proposition 2.8 ([MY25, Proposition 1.9]). Fix a > 0 and a compact set K ⊆ D. Then

P

sup
Υ

sup
x,y∈Υ∩K

dpath(x,y)<δ

dB(x,3δ)(x, y; Γ) ≥ δαg−a

 = o∞(δ) as δ ↘ 0,

and

P

inf
Υ

inf
x,y∈Υ∩K

dpath(x,y)≥δ

d(x, y; Γ) ≤ δαg+a

 = o∞(δ) as δ ↘ 0.

2.5. Resistance metrics, resistance forms, and Dirichlet forms.

2.5.1. Electrical networks and effective resistance. All graphs in this section are assumed to be finite
and simple.

Let V be a finite set, and w : V × V → [0, ∞) a function with w(x, y) = w(y, x) and w(x, x) = 0
for each x, y ∈ V. We consider (V, w) as a weighted graph (also called an electrical network) with
edge set given by E = {{x, y} | w(x, y) > 0}, and refer to w as edge conductances. (Sometimes it
is useful to parameterize the network by the edge resistances r(x, y) = 1/w(x, y) instead.) We say
that (V, w) is connected if the induced graph (V,E) is connected.

There is a natural Markov chain on V associated with w. At each step, the chain jumps from x to
y with probability w(x, y)/λ(x) where λ(x) = ∑

z w(x, z). This Markov chain is irreducible if and
only if (V, w) is connected. In that case, we associate with it a (discrete) Dirichlet form and an
effective resistance metric as follows. For a function f : V → R, let

(2.3) E(f, f) = 1
2
∑

x,y∈V

w(x, y)(f(x) − f(y))2.

The effective resistance R : V × V → [0, ∞) is defined as

R(x, y) =
{(

min{E(f, f) | f : V → R, f(x) = 1, f(y) = 0}
)−1

, x ̸= y,

0, x = y.

If (V, w) is connected, then R is finite and defines a metric on V [Kig01, Theorem 2.1.14]. Conversely,
the edge conductances w are uniquely determined by R [Kig01, Theorem 2.1.12].

Clearly, the map that associates to w the effective resistance R is continuous. The following lemma
shows that the converse is also true.

Lemma 2.9. Let V be a finite set and wn : V × V → [0, ∞) be a sequence of edge conductances
such that each (V, wn) is connected. Let Rn : V × V → [0, ∞) be the associated effective resistance
metrics. Suppose that Rn → R for some R : V × V → [0, ∞) with R(x, y) > 0 for each x ≠ y. Then
there exists w : V × V → [0, ∞) such that wn → w and R is the effective resistance associated with
w.



16 THE BROWNIAN MOTION IN NON-SIMPLE CLE GASKETS

Proof. We view wn as functions taking values in the space [0, ∞] equipped with the topology of a
compact interval. Then, by compactness, every subsequence (wnk

) of (wn) contains a convergent
subsequence (wnkl

) where the limit is a function w : V × V → [0, ∞]. But in fact, w must take
values in [0, ∞) since if wn(x, y) → ∞ for some x, y ∈ V, then we would have Rn(x, y) → 0 which is
excluded in our assumption.

Now, since the map that associates to the edge conductance function the effective resistance metric
is continuous, we have that (Rnkl

) converges to the effective resistance associated with w. But by
the assumption, the latter agrees with R. Recalling that w is uniquely determined by R, we have
shown that every subsequence of (wn) contains a subsequence converging to w. This implies that
wn → w. □

Lemma 2.10. Let V1,V2 be two finite sets with V1∩V2 = {z}. For i = 1, 2, let wi : Vi×Vi → [0, ∞)
be edge conductances, each inducing a connected subgraph, and let Ri : Vi × Vi → [0, ∞) be the
associated effective resistance. Define R : (V1 ∪ V2) × (V1 ∪ V2) → [0, ∞) by

R(x, y) =


R1(x, y), x, y ∈ V1,

R2(x, y), x, y ∈ V2,

R1(x, z) + R2(z, y), x ∈ V1, y ∈ V2.

Then R is the effective resistance associated with w given by

(2.4) w(x, y) =


w1(x, y), x, y ∈ V1,

w2(x, y), x, y ∈ V2,

0 otherwise.

Proof. Define w by (2.4). Then z is a cut point of the associated weighted graph, and therefore the
associated effective resistance is exactly R. □

Lemma 2.11. Let (V, w) be a weighted graph, and let G = (V,E) be the subgraph induced by
the edges with positive conductances. Let x, y, z1, . . . , zN ∈ V such that {z1, . . . , zN } separates x
from y in G. Let Kx be the subgraph induced by removing the vertices that are strictly separated
from x by {z1, . . . , zN }. Let RG (resp. RKx) be the effective resistance associated with (G, w) (resp.
(Kx, w|Kx×Kx)). Then

RG(x, y)−1 ≤
∑

i

RKx(x, zi)−1.

Proof. This is a consequence of [DW24, Proposition 2.4]. To apply the proposition, let P be the
collection of paths in G from x to y, and for each i let Ai be the collection of paths from x to
y that visit zi before {zj : j ̸= i}. Then P = ⋃

i Ai and by [DW24, Proposition 2.4] we have
RG(x, y)−1 = RG(P)−1 ≤

∑
i RG(Ai)−1. Further, if we let A′

i be the collection of paths from x to
zi in G \ {zj : j ≠ i}, then by monotonicity we have RKx(x, zi) ≤ RG\{zj :j ̸=i}(x, zi) = RG(A′

i) ≤
RG(Ai). □

Lemma 2.12. Let (V, w) be a weighted graph, let x0, y0 ∈ V two distinct vertices, and let

w′(x, y) =
{

w(x, y), (x, y) ̸= (x0, y0),
∞, (x, y) = (x0, y0).
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(In other words, we consider the weighted graph (V′, w′) obtained from (V, w) by contracting (x0, y0)
to a single vertex.) Let R (resp. R′) the effective resistance associated with w (resp. w′). Then

R(x, y) ≤ R′(x, y) + 1
w(x0, y0) for each x, y ∈ V.

Proof. This can be seen from the representation of the effective resistance given in [DW24, Propo-
sition 2.1]. Indeed, suppose that P1, . . . , Pn are paths in V′ from x to y, and α1, . . . , αn > 0,∑

αk = 1. We can extend each path (if necessary) to a path in V by adding the edge (x0, y0) and set
r(x0,y0),Pk

= 1
αkw(x0,y0) . Then the constraint ∑k

1
r(x0,y0),Pk

= ∑
k αkw(x0, y0) ≤ w(x0, y0) is satisfied.

By [DW24, Proposition 2.1] we have

R(x, y) ≤
∑

k

α2
k

∑
e∈Pk

re,Pk
≤
∑

k

α2
k

∑
e∈Pk, e̸=(x0,y0)

re,Pk
+ 1

w(x0, y0) .

Taking the infimum over all choices of (Pk), (αk), (re,Pk
) gives the result. □

2.5.2. Resistance metrics and resistance forms. We will now review some of the basics of resistance
forms and Dirichlet forms.
The following general definitions of a resistance metric and of a resistance form was introduced by
Kigami [Kig01, Section 2.3].

Definition 2.13. Let F be a non-empty set. A metric R on F is called a resistance metric if the
following is true. For every B ⊆ F finite there exists a choice of weights w : B × B → [0, ∞) so
that R|B×B is equal to the effective resistance metric associated with (B, w).

Definition 2.14. Let F be a non-empty set. A pair (E , F) is called a resistance form if the following
are true:

(RF1) F is a linear subspace of the space of R-valued functions on F that contains the constant
functions, and E is a non-negative symmetric quadratic form on F . Moreover, E(f, f) = 0
if and only if f ∈ F is a constant function.

(RF2) Let ∼ be the equivalence relation on F given by f ∼ g if and only if f − g is constant. Then
(F/∼, E) is a Hilbert space.

(RF3) For each x ̸= y there exists f ∈ F such that f(x) ̸= f(y).
(RF4) For each x, y ∈ F , we have

(2.5) R(x, y) := sup
{

|f(x) − f(y)|2
E(f, f) : f ∈ F , E(f, f) > 0

}
< ∞.

(RF5) We have f ∈ F and E(f, f) ≤ E(f, f) for each f ∈ F where f = (f ∨ 0) ∧ 1.

Suppose that we are given a resistance form (E , F) on a set F . Then the function R given by (2.5)
is a resistance metric on F . Conversely, for each separable resistance metric space (F, R) there is a
unique resistance form (E , F) such that (2.5) holds.
For each f ∈ F and a, b ∈ R we have E(af + b, af + b) = a2E(f, f), and therefore (2.5) can be
equivalently written as

(2.6) R(x, y) =
{(

inf{E(f, f) | f ∈ F , f(x) = 1, f(y) = 0}
)−1

, x ̸= y,

0, x = y,
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In fact, the infimum in (2.6) is uniquely attained as it can be realized as an orthogonal projection.
The definition implies also
(2.7) |f(x) − f(y)|2 ≤ E(f, f)R(x, y).
In particular, every f ∈ F is continuous with respect to R.
In the following, let (F, R) be a separable resistance metric space and (E , F) its associated resistance
form. Then the following properties hold (see [Kig01, Section 2.3]).
If B is a finite subset of F and w : B × B → [0, ∞) is the weight function associated with R|B×B,
then the energy of a function g : B → R with respect to (B, w) as defined in (2.3) is given by

E|B(g, g) = min{E(f, f) | f ∈ F , f(x) = g(x) for each x ∈ B}.

Here, the minimum is uniquely attained as it can be realized as an orthogonal projection. If (Am) is
an increasing sequence of finite subsets of F such that ⋃m Am is dense in F , then

F = {f ∈ C(F, R) : lim
m

E|Am(f |Am , f |Am) < ∞},

E(f, f) = lim
m

E|Am(f |Am , f |Am).(2.8)

For each non-empty B ⊆ F , one can define more generally the trace (E|B, F|B) of (E , F) on B by
F|B = {f |B : f ∈ F},

E|B(g, g) = min{E(f, f) | f ∈ F , f(x) = g(x) for each x ∈ B}.
(2.9)

In the case when B is finite, it follows from (RF1),(RF3),(RF5) that F|B contains all functions
g : B → R. A function f ∈ F minimizing (2.9) for some g ∈ F|B is called E-harmonic on F \ B.
We will be interested in the case when (E , F) defines a regular Dirichlet form and therefore a
symmetric Hunt process [CF12, Theorem 1.5.1].
In the remainder of this section, we suppose that (F, R) is a compact resistance metric space with
associated resistance form (E , F). Let µ be a finite Borel measure on (F, R) with suppR(µ) = F .
By [Kig12, Corollary 6.4 and Theorem 9.4], (E , F) is then a regular Dirichlet form on L2(F, µ)
(see [CF12, Chapter 1] for the definition of a regular Dirichlet form). By the general theory of
Dirichlet forms (see e.g. [CF12, Theorem 1.5.1]), there is a µ-symmetric Hunt process X on F
associated with (E , F). This means that the transition functions (Pt)t≥0 of the process yield
symmetric operators on L2(F, µ) and

F = {f ∈ L2(F, µ) | lim
t↘0

1
t
(f − Ptf, f)L2(µ) < ∞},

E(f, g) = lim
t↘0

1
t
(f − Ptf, g)L2(µ).

Moreover, in this setup the process has infinite lifetime, and it holds that Px[σy < ∞] = 1 for every
x, y ∈ F where σy = inf{t > 0 | Xt = y} (see [CHK17, Proof of Lemma 3.14]). We remark also that
in this setup every non-empty subset of F has positive E1-capacity, and every E1-quasi-continuous
function is continuous (see [Kig12, Section 9]). In particular, by [CF12, Theorems 1.3.14, 3.1.10,
and Lemma A.2.18], every point is regular, i.e. Px[σx = 0] = 1.
If B ⊆ F is a compact subset and ν is a positive Radon measure on (F, R) with suppR(ν) = B,
then one can define the trace X̌ of the process X with respect to ν which is given by a time change
of X (restricted to the times where it is on B; see [CF12, Section 5.2] and [CHK17, Section 2.1]).
By [CF12, Theorem 5.2.2] and [CHK17, Lemma 2.6], the Dirichlet form of X̌ is given by the trace
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(E|B, F|B) of the resistance form (E , F) defined in (2.9), and its associated resistance metric is
R|B×B . By [CF12, Proposition 3.4.1] and since every point is regular, the unique minimizer in (2.9)
is given by

HBg(x) = Ex[g(XσB )] where σB = inf{t > 0 | Xt ∈ B}.(2.10)

In particular, for finite B, the electrical network associated with R|B×B corresponds to the Markov
chain obtained from restricting X to the times where it visits B.

The resistance form (E , F) is called local if E(f, g) = 0 for each f, g ∈ F with suppR(f)∩suppR(g) = ∅.
Since E(f, g + c) = E(f, g) for each c ∈ R, this implies that (E , F) is strongly local in the Dirichlet
form sense [CF12, Section 2.4]. By [CF12, Theorem 4.3.4], the associated Hunt process has
continuous sample paths (up until its extinction time which is infinite in our setup). Such a process
is called a diffusion.

We conclude this subsection with a few lemmas which will be used later in the paper.

Lemma 2.15. Let F1, F2 be two sets with F1 ∩ F2 = {z}. For i = 1, 2, let (Ei, Fi) be a resistance
form on Fi with associated resistance metric Ri. Define R : (F1 ∪ F2) × (F1 ∪ F2) → [0, ∞) by

R(x, y) =


R1(x, y), x, y ∈ F1,

R2(x, y), x, y ∈ F2,

R1(x, z) + R2(z, y), x ∈ F1, y ∈ F2.

Then R is a resistance metric on F1 ∪ F2 and the associated resistance form (E , F) is given by

F = {f : f |F1 ∈ F1, f |F2 ∈ F2},

E(f, f) = E1(f |F1 , f |F1) + E2(f |F2 , f |F2).(2.11)

Proof. Define (E , F) by (2.11). Then one verifies that this defines a resistance form and its associated
resistance metric is given by R. Indeed, for i = 1, 2 and x, y ∈ Fi, the minimizer in (2.6) is given
by the function that minimizes (2.6) on Fi and is constant on F3−i; and for x ∈ F1, y ∈ F2, the
minimizer is given by the function with value R2(z,y)

R1(x,z)+R2(z,y) on z. □

Note that in the setup of Lemma 2.15, if B ⊆ F1 ∪ F2 is a finite set with z ∈ B, then the edge
conductances associated with R|B, R1|B∩F1 , R2|B∩F2 , respectively, are related by Lemma 2.10.

Lemma 2.16. Let F1, F2 be two sets such that F1 ∩ F2 is a non-empty finite set. For i = 1, 2, let
(Ei, Fi) be a resistance form on Fi, and let (E , F) be the resistance form on F1 ∪ F2 defined by

F = {f : f |F1 ∈ F1, f |F2 ∈ F2},

E(f, f) = E1(f |F1 , f |F1) + E2(f |F2 , f |F2).

Then the following holds. Let A ⊆ F1 ∪ F2 be a finite set containing F1 ∩ F2, let Ai = A ∩ Fi for
i = 1, 2, and let wA, wA,i be the weight functions associated with E|A, Ei|Ai, respectively. Then

wA(x, y) =


wA,1(x, y) + wA,2(x, y), x, y ∈ F1 ∩ F2,

wA,1(x, y), x, y ∈ F1, {x, y} ⊈ F1 ∩ F2,

wA,2(x, y), x, y ∈ F2, {x, y} ⊈ F1 ∩ F2,

0, otherwise.
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Proof. Since F1 ∩ F2 is a non-empty finite set, (E , F) is a resistance form. Suppose A ⊆ F1 ∪ F2 is
a finite set containing F1 ∩ F2. The weights wA(x, y) are given by −E(fx, fy) where fx (resp. fy)
is the harmonic function with boundary values fx(u) = δux (resp. fy(u) = δuy) on A. For i = 1, 2
and x ∈ Ai let fi,x be the Ei-harmonic function with boundary values fi,x(u) = δux on Ai. Since A
contains F1 ∩ F2, we have for x ∈ Ai \ A3−i that

fx(u) =
{

fi,x(u), u ∈ Fi,

0, u ∈ F3−i,

and for x ∈ A1 ∩ A2 that

fx(u) =
{

f1,x(u), u ∈ F1,

f2,x(u), u ∈ F2.

We then conclude by the polarization

E(fx, fy) = 1
4(E(fx + fy, fx + fy) − E(fx − fy, fx − fy))

= E1(fx|F1 , fy|F1) + E2(fx|F2 , fy|F2).
□

3. Weak CLEκ′ resistance forms

In this section, we introduce the definition of weak CLEκ′ resistance forms. We will then prove their
existence by describing an approximation scheme for the CLEκ′ gasket. Since resistance forms are
in bijection with resistance metrics (recall Section 2.5.2), we will first construct CLEκ′ resistance
metrics using the main result of [AMY25b] which we review in Section 3.2. We then describe in
Section 3.3 an approximation scheme for resistance metrics on the CLEκ′ gasket, and show that
the main result in [AMY25b] applies to the approximation scheme, i.e. it has subsequential limits.
We then show in Section 3.4 that the subsequential limits give rise to resistance metrics, and their
associated resistance forms satisfy the definition of weak CLEκ′ resistance forms.

3.1. Definition of weak CLEκ′ resistance forms. Suppose that Γ is a CLEκ′ in C as described
in Section 1.2 and (ΥΓ, dpath) is the space defined in Section 1.2. Recall the definition of C and CU

given in Section 1.2. Suppose that for each V ∈ C we have a resistance form (EV (·, ·; Γ), FV,Γ) on
V ∩ ΥΓ. In the following, if f is a function defined on a set containing V ∩ ΥΓ, we will frequently
write f |V for f |V ∩ΥΓ

and EV (f, f ; Γ) for EV (f |V , f |V ; Γ).

Definition 3.1. Suppose that we have the setup described above, and E(·, ·; Γ) = (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C =
((EV (·, ·; Γ), FV,Γ))V ∈C is a random family of resistance forms on V ∩ ΥΓ for V ∈ C, respectively,
coupled with Γ (it is not required that they are determined by Γ). We say that E(·, ·; Γ) is a weak
CLEκ′ resistance form if the following properties are satisfied almost surely.

(i) The resistance metric associated with (EC(·, ·; Γ), FC,Γ) is continuous with respect to dpath.
(ii) Let U ⊆ C be open, simply connected. The conditional law of the collection (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈CU

given Γ \ ΓU∗ and (EV ′(·, ·; Γ))V ′∈CC\U
is almost surely measurable with respect to U∗.

(iii) Let U ⊆ C be open, simply connected. There exists a probability kernel µU∗ such that for
each z ∈ C, the conditional law of (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈CU+z

given (U + z)∗ is (Tz)∗µU∗(· − z) where
TzE(f, f) = E(f(· + z), f(· + z)) denotes translation by z.
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Vb,a

Va,b

Figure 3.1. Illustration of the locality property (vi) of weak CLEκ′ resistance forms.
(A simplified sketch of) a loop L contained in V is shown in green.

(iv) Suppose that V, V ′ ∈ C, V ⊆ V ′, such that for every u ∈ V ′ \ V there is a point z ∈ V that
separates u from V in V ′ ∩ ΥΓ. Let f : V ′ ∩ ΥΓ → R be a continuous function that is constant
on each dpath-connected component of V ′ ∩ ΥΓ \ V . Then

f ∈ FV ′,Γ if and only if f |V ∈ FV,Γ

and EV ′(f, f ; Γ) = EV (f, f ; Γ).

(v) Suppose that V1, V2 ∈ C with V1 ∩ V2 = {z} (where the closure is taken with respect to dV , see
Section 1.2). Then

FV1∪V2,Γ = {f : f |V1 ∈ FV1,Γ, f |V2 ∈ FV2,Γ}
and EV1∪V2(f, f ; Γ) = EV1(f, f ; Γ) + EV2(f, f ; Γ).

(vi) Suppose that V ∈ C consists of a single connected component and let L ∈ Γ be a loop contained
in V and intersecting ∂V . Let a, b ∈ L ∩ ∂V be distinct, let Va,b (resp. Vb,a) be the collection
of components of V \ L that are connected to the counterclockwise arc of ∂V from a to b (resp.
from b to a) by an admissible path within V (see Figure 3.1). Then

FV,Γ = {f : f |Va,b
∈ FVa,b,Γ, f |Vb,a

∈ FVb,a,Γ}
and EV (f, f ; Γ) = EVa,b(f, f ; Γ) + EVb,a(f, f ; Γ).

We note that the items (ii) and (iii) in the definition of a weak CLEκ′ resistance form are weaker
than their counterparts IV, V in the Definition 1.1 of a (strong) CLEκ′ resistance form. Here, we
do not require that the resistance forms within U are determined by the CLE gasket within U but
only that their conditional laws are determined. Since ΓU∗ is conditionally independent of Γ \ ΓU∗

given U∗, we have that every CLEκ′ resistance form satisfies (ii) and (iii). The items (v), (vi) are
equivalent to II in Definition 1.1 (see Lemma 3.5), but we find it useful to break it down into these
two special cases. In particular, every CLEκ′ resistance form in the sense of Definition 1.1 is a weak
CLEκ′ resistance form. We will prove in Sections 4 and 5 that, in fact, every weak CLEκ′ resistance
form is a CLEκ′ resistance form, and is determined by the CLEκ′ .

Recall (2.7) that each function in the domain of a resistance form is continuous with respect to
the resistance metric. We note that requiring the resistance metric RC(·, ·; Γ) associated with
(EC(·, ·; Γ), FC,Γ) to be continuous in (i) already implies that each RV (·, ·; Γ), V ∈ C, is continuous
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with respect to dpath (see Lemma 3.3). In particular, each function f ∈ FV,Γ is continuous with
respect to RV (·, ·; Γ) and hence also with respect to dV

path.
We give an equivalent characterization of weak CLEκ′ resistance forms in terms of their associated
resistance metrics. This will be used later as we will construct a weak CLEκ′ resistance form from
its resistance metric. The Proposition 3.2 below also implies that RV ′(·, ·; Γ) determines RV (·, ·; Γ)
for each V ⊆ V ′.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that we have a family (RV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C of resistance metrics coupled
with Γ where RV (·, ·; Γ) : (V ∩ ΥΓ) × (V ∩ ΥΓ) → [0, ∞). Then it is associated with a weak CLEκ′

resistance form if and only if the following hold.

(a) The metric RC(·, ·; Γ) is continuous with respect to dpath.
(b) Let U ⊆ C be open, simply connected. The conditional law of the collection (RV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈CU

given Γ \ ΓU∗ and (RV ′(·, ·; Γ))V ′∈CC\U
is almost surely measurable with respect to U∗.

(c) Let U ⊆ C be open, simply connected. There exists a probability kernel µU∗ such that for
each z ∈ C, the conditional law of (RV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈CU+z

given (U + z)∗ is (Tz)∗µU∗(· − z) where
TzR(x, y) = R(x − z, y − z) denotes translation by z.

(d) Let V, V ′ ∈ C, V ⊆ V ′, and x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ such that for every u ∈ V ′ \ V there is a point z ∈ V
that separates u from x, y in V ′ ∩ ΥΓ. Then

RV (x, y; Γ) = RV ′(x, y; Γ).
(e) Suppose that V1, V2 ∈ C with V1 ∩ V2 = {z} (where the closure is taken with respect to dV , see

Section 1.2). If x ∈ V1 ∩ ΥΓ, y ∈ V2 ∩ ΥΓ, then
RV1∪V2(x, y; Γ) = RV1(x, z; Γ) + RV2(z, y; Γ).

(f) There exists a countable set {zm}m∈N ⊆ ΥΓ that is dense with respect to dpath and such that
the following holds. Suppose that V ∈ C consists of a single connected component and let
L ∈ Γ be a loop contained in V and intersecting ∂V . Then there exist two distinct points
a, b ∈ L ∩ ∂V such that the following holds for sufficiently large m ∈ N. Let Va,b (resp. Vb,a)
be the collection of components of V \ L that are connected to the counterclockwise arc of
∂V from a to b (resp. from b to a) by an admissible path within V . Let A = {z1, . . . , zm},
Aa,b = A ∩ Va,b, Ab,a = A ∩ Vb,a, and let w, wa,b, wb,a be the weight functions associated with
RV (·, ·; Γ)|A, RVa,b(·, ·; Γ)|Aa,b

, RVb,a(·, ·; Γ)|Ab,a
, respectively. Then

w(x, y) =


wa,b(a, b) + wb,a(a, b), {x, y} = {a, b},

wa,b(x, y), x, y ∈ Aa,b, {x, y} ̸= {a, b},

wb,a(x, y), x, y ∈ Ab,a, {x, y} ̸= {a, b},

0, otherwise.

Proof. The properties (a)–(c) correspond exactly to the properties (i)–(iii) in Definition 3.1. We
need to show that the properties (d)–(f) are equivalent to (iv)–(vi).
Suppose that (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C satisfies (i)–(vi), and let (RV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C be the associated family of
resistance metrics.
We show (d). Let f be the EV (·, ·; Γ)-harmonic function with f(x) = 1, f(y) = 0. As a consequence
of (v), f must be constant on each component of V that is separated from x, y by a single point z ∈ V .
Therefore we can extend f to V ′ by setting it constant on each component that is separated from
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x, y by a single point z ∈ V , and by (iv) we have EV ′(f̃ , f̃ ; Γ) = EV (f, f ; Γ). By the same argument,
if f ′ is the EV ′(·, ·; Γ)-harmonic function with f ′(x) = 1, f ′(y) = 0, then EV (f ′, f ′; Γ) = EV ′(f ′, f ′; Γ).
This shows that RV ′(x, y; Γ) = RV (x, y; Γ).
Property (e) follows from (v) by Lemma 2.15.
We now show (f). Consider the countable collection K of loop segments ℓ ⊆ L starting and ending
at rational times of all L ∈ Γ. For each non-overlapping, intersecting pair ℓ, ℓ′ ∈ K the intersection
set ℓ ∩ ℓ′ is compact. Let {zm} be any countable dense set containing a dense set of ℓ ∩ ℓ′ for each
such pair ℓ, ℓ′ ∈ K. Then {zm} is also dense in L ∩ ∂V for each choice of V and L in (f). Choose
any distinct pair of a, b ∈ L ∩ ∂V ∩ {zm}. Then (f) follows by (vi) and Lemma 2.16.
Conversely, suppose now that (RV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C satisfies (a)–(f).
Property (v) follows from (d) and (e) by Lemma 2.15.
We show (iv). Property (d) implies that EV (·, ·; Γ) is the trace of EV ′(·, ·; Γ) on V ∩ ΥΓ. By (v), the
minimizer in (2.9) must be constant on each component of V ′ ∩ ΥΓ \ V . This shows (iv).
We now show (vi). Let {zm} be given as in (f). Note that given V and L, it suffices to show the
statement for one particular choice of a, b since we can shift them using (v). Indeed, if a′ ∈ L ∩ ∂V
lies on the counterclockwise arc of ∂V from a to b, then

EVa,b(f, f ; Γ) + EVb,a(f, f ; Γ) = EVa,a′ (f, f ; Γ) + EVa′,b(f, f ; Γ) + EVb,a(f, f ; Γ)
= EVa′,b(f, f ; Γ) + EVb,a′ (f, f ; Γ).

Therefore we can assume that a, b are as given in (f).
Let m ∈ N and A = {z1, . . . , zm}, Aa,b = A ∩ Va,b, Ab,a = A ∩ Vb,a. By (f) we have for sufficiently
large m that

EV |A(f, f ; Γ) = 1
2
∑

x,y∈A

w(x, y)(f(x) − f(y))2 = EVa,b |Aa,b
(f, f ; Γ) + EVb,a |Ab,a

(f, f ; Γ).

Sending m → ∞, we obtain by (2.8) that
EV (f, f ; Γ) = EVa,b(f, f ; Γ) + EVb,a(f, f ; Γ).

□

In the remainder of this subsection, we show a few basic properties of weak CLEκ′ resistance forms
and metrics.
Lemma 3.3. Almost surely, for each V ∈ C, the metric RV (·, ·; Γ) is topologically equivalent to dpath
on V ∩ ΥΓ.

Proof. We will explain that the continuity of RC(·, ·; Γ) already implies the continuity of each
RV (·, ·; Γ), V ∈ C. Suppose that there is an event with positive probability on which some
RV (·, ·; Γ), V ∈ C, is discontinuous. By performing the random resampling procedure described in
[AMY25a, Section 5.2] and using the Markovian property (b), we conclude that there is a positive
probability that some RV (·, ·; Γ) is discontinuous and further that every point in ΥΓ \ V is separated
from V by a single point z. But by property (d) we then have RV (·, ·; Γ) = R(·, ·; Γ)|V ∩ΥΓ

which
contradicts the continuity of RC(·, ·; Γ).

Finally, since (V ∩ ΥΓ, dV
path) is compact and RV (·, ·; Γ) is a true metric, we also have that dV

path is
continuous with respect to RV (·, ·; Γ), i.e. the two metrics are topologically equivalent. □
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The next lemma generalizes the properties (iv), (v) to non-constant functions and a countable
number of “dead ends”, respectively.
Lemma 3.4. Suppose that n ∈ N ∪ {∞} and Vi ∈ C, 0 ≤ i < n, are such that for each i, j > 0,
i ̸= j, we have dpath(Vi, Vj) > 0 and Vi ∩ V0 consists of a single point. Let V = ⋃n

i=0 Vi. Then

FV,Γ =
{

f : f |Vi ∈ FVi,Γ for each 0 ≤ i < n,
n∑

i=0
EVi(f, f ; Γ) < ∞

}

and EV (f, f ; Γ) =
n∑

i=0
EVi(f, f ; Γ).

Proof. By property (v), the statement holds when n is finite. When n = ∞, we argue as follows.
Choose a countable dense set {zm} in V ∩ ΥΓ including the points z′

i ∈ Vi ∩ V0 and enumerate
them so that z′

i comes first among {zm} ∩ Vi for each i. For each m, let Am = {z1, . . . , zm}, and let
EV |Am(·, ·; Γ) be the trace of the resistance form EV (·, ·; Γ) (see Section 2.5.2). By property (v) we
have

EV |Am(f, f ; Γ) =
∑

i:Am∩Vi ̸=∅

EVi |Am∩Vi
(f, f ; Γ) ≤

∞∑
i=0

EVi(f, f ; Γ)

for each m, hence by (2.8),

EV (f, f ; Γ) ≤
∞∑

i=0
EVi(f, f ; Γ).

Conversely, due to (iv) and (v) we have

EV (f, f ; Γ) ≥ E∪k
i=0Vi(f, f ; Γ) =

k∑
i=0

EVi(f, f ; Γ)

for each k ∈ N, and hence

EV (f, f ; Γ) ≥
∞∑

i=0
EVi(f, f ; Γ).

□

The next lemma generalizes (v), (vi) to the decomposition into a finite number of subregions.
Lemma 3.5. Suppose that E(·, ·; Γ) is a weak CLEκ′ resistance form. Then almost surely the
following holds. Let V ∈ C and V1, . . . , Vn ∈ C, n ∈ N, such that Vi ∩ Vj = ∅ for i ̸= j and⋃

i Vi ∩ ΥΓ = V ∩ ΥΓ. Then
FV,Γ = {f : f |Vi ∈ FVi,Γ for each i},

and EV (f, f ; Γ) =
∑

i

EVi(f, f ; Γ).

Proof. This follow by repeatedly applying (vi) and Lemma 3.4. First, we can decompose V into its
connected components via Lemma 3.4 (recall that (V , dV ) is simply connected by the definition
of C). Suppose now that V consists of a single component and contains at least two of the Vi. By
the assumption, for each i ̸= j, the set Vi ∩ Vj is finite. We inductively decompose V ∩ ΥΓ along
these finitely many intersection points. Note that at least one of the intersection points must lie on
∂V since each (Vi, dVi

) is supposed to be simply connected. We can therefore apply (vi). Proceeding
by induction, we obtain the desired decomposition. □
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Lemma 3.6. Suppose that (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C is a weak CLEκ′ resistance form. Then each EV (·, ·; Γ)
is a local, regular resistance form.

Proof. Recall that each resistance form associated to a compact resistance metric space is regular.
It is shown in [AMY25b, Lemma 1.10] that each (V ∩ ΥΓ, dV

path) is compact, and since RV (·, ·; Γ) is
continuous with respect to dpath (Lemma 3.3), also (V ∩ ΥΓ,RV (·, ·; Γ)) is compact.
We now argue that EV (·, ·; Γ) is local. Suppose that f, g ∈ FV,Γ and supp(f) ∩ supp(g) = ∅. By
[AMY25a, Lemma 5.12, 5.14], we can find a finite number of points in V ∩ ΥΓ that separate supp(f)
from supp(g). Let V1, V2 ∈ C be disjoint subregions containing supp(f), supp(g), respectively.
Applying Lemma 3.5 twice, we see that

EV (f + g, f + g; Γ) = EV1(f, f ; Γ) + EV2(g, g; Γ) = EV (f, f ; Γ) + EV (g, g; Γ)
and therefore

4EV (f, g; Γ) = EV (f + g, f + g; Γ) − EV (f − g, f − g; Γ) = 0.

□

The next lemma states that the associated family of resistance metrics R(·, ·; Γ) = (RV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C

satisfies the definition of a CLEκ′ metric in [AMY25b, Definition 1.5] with ϵ = 0 (which is recalled
in Section 3.2.2 below). As a result, all results from [AMY25b] apply to R(·, ·; Γ).
Lemma 3.7. Suppose that R(·, ·; Γ) = (RV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C is the family of resistance metrics associated
with a weak CLEκ′ resistance form. Then R(·, ·; Γ) is a CLEκ′ metric in the sense of [AMY25b,
Definition 1.5] with ϵ = 0.

Proof. The continuity, the Markovian property, the translation invariance, and the compatibility
property are exactly items (a)–(d) in Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 3.3. The remaining properties are
stated in the Lemmas 3.8–3.11 below. □

Lemma 3.8 (Separability). The following holds almost surely. For every V ∈ C,

RV (x, y; Γ) = lim
V ′↘V

RV ′(x, y; Γ), x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ.

Proof. The definition of C implies that if V ′ ⊇ V is contained in a sufficiently small neighborhood
of V , then for every u ∈ V ′ \ V there is a point z ∈ V that separates u from V in V ′. In that case,
we have RV (x, y; Γ) = RV ′(x, y; Γ) for x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ by Proposition 3.2(d). □

Lemma 3.9 (Monotonicity). The following holds almost surely. Let V, V ′ ∈ C, V ⊆ V ′. Then

RV ′(x, y; Γ) ≤ RV (x, y; Γ), x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ.

Proof. Let f be the EV ′(·, ·; Γ)-harmonic function with f(x) = 1, f(y) = 0. The Lemma 3.4 and 3.5
imply that EV (f, f ; Γ) ≤ EV ′(f, f ; Γ). Therefore RV (x, y; Γ) ≥ EV (f, f ; Γ)−1 ≥ EV ′(f, f ; Γ)−1 =
RV ′(x, y; Γ). □

Lemma 3.10 (Series law). The following holds almost surely. Let V ∈ C and x, y, z ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ such
that z separates x from y in V ∩ ΥΓ. Then

RV (x, y; Γ) = RV (x, z; Γ) + RV (z, y; Γ).

Proof. In case z ∈ ∂V , this follows from (v) and Proposition 3.2(d) by Lemma 2.15. In case z is in
the interior of V , we decompose V ∩ ΥΓ via Lemma 3.5. □



26 THE BROWNIAN MOTION IN NON-SIMPLE CLE GASKETS

Lemma 3.11 (Generalized parallel law). The following holds almost surely. Let V ∈ C and let
x, y, z1, . . . , zN ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ such that x, y are separated in V ∩ ΥΓ \ {z1, . . . , zN }. Then

NRV (x, y; Γ) ≥ min
i

RVx(x, zi; Γ)

where Vx ∈ C is such that Vx contains the connected component of V ∩ ΥΓ \ {z1, . . . , zN } containing
x.

Proof. Let wV (resp. wVx) be the edge weight functions associated with the resistance metrics
RV (·, ·; Γ)|{x,y,z1,...,zN } (resp. RVx(·, ·; Γ)|{x,z1,...,zN }). It follows from Lemma 3.5 that wV (x, y) = 0
and wV (x, zi) = wVx(x, zi) for each i. The result therefore follows by Lemma 2.11. □

The following property will be used later.

Lemma 3.12. Suppose that E(·, ·; Γ) is a weak CLEκ′ resistance form. Then almost surely the
following holds. Let V ∈ C and let f be a function that is EV (·, ·; Γ)-harmonic on V ∩ ΥΓ \ A
for some finite set A. Then, for each x ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ and ε > 0, there exists V1 ∈ C containing a
dV

path-neighborhood of x such that EV1(f, f ; Γ) < ε.

Proof. As a consequence of the independence across scales [AMY25a] (see e.g. Corollary 4.11), there
exists a constant M such that the following holds almost surely. For each x ∈ ΥΓ and δ > 0 there
is 0 < δ1 < δ and a set of at most M points {vi} ⊆ A(x, δ1/2, δ1) that separate ∂B(x, δ1/2) from
∂B(x, δ1) in ΥΓ. Suppose that δ < dist(x, A \ {x}). Let δ1 and {vi} be as above, and let Vδ ∈ C
be the region bounded by the connected component of V ∩ ΥΓ \ {vi} containing x. Suppose for
notational simplicity that V \ Vδ ∈ C (i.e. it is simply connected), otherwise we split it into two
simply connected regions and apply the same argument. Let wδ(y, vi), y ∈ A \ {x}, be the edge
conductances associated with EV \Vδ |(A∪{vi})\{x}(·, ·; Γ). We claim that the wδ(y, vi) stay bounded as
δ → 0. Indeed, let g be the function with g(x) = 1, g(y) = 0 for y ∈ A\{x}, and EV (·, ·; Γ)-harmonic
otherwise. Since g is continuous (2.7), we have g(vi) > 1/2 for each i when δ is sufficiently small.
Therefore

wδ(y, vi) ·
(1

2

)2
≤ EV \Vδ |(A∪{vi})\{x}(g, g; Γ) (energy across one edge ≤ total energy)

≤ EV (g, g; Γ) (by Lemma 3.5).

Now let f be EV (·, ·; Γ)-harmonic on V ∩ ΥΓ \ A. Suppose that EVδ (f, f ; Γ) does not converge to 0 as
δ → 0. Let f̃ be constant f(x) on Vδ, have the same values as f on A, and harmonically interpolated
to the rest of V \ Vδ. By the continuity of f (2.7) and using that f̃(vi) = f(x) we have maxi|f(vi) −
f̃(vi)| → 0 as δ → 0. Since the wδ(y, vi) stay bounded, we get |EV \Vδ (f̃ , f̃ ; Γ) − EV \Vδ (f, f ; Γ)| → 0,
and hence EV (f̃ , f̃ ; Γ) < EV (f, f ; Γ) for small δ due to Lemma 3.5. This contradicts the harmonicity
of f . □

3.2. General tightness statement. We review the general tightness result for metrics on the
CLEκ′ gasket proved in [AMY25b].
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3.2.1. Setup and Topology. Throughout, we will assume the following setup. Let ΓD be a nested
CLEκ′ on D, let L be the outermost loop of Γ such that 0 is inside L, and let C be the regions
inside L. We let ΓC be the loops of ΓD contained in C and let Γ = {L} ∪ ΓC . We equip the gasket
ΥΓ of ΓC with the metric dpath defined in (1.5).
We now describe the topology for which the tightness statement is proved (cf. [AMY25b, Section 1.3]).
As described in Section 1.2, the gasket ΥΓ is an abstract metric space (XΓ, dpath) equipped with
an embedding ΠΓ : XΓ → C. In addition, we specify the sets of points in the gasket that are
“separating”. These sets play an essential role in the definition of the CLEκ′ metrics from [AMY25b]
which we will recall just below. Concretely, for each n ∈ N, let

An = {(x, y, z1, . . . , zn) ∈ X 2+n
Γ : The set {z1, . . . , zn} separates x from y}.

We consider the space of sequences ((X 2
Γ , dpath, ΠΓ,R), (X 2+n

Γ , dpath, 1An)n∈N) where (X 2
Γ , dpath)

(resp. (X 2+n
Γ , dpath)) denotes the product metric space, R : X 2

Γ → R, and we equip the space of
(X 2

Γ , dpath, ΠΓ,R) (resp. (X 2+n
Γ , dpath, 1An)) with the Gromov-Hausdorff-function (GHf) topology

defined in [AMY25b, Appendix A]. Note that by [AMY25b, Lemma A.9], when taking limits of
such sequences in the product topology, the spaces in the entries of the limiting sequence remain
compatible.

3.2.2. Good approximation schemes. We now give the definition of the class of approximation
schemes for which tightness is proved in [AMY25b]. We first give the definition of an approximate
CLEκ′ metric according to [AMY25b, Definition 1.5].
Let ϵ ≥ 0 and cs ≥ 0, cp(N) > 0 for each N ∈ N be some fixed constants. Let C be as defined
in Section 1.2. Suppose that we have a family of random functions Rϵ(·, ·; Γ) = (RV

ϵ (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C
4

coupled with Γ (but not necessarily determined by Γ). We say that Rϵ(·, ·; Γ) is an approximate
CLEκ′ metric (with respect to the parameters ϵ, cs, cp(N)) if the following properties are satisfied.

• For each V ∈ C we have
RV

ϵ (·, ·; Γ) : (V ∩ ΥΓ) × (V ∩ ΥΓ) → [0, ∞],
and

RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) = RV

ϵ (y, x; Γ) and RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) ≤ RV

ϵ (x, z; Γ) + RV
ϵ (z, y; Γ).

• In the case ϵ = 0, we assume additionally that each RV (·, ·; Γ) is continuous with respect to dV
path,

and RV (x, x; Γ) = 0 for every x ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ.
• Separability: For every V ∈ C,

RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) = lim

V ′↘V
RV ′

ϵ (x, y; Γ), x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ.

The limit is in the sense that convergence holds for any decreasing sequence of V ′
n ∈ C with

V ′
n ⊇ V and supu∈V ′

n∩ΥΓ
d

V ′
n

path(u, V ) → 0.
• Markovian property: Let U ⊆ C be open, simply connected. The conditional law of the

collection (RV
ϵ (·, ·; Γ))V ∈CU

given Γ \ ΓU∗ and (RV ′
ϵ (·, ·; Γ))V ′∈CC\U

is almost surely measurable
with respect to U∗.

• Translation invariance: Let U ⊆ C be open, simply connected. There exists a probability
kernel µU∗ such that for each z ∈ C, the conditional law of (RV

ϵ (·, ·; Γ))V ∈CU+z
given (U + z)∗ is

(Tz)∗µU∗(· − z) where TzR(x, y) = R(x − z, y − z) denotes translation by z.
4This family is determined by a countable subfamily due to the separability assumption given below.
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• Compatibility: Let V, V ′ ∈ C, V ⊆ V ′, and x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ such that for every u ∈ V ′ \ V

there is a point z ∈ V with dV ′
path(z, V ′ \ V ) ≥ csϵ that separates u from x, y in V ′ ∩ ΥΓ. Then

RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) = RV ′

ϵ (x, y; Γ).
• Monotonicity: Let V, V ′ ∈ C, V ⊆ V ′. Let x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ and suppose one of the following:

(i) For every u ∈ V ′ \ V there is a point z ∈ V that separates u from x, y in V ′ ∩ ΥΓ.
(ii) There exist z1, z2, . . . ∈ V with |zi − zi′ | ≥ csϵ for i ≠ i′ such that no simple admissible path

in V from x to y intersects {z1, z2, . . .}, and the set {z1, z2, . . .} separates x, y from V ′ \ V
in V ′ ∩ ΥΓ.

Then there are points x′, y′ ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ with dV
path(x′, x) ≤ ϵ, dV

path(y′, y) ≤ ϵ such that

RV ′
ϵ (x′, y′; Γ) ≤ RV

ϵ (x, y; Γ).
• Series law: Let V ∈ C, and x, y, z1, z2 ∈ V ∩ΥΓ be such that z1 separates x from y, z2 in V ∩ΥΓ,

and z2 separates y from x, z1 in V ∩ ΥΓ, and such that distE(Kx, Ky) ≥ csϵ where Kx (resp. Ky)
are the connected components of V ∩ ΥΓ \ {z1, z2} containing x (resp. y). (Here, distE denotes
the distance with respect to the Euclidean metric.) Then

RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) ≥ RV

ϵ (x, z1; Γ) + RV
ϵ (z2, y; Γ).

Further, if z separates x from y in V ∩ ΥΓ, then
RV

ϵ (x, y; Γ) ≥ RV
ϵ (x, z; Γ).

• Generalized parallel law: Let V ∈ C, and let x, y, z1, . . . , zN ∈ V ∩ΥΓ such that |zi −zi′ | ≥ csϵ
for i ≠ i′, and x, y are separated in V ∩ ΥΓ \ {z1, . . . , zN }. Let Kx be the connected component of
V ∩ ΥΓ \ {z1, . . . , zN } containing x, and let Vx ⊆ V such that Vx ⊇ {u ∈ V : dV

path(u, Kx) ≤ csϵ}.
Then

cp(N)RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) ≥ min

i
RVx

ϵ (x, zi; Γ).

We now recall the definition of a good approximation scheme [AMY25b, Definition 1.6] which includes
the additional assumption that asymptotically as ϵ ↘ 0, the Rϵ(·, ·; Γ)-distances in regions smaller
than ϵ are much smaller than the renormalization constants mϵ defined in [AMY25b, Section 3.1]
which we now recall.
Let

(3.1) θdbl = π(16/κ′ − 2)
2 − 8/κ′ .

Let h be a GFF on D with boundary values so that if φ : H → D is a conformal map, then
h ◦ φ − χ arg φ′ has the boundary values −λ − θdblχ (resp. +λ) on R− (resp. R+). Let η1 (resp.
η2) be the angle θdbl (resp. 0) flow line of h from −i to i. Let U be the regions bounded between
η1, η2. Given η1, η2, let Γ be the conditionally independent collection of CLEκ′ ’s in the connected
components of U . Let I be the event that η1 ∩ η2 ∩ B(0, 1/2) ̸= ∅. Let mϵ be the median of the
random variable
(3.2) sup

x=η1(s)=η2(s′)
y=η1(t)=η2(t′)

η1[s,t],η2[s′,t′]⊆B(0,3/4)

RU
ϵ (x, y; Γ) conditioned on I.

As explained in [AMY25b, Section 3.1], the law of (η1, η2), restricted a compact subset of D, is
absolutely continuous with respect to the law of the outer boundaries of two intersecting CLEκ′

loops. Therefore we can regard U as a region belonging to C, and RU
ϵ (·, ·; Γ) is well-defined.
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Suppose cs ≥ 0, cp(N) > 0 are fixed constants, and that for each ϵ ∈ (0, 1], we have an approxi-
mate CLEκ′ metric Rϵ(·, ·; Γ) with respect to ϵ, cs, cp(N). We say that (Rϵ(·, ·; Γ))ϵ∈(0,1] is a good
approximation scheme if there exists a constant aϵ > 0 for each ϵ ∈ (0, 1] and a constant a0 > 0 such
that
(3.3) lim

ϵ↘0

aϵ

ϵa0mϵ
= 0

and for each r > 0 we have

(3.4) lim
ϵ↘0

P

sup
V ∈C

sup
dV

path(x,y)<ϵ,

dpath(x,ΥΓ\V )≥r

RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) ≤ aϵ

 = 1.

3.2.3. Tightness theorem. We are now ready to recall the main result from [AMY25b].
Theorem 3.13 ([AMY25b, Theorems 1.12, 1.13]). Suppose that we have the setup described in
Section 3.2.1, let (Rϵ(·, ·; Γ))ϵ∈(0,1] be a good approximation scheme as defined in Section 3.2.2, and
let mϵ > 0 be as defined just above. Let (ϵn) be a sequence with ϵn → 0.

(i) Let V ∈ C be chosen according to some probability distribution given Γ. Then laws of
m−1

ϵn
RV

ϵn
(·, ·; Γ) restricted to subsets with positive dpath-distance to ΥΓ \ V are tight with respect

to the topology described just above.
(ii) Each subsequential limit of m−1

ϵn
RC

ϵn
(·, ·; Γ) has the law of RC(·, ·; Γ) for a CLEκ′ metric R(·, ·; Γ)

in the sense of Section 3.2.2 with ϵ = 0.

3.3. Tightness of resistance metrics. In this section we will consider a certain graph approx-
imation of the CLEκ′ gasket and then show that the associated resistance metrics are tight. We
wish to apply Theorem 3.13 to this approximation scheme, and for this we would like to show that
it satisfies the definition of a good approximation scheme given in Section 3.2.2. However, as we
will explain later, due to a technical complication we will modify our approximation scheme slightly
so that the conditions in Section 3.2.2 are not satisfied exactly as stated. We will explain that
the proof of Theorem 3.13 is not affected by our modification, and the theorem still holds for our
approximation scheme.

3.3.1. Approximation scheme. To build an approximation scheme for the CLEκ′ resistance metric,
we will make use of the geodesic CLEκ′ metric d(·, ·; Γ) (see Section 2.4). In fact, we only need a
weak geodesic CLEκ′ metric (see [MY25] for the definition) which is proved to exist in [AMY25b,
Theorem 1.17]. (It is shown in [MY25] that the weak geodesic CLEκ′ metric is unique up to a
constant factor and is in fact a (strong) geodesic CLEκ′ metric.) We note that the use of the geodesic
CLEκ′ metric is for convenience to simplify some technical issues, but there are other ways around
them.
Consider the setup described just above in Section 3.2.1. In the following, we let d(·, ·; Γ) denote
the geodesic CLEκ′ metric, and let Ld(γ) denote the length of a path γ with respect to this metric.
Let dCLE be as in (1.1). Fix a small constant c0 > 0, and let
(3.5) λϵ = ϵ−dCLE−c0 , ϵ > 0.

Let µ(·; Γ) denote the gasket measure (see Section 2.3), and let Vϵ be a Poisson point process
with intensity measure λϵµ(·; Γ). As we will explain just below, the concentration results from
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Appendix A for µ(·; Γ) imply that every Euclidean ball of radius ϵ is likely to contain many points
of Vϵ (i.e., at least a negative power of ϵ).
We also fix a function s(ϵ) > 0 that converges to 0 slowly as ϵ → 0. For instance, we choose
(3.6) s(ϵ) = ϵa0

where a0 > 0 is a small constant.
For each V ∈ C, we now define a graph approximation of ΥΓ ∩ V . Let ΓV,s(ϵ) ⊆ Γ be the set of
loops L ⊆ V with diamE(L) ≥ s(ϵ). Let V(s(ϵ)) ⊆ V be the set of points u such that there is a loop
L ∈ ΓV,s(ϵ) and a point z ∈ L such that u is contained in a connected component of C \ L \ {z}
(here the closure is taken with respect to dpath) of Euclidean diameter at most s(ϵ). That is, V(s(ϵ))
consists of the points in V that are contained in a “dead end” of diameter at most s(ϵ) formed by
a loop of size at least s(ϵ). Let VV

ϵ = Vϵ ∩ V \ V(s(ϵ)). Note that if V ⊆ V ′, then V(s(ϵ)) ⊆ V ′
(s(ϵ)).

However, it is not always true that V \ V(s(ϵ)) ⊆ V ′ \ V ′
(s(ϵ)) because some components of V may be

contained in V ′
(s(ϵ)) (see Figure 3.2 below).

Remark 3.14. We removed the dead end vertices in V(s(ϵ)) in order to simplify the proof that the
subsequential limits are non-trivial (Lemma 3.25). Let us explain this briefly; see the paragraphs
above Lemma 3.25 and the beginning of Section 3.4 for further details. In order to show that the
limit is non-zero, we observe that each pair of points is separated by a finite chain of intersecting
CLEκ′ loops. By the parallel law, it suffices to show that the resistances in the regions that lie
between the intersection of each pair of loops is non-zero. Recall that the renormalization constant
mϵ defined in Section 3.2.2 and used in [AMY25b] is given by the median resistance in a typical
region bounded between the outer boundaries of two intersecting CLEκ′ loops. This region does
not contain the vertices in the dead ends that are formed by each of the two loops. Note that by
including the vertices in the dead ends, we also add edges between the other vertices and hence reduce
the resistance (see Figure 3.3 below). We therefore need to show that including the vertices in the
dead ends does not change the median by more than a bounded factor. To simplify this problem, we
decided to modify the construction so that only the dead ends of size at least s(ϵ) are included, and
their number is now easily bounded. (Note that we ultimately do need to include all dead ends in
order to obtain a resistance metric on the entire gasket, but we can choose the rate s(ϵ) to be as
slow as we want.)
We remark that we expect that the same is true without removing the vertices in V(s(ϵ)), and by
the uniqueness of the CLEκ′ resistance form proved in this paper, the limits obtained from these
approximations will agree up to a deterministic factor.

We now define a cable graph approximation GV
ϵ of the gasket V ∩ ΥΓ and the associated resistance

metric RV
ϵ (·, ·; Γ) on GV

ϵ . The precise construction seems a bit artificial, but is made to avoid
technical complications as much as possible.

Let EV
ϵ = {(v, w) ∈ VV

ϵ × VV
ϵ : dV

path(v, w) < ϵ}. For each (v, w) ∈ EV
ϵ we choose Bv,w ∈ C

such that Bv,w ⊆ (BE(v, 2ϵ) ∪ BE(w, 2ϵ)) ∩ V and such that every simple admissible path in V
of Euclidean diameter at most ϵ from v to w is contained in Bv,w. (The exact way of choosing
Bv,w does not matter as long as it is measurable with respect to the CLE configuration within
(BE(v, 2ϵ) ∪ BE(w, 2ϵ)) ∩ V and is translation-invariant.)
For each (v, w) ∈ EV

ϵ consider the shortest (w.r.t. the geodesic metric) path between v, w contained
in Bv,w. (Such a path exists since (Bv,w, dBv,w(·, ·; Γ)) is a compact geodesic space.) In case there is
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Figure 3.2. Suppose V consists of the regions shaded in yellow and pink. If
V ′ ⊇ V contains the green loop, then the pink region becomes part of V ′

(s(ϵ)), so
V \ V(s(ϵ)) ⊈ V ′ \ V ′

(s(ϵ)). The dashed edges are also lost in GV ′
ϵ .

more than one shortest path between v, w contained in Bv,w, then we draw two paths, the left-most
one seen from v and from w. (We now explain that a left-most shortest path seen from v exists.
Note that almost surely, for each v, w ∈ Vϵ there are infinitely many loops in Γ disconnecting v
from ∞, and likewise for w.5 These loops split Bv,w into a countable number of simply connected
regions and annular regions. Each such annular region has two distinct boundary points through
which every admissible path between v, w needs to pass. Consider one such annular region, and
let v′, w′ be the distinguished boundary points. Consider its universal cover which is a periodic
strip-like region, and fix a copy of v′ in the universal cover. Consider the set of shortest paths from
v′ to one of the copies of w′ which is bounded since d(·, ·; Γ) is a true metric. The left boundary of
this set is again a shortest path which can be seen from the following two facts. 1. If γ1, γ2 are two
shortest paths, then the left boundary of γ1 ∪ γ2 is also a shortest path. 2. The limit of a sequence
of shortest paths is again a shortest path.)

We let GV
ϵ denote the “cable graph” consisting of all of these paths which may in fact merge, and

we consider the merged parts as a single edge.6 We equip the edges with edge resistances given by
their length with respect to Ld(·) (this is important in order to be compatible with the merging).
By the construction, given a pair (v, w) ∈ EV

ϵ , the associated cable(s) are determined by the gasket
structure within the 2ϵ-neighborhood of {v, w}. For notational simplicity, we will use the same
notation GV

ϵ to refer to the set consisting of its cables.

Consider the Brownian motion on the cable graph GV
ϵ . We now explain that it is well-defined. If

we know that the cables merge and separate only at finitely many points, then it is just a finite
network. But as we have not proved this fact, we argue as follows. Suppose that γ1, γ2 are two
intersecting cables where for i = 1, 2, γi connects (vi, wi) ∈ EV

ϵ . Say that γi is the left-most shortest
path in Bvi,wi seen from vi, and is oriented from vi to wi. Note that by the definition of C, the
cable γ3−i can cross in and out of Bvi,wi only finitely many times. It follows that if γ1, γ2 intersect

5One can show that for each r > 0, the set of points x such that there are two disjoint admissible paths from x to
∂B(x, r) has dimension smaller than dCLE. The Proposition 2.6 then implies that this set has µ(·; Γ)-measure 0.

6This is in order to preserve the cut points of the gasket which is essential for the series / parallel laws / compatibility.
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in the same orientation, they can merge and separate only finitely many times. If γ1, γ2 intersect in
the opposite orientation, then they might (although we do not expect it) intersect and separate
infinitely often, but each pair of intersecting segments within Bv1,w1 ∩ Bv2,w2 will have the same
length. If a third cable intersects γ1 ∩ γ2, then its orientation must be the same as γ1 or γ2, and
will merge with one of them. Therefore the network can be reduced to a finite network.
Let RV

ϵ (·, ·; Γ) be the associated effective resistance metric defined on GV
ϵ . We extend it to V ∩ ΥΓ

as follows. For x ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ with dV
path(x,GV

ϵ ) < ϵ, we interpolate RV
ϵ (·, ·; Γ) by selecting the point

on GV
ϵ with the minimal dV

path-distance to x. In case dV
path(x,GU

ϵ ) ≥ ϵ or if x, y lie on different
connected components of GV

ϵ , we set RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) = ∞. In the connected components of V(s(ϵ)) we

set RV
ϵ (·, ·; Γ) to 0.

Remark 3.15. For each ϵ > 0 there are some exceptional V ∈ C that contain no or very few
vertices (e.g. thin tubes). Such regions will not be needed in our proofs (there will be fewer and fewer
of them as ϵ → 0), but in order to match the formulation in [AMY25b], we nevertheless choose to
define RV

ϵ (·, ·; Γ) for each V ∈ C in a way that is consistent with our axioms.

3.3.2. Statement and proof. We now explain that the aforementioned resistance metric approxi-
mations (Rϵ(·, ·; Γ))ϵ>0 almost satisfy the conditions of the tightness result in Theorem 3.13. The
separability and the monotonicity assumptions considered in Section 3.2.2 only hold under a small
additional restriction. We will explain that this restriction does not affect the tightness of the
approximation scheme and show the following result.
Proposition 3.16. Consider the setup described in Section 3.2.1, and for each ϵ ∈ (0, 1] let
Rϵ(·, ·; Γ) = (RV

ϵ (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C be as defined in Section 3.3.1. Let mϵ > 0 be as defined Section 3.2.2.
Let V ∈ C be chosen according to some probability distribution given Γ, and for each ϵ let Vϵ ∈ C be
such that Vϵ ⊇ V .
Then each sequence (ϵn) with ϵn → 0 contains a subsequence (ϵnm) along which we have the weak
convergence of the laws of m−1

ϵ RVϵ
ϵ (·, ·; Γ)

∣∣
(V ∩ΥΓ)×(V ∩ΥΓ) in the topology described in Section 3.2.1.

We begin by verifying the axioms defining an approximate CLEκ′ metric for each Rϵ(·, ·; Γ) =
(RV

ϵ (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C (except for a slight additional restriction). The Markovian property and the
translation invariance are hard-wired into our construction, since both µ(·; Γ) and d(·, ·; Γ) satisfy
these properties. We need to verify the remaining properties.
Lemma 3.17 (Separability). For every V ∈ C,

RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) = lim

V ′↘V
RV ′

ϵ (x, y; Γ), x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ.

The limit is in the sense that convergence holds for any decreasing sequence of V ′
n ∈ C with V ′

n ⊇ V

and supu∈V ′
n∩ΥΓ

d
V ′

n
path(u, V ) → 0.

Proof. Let (V ′
n) be a sequence as in the lemma statement. Since the set of vertices Vϵ is finite, we

have V
V ′

n
ϵ = VV

ϵ for large n. Also, the definition of C implies that for large n the set of simple
admissible paths between v, w ∈ VV

ϵ is the same in V ′
n as in V . Therefore G

V ′
n

ϵ = GV
ϵ and hence

R
V ′

n
ϵ (x, y; Γ) = RV

ϵ (x, y; Γ) for large n. □

Lemma 3.18 (Monotonicity). Let V, V ′ ∈ C, V ⊆ V ′, and suppose that V \ V(s(ϵ)) ⊆ V ′ \ V ′
(s(ϵ)).

Let x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ and suppose one of the following:
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(i) For every u ∈ V ′ \ V there is a point z ∈ V that separates u from x, y in V ′ ∩ ΥΓ.
(ii) There exist z1, z2, . . . ∈ V with |zi − zi′ | ≥ 5ϵ for i ̸= i′ such that no simple admissible path

in V from x to y intersects {z1, z2, . . .}, and the set {z1, z2, . . .} separates x, y from V ′ \ V in
V ′ ∩ ΥΓ.

Then there are points x′, y′ ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ with dV
path(x′, x) ≤ ϵ, dV

path(y′, y) ≤ ϵ such that

RV ′
ϵ (x′, y′; Γ) ≤ RV

ϵ (x, y; Γ).

We remark that in the setting of Lemma 3.18 we have that x′ = x (resp. y′ = y) in case dpath(x, V ′ \
V ) ≥ 6ϵ (resp. dpath(y, V ′ \ V ) ≥ 6ϵ).

Proof of Lemma 3.18. By our construction, to determine the graph structure locally near a point,
one only needs to observe the vertices and the gasket within dV

path-distance 5ϵ. Assuming V \
V(s(ϵ)) ⊆ V ′ \ V ′

(s(ϵ)), we have VV
ϵ ⊆ VV ′

ϵ , and therefore GV
ϵ ∩ A = GV ′

ϵ ∩ A for every A ⊆ V with
dV ′

path(A, V ′ \ V ) ≥ 5ϵ. However, the graph might change in the 5ϵ-neighborhood of V ′ \ V . This is
why the extra restrictions (i), (ii) are needed.
Consider the connected component K of V ′ ∩ ΥΓ \ {z1, z2, . . .} containing x, y in the case (ii) (resp.
the connected component after removing all the points z(u) for u ∈ V ′ \ V in the case (i)). We
compare the graphs GV

ϵ and GV ′
ϵ restricted to K. We argue that for every pair (v, w) ∈ EV

ϵ with
v, w ∈ K, the corresponding cables do not change from V to V ′. Recall that our construction of
the cable depends only on the gasket structure within B(v, 2ϵ) ∪ B(w, 2ϵ). The assumption (i)
(resp. (ii)) implies that any extra point u ∈ (V ′ \ V ) ∩ (B(v, 2ϵ) ∪ B(w, 2ϵ)) is separated from K
in B(v, 2ϵ) ∪ B(w, 2ϵ) by a single point z. This does not affect our construction of the cables. By
similar considerations, for each (v, w) ∈ EV

ϵ for which the cable intersects K, that part of the cable
does not change from GV

ϵ to GV ′
ϵ . We conclude that GV

ϵ ∩ K ⊆ GV ′
ϵ ∩ K.

Finally, in GV
ϵ , we assumed that no simple admissible path between x, y can exit K, so that

RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) agrees with the resistance metric on the subgraph GV

ϵ ∩K. Therefore we have RV
ϵ (·, ·; Γ) ≥

RV ′
ϵ (·, ·; Γ) on GV

ϵ ∩ K.
The only possible concern is that when x, y /∈ GV

ϵ , then possibly their nearest interpolation points x′

(resp. y′) on GV
ϵ change from GV

ϵ to GV ′
ϵ . In case x′, y′ ∈ K, we can switch from x, y to x′, y′ in the

lemma statement. If x′ or y′ is outside K, this can only be when x′ (resp. y′) is not connected to K
in GV

ϵ , otherwise there would be a cable going through the cut point. In case x′, y′ are separated
from K by the same point z, then x′ = y′. Otherwise, if either y′ ∈ K or y′ is separated from K by
z′ ≠ z, since we have assumed that no simple admissible path in V connects z, z′ outside K, we
have RV

ϵ (x′, y′; Γ) = ∞ ≥ RV ′
ϵ (x′, y′; Γ). □

Lemma 3.19 (Compatibility). Let V, V ′ ∈ C, V ⊆ V ′, and suppose that V \ V(s(ϵ)) ⊆ V ′ \ V ′
(s(ϵ)).

Let x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ such that for every u ∈ V ′ \ V there is a point z ∈ V with dV ′
path(z, V ′ \ V ) ≥ 6ϵ

that separates u from x, y in V ′ ∩ ΥΓ. Then RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) = RV ′

ϵ (x, y; Γ).

Proof. Consider the connected component K of V ′ ∩ ΥΓ containing x, y after removing all the points
z(u) for u ∈ V ′ \ V as in the proof of Lemma 3.18. Assuming V \ V(s(ϵ)) ⊆ V ′ \ V ′

(s(ϵ)), we have
VV

ϵ ⊆ VV ′
ϵ . Note that dV ′

path(K, V ′ \ V ) ≥ 3ϵ. Therefore, for each (v, w) ∈ EV
ϵ for which the cable

intersects K, the connected component of (B(v, 2ϵ) ∪ B(w, 2ϵ)) ∩ V ∩ ΥΓ containing v, w is the same
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as the connected component of (B(v, 2ϵ) ∪ B(w, 2ϵ)) ∩ V ′ ∩ ΥΓ containing v, w. Therefore the cable
is unchanged from GV

ϵ to GV ′
ϵ , i.e. we have GV

ϵ ∩ K = GV ′
ϵ ∩ K. Since V ′ only adds dead ends to K,

the effective resistance on K for GV ′
ϵ is the same as for GV ′

ϵ ∩ K.
We might again be concerned about the case when x, y /∈ GV

ϵ and their interpolation points
x′, y′ ∈ GV

ϵ are outside K. As we explained in the previous proof, this can only happen when x′

(resp. y′) is not connected to K in GV
ϵ . Since dV ′

path(K, V ′ \ V ) ≥ 6ϵ, the interpolation points x′, y′

do not change from GV
ϵ to GV ′

ϵ , so we either have x′ = y′ or RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) = RV ′

ϵ (x, y; Γ) = ∞. □

Lemma 3.20 (Series law). Let V ∈ C, and x, y, z ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ are such that z separates x from y in
V ∩ ΥΓ. Then

RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) ≥ RV

ϵ (x, z; Γ) + RV
ϵ (z, y; Γ).

Proof. We only need to consider the case when RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) < ∞, in which case z ∈ GV

ϵ . Therefore
the result follows immediately from the series law for graphs. □

Lemma 3.21 (Generalized parallel law). Let V ∈ C, and let x, y, z1, . . . , zN ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ such that
x, y are separated in V ∩ ΥΓ \ {z1, . . . , zN }. Then

N RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) ≥ min

i
RV

ϵ (x, zi; Γ).

Further, if Kx is the connected component of V ∩ ΥΓ \ {z1, . . . , zN } containing x, and Vx ⊆ V is
such that Vx ⊇ {u ∈ V \ V(s(ϵ)) : dV

path(u, Kx) ≤ 5ϵ}, then

N RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) ≥ min

i
RVx

ϵ (x, zi; Γ).

Proof. Suppose that Vx is as in the lemma statement. Then every vertex v ∈ VV
ϵ with dV

path(v, Kx) ≤
2ϵ is also contained in VVx

ϵ . Moreover, for each (v, w) ∈ EV
ϵ for which the cable intersects Kx, the

connected component of (B(v, 2ϵ) ∪ B(w, 2ϵ)) ∩ V ∩ ΥΓ containing v, w is the same as the connected
component of (B(v, 2ϵ)∪B(w, 2ϵ))∩Vx ∩ΥΓ containing v, w except for possibly removing some dead
ends in V(s(ϵ)). However, the latter do not affect the shortest paths in (B(v, 2ϵ) ∪ B(w, 2ϵ)) ∩ V ∩ ΥΓ.
Therefore GV

ϵ ∩ Kx ⊆ GVx
ϵ ∩ Kx. Now the result follows by the generalized parallel law for graphs

Lemma 2.11 applied to the set {z1, . . . , zN } ∩ GV
ϵ which separates x from y in GV

ϵ . □

The family (RV
ϵ (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C does quite satisfy the axioms in Section 3.2.2 due to the extra condition

V \V(s(ϵ)) ⊆ V ′ \V ′
(s(ϵ)) in the monotonicity (Lemma 3.18) and compatibility (Lemma 3.19). However,

this does not affect the proof of the tightness statement in Theorem 3.13(i) carried out in [AMY25b]
as there we only consider regions V that consist of “linear chains of bubbles” in the sense that there
are x, y ∈ ∂V such that V is the region bounded between two simple paths from x to y. Moreover,
we only need to consider the situation when V ′ ⊇ V and x, y /∈ V ′

(s(ϵ)) (we have set RV ′
ϵ (·, ·; Γ) to 0

in the components of V ′
(s(ϵ)) anyway), in which case we always have V \ V(s(ϵ)) ⊆ V ′ \ V ′

(s(ϵ)).

Note also that the condition for Vx in Lemma 3.21 is slightly relaxed, so that the statement of
Lemma 3.21 is slightly stronger than the generalized parallel law in Section 3.2.2. This formulation
of Lemma 3.21 will be important in Section 3.4.
We now explain that the approximation scheme (Rϵ(·, ·; Γ))ϵ>0 satisfies the condition (3.3), (3.4) for
a good approximation scheme as ϵ → 0. We start by giving in Lemma 3.23 the asymptotic upper
bound (3.4) on the resistances between points with distance ϵ.
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In the statements below, we let C(ϵ) ⊆ C be the collection of V ∈ C such that V ⊆ B(0, 1 − ϵ) and
V is a union of connected components of C \ (L1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ln) where diamE(Li) ≥ ϵ for each i.
Lemma 3.22. Fix c0 > 0 and suppose that the rate in (3.5) is λϵ = ϵ−dCLE−c0. Fix a > 0 and let
Eϵ be the event that for each V ∈ C(ϵ) with diamE(V ) ≥ ϵ and x ∈ ΥΓ ∩ V \ V(s(ϵ)) we have

ϵ−c0+a < |VV
ϵ ∩ Bpath(x, ϵ)| < ϵ−c0−a.

Then P[Ec
ϵ ] = o∞(ϵ) as ϵ ↘ 0.

Proof. This follows from the Propositions 2.6, 2.7, and the Poisson tails. Indeed, in order to have
the lower bound, we need to argue that the set Bpath(x, ϵ) ∩ V \ V(s(ϵ)) satisfies the condition in
Proposition 2.7. Since diamE(V ) ≥ ϵ, there is a point w ∈ ∂Bpath(x, ϵ) ∩ V \ V(s(ϵ)). The set
V ∩ Bpath(x, ϵ) must contain the set Bx,w in Proposition 2.7 due to the definition of C(ϵ). Further,
since x, w /∈ V(s(ϵ)), each simple admissible path from x to w is also disjoint from V(s(ϵ)), and since
s(ϵ) > ϵ, this implies that the interior of Bx,w cannot contain any loop in ΓV,s(ϵ) and any region in
V(s(ϵ)) either. □

Recall that αg is defined in Section 2.4.
Lemma 3.23. Fix c0 > 0 and suppose that the rate in (3.5) is λϵ = ϵ−dCLE−c0. Fix a > 0 and let
Eϵ be the event that for each V ∈ C(ϵ) with diamE(V ) ≥ ϵ we have

sup
dV

path(x,y)<ϵ

RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) ≤ ϵαg−a.

Then P[Ec
ϵ ] = o∞(ϵ) as ϵ ↘ 0.

Proof. Since we have set RV
ϵ (·, ·; Γ) to 0 in the connected components of V(s(ϵ)), we can assume

x, y /∈ V(s(ϵ)).
Let Eϵ,1 be the event from Lemma 3.22. Then P[Ec

ϵ,1] = o∞(ϵ). Let Eϵ,2 be the event that
dB(x,2ϵ)∪B(y,2ϵ)(x, y; Γ) ≤ ϵαg−a for each x, y ∈ ΥΓ with dpath(x, y) ≤ ϵ. By Proposition 2.8 we have
P[Ec

ϵ,2] = o∞(ϵ).

Suppose that we are on the event Eϵ,1 ∩ Eϵ,2. Then we have dV
path(x,GV

ϵ ) ≤ dV
path(x,VV

ϵ ) < ϵ for
each x ∈ ΥΓ ∩ V \ V(s(ϵ)). In particular, the graph GV

ϵ is connected and we have RV
ϵ (x, y; Γ) ≤

dB(x,2ϵ)∪B(y,2ϵ)(x, y; Γ) < ϵαg−a for each (x, y) ∈ EV
ϵ . Combining everything implies the result. □

For the next lemmas, we consider the setup described in the paragraph above (3.2). The following
lemma gives (3.3). In the notation of Section 3.2.2, if we set aϵ = ϵαg−o(1), then aϵ = ϵddbl−c0−o(1)mϵ

as ϵ ↘ 0.
Lemma 3.24. There is a constant c > 0 such that the following holds. Fix c0 > 0 and suppose that
the rate in (3.5) is λϵ = ϵ−dCLE−c0 . Consider the setup described in the paragraph above. Fix a > 0.
Then

P

 sup
x=η1(s)=η2(s′)
y=η1(t)=η2(t′)

η1[s,t],η2[s′,t′]⊆B(0,3/4)

RU
ϵ (x, y; Γ) < ϵαg−ddbl+cc0+a, I

 → 0 as ϵ ↘ 0.

In particular, we have mϵ ≥ ϵαg−ddbl+cc0+o(1) as ϵ ↘ 0.
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Proof. Let ϵ′ = ϵ1+c0/dCLE < ϵ. Note that if we rescale by ϵ′, the intensity measure ϵ−dCLE−c0µ(·; ϵ′Γ)
is the pushforward of µ(·; Γ). For ϵ′′ < ϵ′, the intensity measure ϵ−dCLE−c0µ(·; ϵ′′Γ) is smaller than
the pushforward of µ(·; Γ).
Let M > 1 and let Eϵ,1 be the event that the following holds. For each z ∈ (ϵ′)1+aZ2 ∩ B(0, 3/4)
there exists r ∈ [(ϵ′)1+a, ϵ′] such that the following holds.

• There is a collection of at most M points {ui} in A(z, r, 2r) that separate ∂B(z, r) from
∂B(z, 2r) in ΥΓ.

• For each ui, the two strands intersecting at ui intersect at a point vi near ui so that if
Vi is the region bounded between the two strands from ui to vi, then |Vϵ ∩ Vi| ≤ M and
Rϵ(ui, vi; Γ) ≥ M−1rαg .

The observation in the first paragraph and the independence across scales (see e.g. the proof of
Proposition 2.7) imply that if M is sufficiently large (depending on a), then P[Ec

ϵ,1] ≤ ϵ100.

Let Eϵ,2 be the event that there are at least (ϵ′)−ddbl+a intersection points in η1 ∩ η2 ∩ B(0, 1/2) with
Euclidean distance at least ϵ′ from each other. By [MW17, Theorem 1.5] we have P[Ec

ϵ,2 ∩ I] → 0
as ϵ ↘ 0.
Suppose that we are on the event Eϵ,1∩Eϵ,2. Then each of the intersection points in η1∩η2∩B(0, 1/2)
is contained in an annulus A(z′, r, 2r) as in the event Eϵ,1. If x (resp. y) is the first (resp. last)
intersection point, then by the parallel law and the serial law for effective resistances

Rϵ(x, y; Γ) ≥ (ϵ′)−ddbl+aM−2rαg ≥ M−2ϵαg−ddbl+cc0+ca.

□

Proof of Proposition 3.16. As we have discussed above Lemma 3.22, the proof of [AMY25b, Propo-
sition 5.17] works verbatim in our setup. Since V ∈ C is chosen from the same probability law for
each ϵ, we a.s. have V ∈ C(ϵ) for sufficiently small ϵ. Therefore Lemma 3.23 applies and this gives
the analogue of [AMY25b, Corollary 5.19] which implies Proposition 3.16. □

We have now shown that the family (m−1
ϵ Rϵ(·, ·; Γ))ϵ>0 has subsequential limits as ϵ ↘ 0, and

by Theorem 3.13(ii) (again with some slight modifications which we will explain in Section 3.4
below), each subsequential limit gives rise to a CLEκ′ metric. By [AMY25b, Theorem 1.14], each
subsequential limit is either identically zero or a family of true metrics. However, it is not guaranteed
that it is not identically zero. The reason is that the renormalization factors mϵ (see Section 3.2.2)
are defined via RU

ϵ (·, ·; Γ) where U is the region between the outer boundaries of two intersecting
CLEκ′ loops. However, we need that the limits of m−1

ϵ RU ′
ϵ (·, ·; Γ) to be non-trivial where U ′ ⊇ U

contains additional dead ends that are connected to U in the gasket. In general RU ′
ϵ (·, ·; Γ) is smaller

than RU
ϵ (·, ·; Γ) since GU ′

ϵ contains additional cables emanating from U ′ \ U , thus adding extra
connections between distinct vertices in U (see Figure 3.3). We need an additional argument to rule
out that it becomes significantly smaller.
Consider the setup described in the paragraph above (3.2). Let η′

1 (resp. η′
2) be the counterflow

line with angle θdbl + π/2 (resp. −π/2) of h from i to −i. Then the right boundary of η′
1 agrees

with η1, and the left boundary of η′
2 agrees with η2. Let U ′ ⊇ U be the collection of regions in each

component to the right of the segments of η′
1 and to the left of the segments of η′

2. Let s(ϵ) be as
in (3.6), and let Ũ ′

s(ϵ) ⊆ U ′ be obtained by removing the dead ends of Euclidean diameter at most
s(ϵ), i.e. the points z such that every path from z not crossing η′

1 ∪ η1 (resp. η′
2 ∪ η2) has diameter

at most s(ϵ).
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Figure 3.3. Top left: The region U between the outer boundaries of η′
1 and η′

2 is
shown in yellow. This region is used to define the renormalization constant mϵ. Top
right: The additional dead ends in the region U ′ between η′

1 and η′
2 are shown in

grey. Note that the cables emanating from the vertices in U ′ \ U create additional
edges between the vertices in U . Bottom: The dead ends of size at most s(ϵ) are
shown in pink. Removing them decreases the number of additional edges.

Lemma 3.25. Consider the setup in the paragraph above. If c0, a0 > 0 in (3.5), (3.6) are chosen
small enough, then

P

 sup
x=η1(s)=η2(s′)
y=η1(t)=η2(t′)

η1[s,t],η2[s′,t′]⊆B(0,3/4)

R
Ũ ′

s(ϵ)
ϵ (x, y; Γ) <

99
100 sup

x=η1(s)=η2(s′)
y=η1(t)=η2(t′)

η1[s,t],η2[s′,t′]⊆B(0,3/4)

RU
ϵ (x, y; Γ), I

 → 0 as ϵ ↘ 0.
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Proof. We are going to show that

(3.7) RU
ϵ (·, ·; Γ) − R

Ũ ′
s(ϵ)

ϵ (·, ·; Γ) ≤ ϵαg−2c0−2a0−o(1)

on an event whose probability tends to 1 as ϵ ↘ 0. This will imply the result due to Lemma 3.24.

Let a > 0 be a small constant. Note that Ũ ′
s(ϵ) \ U consists of dead ends of Euclidean diameter at

least s(ϵ). By [AMY25b, Lemma 2.17], the probability that there are more than s(ϵ)−2−a = ϵ−2a0−a

of them is o∞(ϵ). Let V be one of them and let z ∈ ∂U be the point where it is attached to U . By

our construction of G
Ũ ′

s(ϵ)
ϵ , adding V only adds some cables within Bpath(z, 2ϵ). Then we can lower

bound RU∪V
ϵ (·, ·; Γ) by the effective resistance of the network obtained by contracting Bpath(z, 2ϵ)

to a single vertex. Suppose further that we are on the events from Lemma 3.22 and 3.23. Then the
total length of all the contracted edges is at most ϵαg−2c0−a. Therefore, by Lemma 2.12,

RU
ϵ (·, ·; Γ) − RU∪V

ϵ (·, ·; Γ) ≤ ϵαg−2c0−a.

Repeating this for every dead end V in Ũ ′
s(ϵ) \ U gives (3.7). □

3.4. Construction of weak CLEκ′ resistance forms. Our next goal is to show that each
converging subsequence of the (Rϵ(·, ·; Γ))ϵ>0 gives rise to a weak CLEκ′ resistance form. By
Theorem 3.13(ii) each subsequential limit is associated with a CLEκ′ metric in the sense defined
in Section 3.2.2. We need to review the construction of the CLEκ′ metric from the subsequential
limits given in [AMY25b, Section 6].

Figure 3.4. Shown is a region V and some of the loops in V . The small dead
ends in V(s(ϵ)) cut off by these loops are shown in pink. When we divide V into
subcomponents (one is shown in yellow), we need to remove the dead ends also from
the subcomponents in order to make their graph approximations match.

We will however need a slight modification of the construction. Recall that we have proved the
non-degeneracy in Lemma 3.25 only when the dead ends of size at most s(ϵ) are removed in the
approximation, therefore we need to make this modification in the construction of R(·, ·; Γ) below.
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This is also the reason why need to remove the dead ends V(s(ϵ)) in the approximations given in
Section 3.3.1. Indeed, if we split up a component of V into multiple components Vi ∈ C, we need to
remove the same dead ends in the approximations of RV (·, ·; Γ) as in RVi(·, ·; Γ) in order to make
them compatible (see Figure 3.4).
Consider a countable “dense” collection Q of Jordan domains (e.g. the polygonal regions with
rational vertices). For each Q ∈ Q and ϵ > 0, define Q̃ϵ such that

• Q̃ϵ is a disjoint union of regions in CQ,
• Q̃ϵ is separated from ΥΓ \ Q̃ϵ by a set of points {zi} with |zi − zi′ | ≥ 5ϵ for each i ̸= i′,
• for each Q1 ⋐ Q, the set Q1 ∩ ΥΓ is contained in Q̃ϵ for small enough ϵ.

We now define the following modification. Let s(ϵ) be as in (3.6). Let Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ) ⊆ Q̃ϵ be obtained by
removing the points u ∈ Q̃ϵ for which there exists z ∈ Q̃ϵ such that u is in a component of Q̃ϵ \ {z}
with Euclidean diameter at most s(ϵ). The construction implies the following important property.

Lemma 3.26. If Q, Q′ ∈ Q and Q̃ϵ ⊆ Q̃′
ϵ, then Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ) ⊆ Q̃′

ϵ,s(ϵ) and Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ) \ (Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ))(s(ϵ)) ⊆
Q̃′

ϵ,s(ϵ) \ (Q̃′
ϵ,s(ϵ))(s(ϵ)).

We will also need the following.
Lemma 3.27. Let V ∈ C and Q, Q′ ∈ Q such that V ⋐ Q ⋐ Q′, and suppose that for each
u ∈ Q′ ∩ ΥΓ \ V there is z ∈ ∂V that separates u from V in Q′ ∩ ΥΓ. Let r < distE(V, ∂Q) and let
Vr be the Euclidean r-neighborhood of V . Then Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ) ∩ Vr = Q̃′

ϵ,s(ϵ) ∩ Vr for sufficiently small ϵ.

Proof. We clearly have Q̃ϵ ⊆ Q̃′
ϵ for sufficiently small ϵ, and the additional condition implies that

Q̃ϵ ∩ Vr = Q̃′
ϵ ∩ Vr. We need to argue that Vr ∩ Q̃ϵ \ Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ) = Vr ∩ Q̃′

ϵ \ Q̃′
ϵ,s(ϵ). Clearly, we have

Vr ∩ Q̃′
ϵ \ Q̃′

ϵ,s(ϵ) ⊆ Vr ∩ Q̃ϵ \ Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ) since dead ends in Q̃′
ϵ are also dead ends in Q̃ϵ ⊆ Q̃′

ϵ. Conversely,
if u ∈ Vr ∩ Q̃ϵ \ Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ), it is contained in a dead end contained in Vr+s(ϵ). Therefore, if ϵ is sufficiently
small so that Vr+s(ϵ) ∩ ΥΓ ⊆ Q̃ϵ, the dead end does not touch Q̃′

ϵ \ Q̃ϵ, hence is also contained in
Q̃′

ϵ \ Q̃′
ϵ,s(ϵ). □

Let RQ
ϵ = m−1

ϵ R
Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ)
ϵ (·, ·; Γ). By Proposition 3.16, every sequence of ϵ ↘ 0 contains a subsequence

(ϵn) such that the joint law of (ΥΓ, (RQ
ϵn

)Q∈Q) converges (where the convergence of RQ
ϵn

is in the
sense that its restriction to each fixed Q̃ϵ0,s(ϵ0) converges in the topology defined in Section 3.2.1).
Since limϵ→0 s(ϵ) = 0, the limit RQ is a random function defined on Q ∩ ΥΓ.
Suppose that (ΥΓ, (RQ)Q∈Q) has the limiting law. We now explain carefully that the construction
in [AMY25b, Section 6] still gives us a CLEκ′ metric, despite the modified construction and the
additional condition required in the Lemmas 3.18 and 3.19. First, thanks to Lemma 3.26, the
analogue of [AMY25b, Lemma 6.1(ii)] still holds. That is, if Q ⋐ Q′, then RQ′ ≤ RQ on Q ∩ ΥΓ.
Therefore we can define

RV (x, y; Γ) = max
Q∈Q, Q⋑V

RQ(x, y), x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ

for each V ∈ C. Moreover, thanks to Lemma 3.27, the maximum above is attained and we have
RV (x, y; Γ) = RQ(x, y) on V ∩ ΥΓ when Q ⋑ V is contained in a sufficiently small neighborhood of
V .
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We now explain that [AMY25b, Theorem 6.2] also holds in the present case, i.e. (RV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C

satisfies the definition of a CLEκ′ metric given in Section 3.2.2 with ϵ = 0. The proof of the
compatibility [AMY25b, Proposition 6.4] goes through thanks to Lemma 3.27. The remaining
proofs stay unchanged, only the proof of the generalized parallel law [AMY25b, Proposition 6.13]
requires an additional argument. Let x, y, z1, . . . , zN ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ be such that x, y are separated in
V ∩ ΥΓ \ {z1, . . . , zN }, and let Vx ∈ C be the minimal region such that Vx contains the connected
component of V ∩ ΥΓ \ {z1, . . . , zN } containing x. Let Q ∈ Q, Q ⋑ V , and let Ṽx contain a small
neighborhood of the connected component of Q ∩ ΥΓ \ {z1, . . . , zN } containing x. Let Qx ∈ Q be
such that Qx ⋑ Ṽx. In general, (Q̃x)ϵ,s(ϵ) will not contain Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ) ∩ Ṽx since there are components
of (Q̃x)ϵ \ (Q̃x)ϵ,s(ϵ) bounded by the loops L1, . . . , Lm ⊆ V intersecting {z1, . . . , zN }. However, if
s(ϵ) < mini diamE(Li), then L1, . . . , Lm ∈ ΓV,s(ϵ). Therefore the components of (Q̃x)ϵ \ (Q̃x)ϵ,s(ϵ)
bounded by each Li are contained in V(s(ϵ)), hence Lemma 3.21 still applies to the approximations
to RV (·, ·; Γ) and RVx(·, ·; Γ).
Now, we conclude by [AMY25b, Proposition 6.14] that each RV (·, ·; Γ) is a continuous (with respect
to dV

path) metric on V ∩ ΥΓ provided they are not all identically zero (which we have verified in
Lemma 3.25, noting that the setup there is absolutely continuous with respect to the setup in
Section 3.2.1 as explained in [AMY25b, Section 3.1]).
The remainder of the subsection is dedicated to showing the following result.

Proposition 3.28. Let (RV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C be the collection of metrics constructed just above (for some
subsequence (ϵn)). Then we have for each V ∈ C that RV (·, ·; Γ) is a resistance metric on V ∩ ΥΓ.
The associated family of resistance forms (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C is a weak CLEκ′ resistance form.

In the remainder of this subsection, we assume that the random vector (ΥΓ, (RQ)Q∈Q) is coupled
with the sequence (ΥΓn , (RQ

ϵn
)Q∈Q) so that it converges almost surely. Whenever we consider the

GHf convergence RQ
ϵn

→ RQ, we implicitly assume that they are isometrically embedded in a
common compact metric space (cf. [AMY25b, Lemma A.2]). To ease notation, we will just write ϵ
instead of ϵn.

Lemma 3.29. Almost surely, for each V ∈ C we have that RV (·, ·; Γ) is a (non-degenerate) resistance
metric on V ∩ ΥΓ.

Proof. By Lemma 3.25 and [AMY25b, Theorem 1.14], each RV (·, ·; Γ) is a true metric. We need to
argue that for each finite subset A ⊆ V ∩ ΥΓ there is a weight function w : A × A → [0, ∞) such
that RV (·, ·; Γ)|A×A is the effective resistance metric associated with (A, w).
Let Q ⋑ V be such that RV (·, ·; Γ) = RQ on V ∩ ΥΓ. By the GHf convergence RQ

ϵ → RQ and
the continuity of RQ, there is for each x ∈ A a sequence (xn) in ΥΓn with xn → x such that
RQ

ϵ (xn, yn) → RQ(x, y) for each x, y ∈ V ∩ΥΓ. Let GQ̃ϵ,s(ϵ)
ϵ be the cable graph from the construction

of the approximation scheme. Recall from Lemma 3.22 that for each sufficiently small ϵ, for
each x ∈ V ∩ ΥΓn there is some xϵ ∈ G

Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ)
ϵ with d

Q̃ϵ
path(x, xϵ) < ϵ. We have R

Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ)
ϵ (x, y; Γ) =

R
Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ)
ϵ (xϵ, yϵ; Γ) by our construction, and the latter is a resistance metric on G

Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ)
ϵ . Let wAϵ

be the weight function associated with RQ
ϵ |Aϵ×Aϵ where Aϵ = {(xn)ϵ | x ∈ A}. The convergence

RQ
ϵ → RQ implies that RQ

ϵ |Aϵ×Aϵ → RQ|A×A. By Lemma 2.9, we have that wAϵ converge to a
weight function w and its associated effective resistance metric is RQ|A×A. □



THE BROWNIAN MOTION IN NON-SIMPLE CLE GASKETS 41

Note that since RV (·, ·; Γ) is continuous with respect to dV
path, by [AMY25b, Lemma 1.10], the

resistance metric space (V ∩ ΥΓ,RV (·, ·; Γ)) is compact. Let (EV (·, ·; Γ), FV,Γ) be the associated
resistance form. We now show that the family (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C satisfies the axioms in the definition
of a weak CLEκ′ resistance form by verifying the conditions in Proposition 3.2. We have already
verified (a)–(d). Property (e) follows by [AMY25b, Proposition 6.4 and 6.12] which we have explained
above to hold also in our construction. It remains to verify (f).

Lemma 3.30. Almost surely, there exists a countable set {zm}m∈N ⊆ ΥΓ that is dense with respect
to dpath and such that the following holds. Suppose that V ∈ C is separated from ΥΓ \ V by a
finite set of points Z contained in {zm}m∈N. Then the following holds for sufficiently large m ∈ N.
Let A = {z1, . . . , zm} and AV = A ∩ V , let w (resp. wV ) be the weight function associated with
R(·, ·; Γ)|A (resp. RV (·, ·; Γ)|AV

). Then

• w(x, y) = wV (x, y) for each x, y ∈ AV ,
• w(x, y) = 0 for each x ∈ AV \ Z, y ∈ A \ V ,
• w(x, y) = 0 for x, y ∈ Z.

Proof. Consider the countable collection K of loop segments ℓ ⊆ L starting and ending at rational
times of all L ∈ Γ. For each non-overlapping, intersecting pair ℓ, ℓ′ ∈ K the intersection set ℓ ∩ ℓ′ is
compact. Let {zm} be any countable dense set containing a dense set of ℓ ∩ ℓ′ for each such pair
ℓ, ℓ′ ∈ K. We argue that such a set satisfies the properties stated in the lemma.

Suppose that V is as given in the lemma statement, and m is large enough so that the set Z
is contained in A = {z1, . . . , zm}. We now use the same setup and notation as in the proof of
Lemma 3.29. Let Q ⋑ V be such that RV (·, ·; Γ) = RQ on V ∩ ΥΓ. We can assume that distinct
points of Z are not connected in ΥΓ ∩ Q outside of V . For each x ∈ A, let (xn) in ΥΓn be as in the
proof of Lemma 3.29. Let Aϵ = {(xn)ϵ | x ∈ A}, AV,ϵ = {(xn)ϵ | x ∈ AV }, and Zϵ = {xn | x ∈ Z}.
Recalling that the topology of convergence (see Section 3.2.1) keeps track of the finite separation sets,
we can choose the points (xn) for x ∈ Z such that for each ϵ, the set Zϵ separates AV,ϵ from Aϵ \AV,ϵ

in ΥΓn . By our construction of the cable graph G
Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ)
ϵ and Lemma 3.22, when ϵ is sufficiently small,

the set Zϵ lies on G
Q̃ϵ,s(ϵ)
ϵ . The set Zϵ also separates AV,ϵ from Aϵ \ AV,ϵ in Gϵ. Assuming s(ϵ) is

smaller than the diameters of the loops bounding V so that they are in ΓC,s(ϵ), the component of

Gϵ \ Zϵ containing AV,ϵ agrees with the component of GQ̃ϵ,s(ϵ)
ϵ \ Zϵ containing AV,ϵ. We can further

suppose that m is large enough so that A contains further points that separate each pair of points
of Z in ΥΓ, and that the corresponding (xn) in Aϵ also separate each pair of points of Zϵ in ΥΓn .

Let wAϵ (resp. wAV,ϵ
) be the weight function associated with Rϵ|Aϵ×Aϵ (resp. RQ

ϵ |AV,ϵ×AV,ϵ
). Recall

from the proof of Lemma 3.29 that wAϵ → w and wAV,ϵ
→ wV . By the paragraph above we have

wAϵ(x, y) = wAV,ϵ
(x, y) for x, y ∈ AV,ϵ, and wAϵ(x, y) = 0 for x ∈ AV,ϵ \ Zϵ, y ∈ Aϵ \ AV,ϵ, and

wAϵ(x, y) = 0 for x, y ∈ Zϵ. Taking the limit, we conclude that these properties remain true for w
and wV . □

Proof of Proposition 3.28. This now follows from Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 3.30 by choosing the
countable dense set {zm}m∈N ⊆ ΥΓ as in the proof of Lemma 3.30. □
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4. Bi-Lipschitz equivalence

The goal of this section is to establish that any two weak CLEκ′ resistance forms as defined in
Definition 3.1 are bi-Lipschitz equivalent with deterministic constants. This is the first step in
proving that weak CLEκ′ resistance forms are unique (up to constants) and are in fact CLEκ′

resistance forms as defined in Definition 1.1.

4.1. Setup and main statement. In this section, we will assume that we have the setup described
above Theorem 1.2. Let ΓD be a nested CLEκ′ on D, let L be the outermost loop of Γ such that 0
is inside L, and let C be the regions inside L. We let ΓC be the loops of ΓD contained in C and let
Γ = {L} ∪ ΓC . We equip the gasket ΥΓ of ΓC with the metric dpath defined in (1.5).

Throughout, we suppose that (EV (·, ·; Γ)V ∈C and (ẼV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C are two weak CLEκ′ resistance
forms that are conditionally independent given Γ. We let (RV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C and (R̃V (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C be
the associated resistance metrics. In addition, we assume that the two metrics have comparable
scaling constants in the sense described below. We note that the results of this section still hold if
the CLEκ′ resistance forms are defined only on the event that L ∩ ∂D = ∅.
For δ ∈ (0, 1], let hδ be a GFF on δD with boundary values so that if φ : H → δD is a conformal
map, then hδ ◦ φ − χ arg φ′ has the boundary values −λ − θdblχ (resp. +λ) on R− (resp. R+)
where θdbl is defined in (3.1). Let ηδ

1 (resp. ηδ
2) be the angle θdbl (resp. 0) flow line of hδ from

−i to i. Let U δ be the regions bounded between ηδ
1, ηδ

2. Given ηδ
1, ηδ

2, let Γδ be the conditionally
independent collection of CLEκ′ in the connected components of U δ. Let Iδ be the event that
ηδ

1 ∩ ηδ
2 ∩ B(0, δ/2) ̸= ∅. Let mδ be the median of the random variable

sup
x=ηδ

1(s)=ηδ
2(s′)

y=ηδ
1(t)=ηδ

2(t′)
ηδ

1 [s,t],ηδ
2 [s′,t′]⊆B(0,3δ/4)

RUδ (x, y; Γδ) conditioned on Iδ.

It is explained in [AMY25b, Section 3.1] that RUδ (·, ·; Γ) is well-defined on compact subsets of δD
by absolute continuity. Let m̃δ be defined analogously for R̃(·, ·; Γ).
Assume that there is a constant c > 1 such that

(4.1) c−1 ≤ mδ

m̃δ
≤ c for every δ ∈ (0, 1].

We state the main result of this section.
Proposition 4.1. Consider the setup described just above, and assume (4.1). Then there exist
deterministic constants 0 < c1 < c2 < ∞ so that almost surely FV,Γ = F̃V,Γ and

c1EV (f, f ; Γ) ≤ ẼV (f, f ; Γ) ≤ c2EV (f, f ; Γ) for all V ∈ C and f ∈ FV,Γ.

The proof of Proposition 4.1 is based on constructing a covering of the space by “good” regions
inside each of which the behavior of harmonic functions with respect to EV (·, ·; Γ), ẼV (·, ·; Γ) is
comparable. In order to carry this out, we will first collect some general estimates on the resistances
in Section 4.2. We then define a quality of annuli in Section 4.3, and use them to find the good
regions in Section 4.4. Finally, we complete the proof of Proposition 4.1 in Section 4.5.
The proofs in this and the next section make use of the independence across scales argument
established in [AMY25a]. For this, we set some notation.
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For z ∈ D, j ∈ N we write
Az,j = A(z, 2−j−1, 2−j).

Let Γ∗,B(z,3·2−j),B(z,2·2−j)
out be the partial exploration of Γ and B(z, 3 · 2−j)∗,B(z,2·2−j) the unexplored

region as defined in Section 2.2.2. Let Γ∗,B(z,3·2−j),B(z,2·2−j)
in be the unexplored part, and let α∗

z,j be
the interior link pattern in B(z, 3 · 2−j)∗,B(z,2·2−j) induced by Γ∗,B(z,3·2−j),B(z,2·2−j)

in . We let

• F̃z,j be the σ-algebra generated by Γ∗,B(z,3·2−j),B(z,2·2−j)
out .

• Fz,j be the σ-algebra generated by Γ∗,B(z,3·2−j),B(z,2·2−j)
out , α∗

z,j , and (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈CC\B(z,3·2−j )
,

(ẼV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈CC\B(z,3·2−j )
.

The following lemma is a consequence of Theorem 2.2, the Markovian property of the CLEκ′

resistance form, and the conditional independence of (EV (·, ·; Γ)V ∈C, (ẼV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C. It will be
crucial for establishing independence across scales for the internal metrics.

Lemma 4.2. Let U ⊆ B(z, 2−j). The conditional law of (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈CU
given Fz,j is given by

sampling U∗ according to the law of a multichordal CLEκ′ in B(z, 3 · 2−j)∗,B(z,2·2−j) conditionally
on α∗

z,j and then sampling (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈CU
via the Markov property given U∗.

The results in [AMY25a] tell us that the conditional probabilities given Fz,j can be uniformly
controlled when the strands are “separated”. We now give the definition of separation and recall the
key lemma giving us the independence across scales property.
Fix rsep > 0. For each z, j, let Esep

z,j = Esep
z,j (rsep) denote the event that |yi − yi′ | ≥ rsep2−j for each

distinct pair yi, yi′ of the marked points of Γ∗,B(z,3·2−j),B(z,2·2−j)
out .

Lemma 4.3 ([AMY25a, Lemma 4.4]). For any b > 1 there exists rsep > 0 and c > 0 such that the
following is true. Let z ∈ D, j0 ∈ N such that B(z, 2−j0) ⊆ D. Then for each k ∈ N the probability
that more than 1/10 fraction of the events (Esep

z,j )c where j = j0 + 1, . . . , j0 + k occur is at most
ce−bk.

Finally, we recall the following.

Proposition 4.4 ([AMY25b, Corollary 5.22]). Let mδ be as defined above. We have

λdSLE+o(1)mδ ≤ mλδ ≤ λddbl+o(1)mδ for λ, δ ∈ (0, 1]
where ddbl, dSLE are defined in (1.3),(1.4).

4.2. Resistance bounds. As an intermediate step in the proofs, we consider the following setup.
Let D ⊆ D be a simply connected domain, and let ΓD be a CLEκ′ in D, and PD be its law. Let
ΥD be the gasket of ΓD, i.e. the set of points connected to ∂D by a path not crossing any loop,
equipped with the metric dpath as defined in Section 1.2. For every U ⋐ D, the internal metrics
(RV (·, ·; ΓD))V ∈CU

are defined due to absolute continuity. (In fact, our domains of interest will
be complementary connected components of CLEκ′ loops, so in that case the metric on all ΥD is
defined.)
In the statement of the lemma below, we use the following notation. For U ⊆ C and r > 0, we let
CU,r ⊆ CU be the collection of regions V ∈ CU such that V is a union of connected components of
D \ (L1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ln) for some L1, . . . , Ln ∈ ΓD with diamE(Li) ≥ r for each i.
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Lemma 4.5. There exists ζ > 0 such that for each r > 0, b > 1 there exists a constant c > 0
such that the following is true. Let D ⊆ D be open, simply connected, and z ∈ D, j ∈ N such that
distE(z, ∂D) ∈ [2−j+1, 2−j+2]. Let ΓD be a CLEκ′ in D. Given ΓD, sample the internal metrics
(RV (·, ·; ΓD))V ∈C

B(z,2−j )
. Let G denote the event that for each V ∈ CB(z,2−j),r2−j and x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥD

we have
RV (x, y; ΓD) ≤ Mm2−j (dV

path(x, y)/2−j)ζ .

Then
P[Gc] ≤ cM−b.

Proof. By considering the rescaled metric R(2−j ·, 2−j ·; ΓD) [AMY25b, Lemma 1.7], it suffices to
consider the case when j = 1. The statement is essentially [AMY25b, Proposition 5.17], with the
difference that [AMY25b, Proposition 5.17] is stated for the setup described at the beginning of
Section 4.1. But the proof gives the same estimate uniformly on each cluster and for all domains
D ⊆ D when we restrict to regions away from the boundary of D. □

Lemma 4.6. For every r > 0, q > 0 there exists m > 0 such that the following is true. Let D ⊆ D
be open, simply connected, and z ∈ D, j ∈ N such that distE(z, ∂D) ∈ [2−j+1, 2−j+2]. Let ΓD be a
CLEκ′ in D. Given ΓD, sample the internal metrics (RV (·, ·; ΓD))V ∈C

B(z,2−j )
. Let G be the event

that for each V ∈ CB(z,2−j) and x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥD with |x − y| ≥ r2−j we have

RV (x, y; ΓD) ≥ mm2−j
.

Then
P[Gc] ≤ q.

Proof. This follows from the same argument as the analogue for the geodesic CLEκ′ metric in [MY25,
Lemma 4.3]. The only difference is that we apply the argument in the proof of [MY25, Lemma 4.3]
to each annulus A(w, (r/4)2−j , (r/2)2−j) with w ∈ (r/4)2−jZ2 ∩B(z, 2−j). As a result, we can make
m > 0 small enough so that on an event with probability at least 1 − q, each such annulus contains
a bounded number of at most m−1 regions, each bounded between a pair of intersecting strands,
separating ∂inA(w, (r/4)2−j , (r/2)2−j) from ∂outA(w, (r/4)2−j , (r/2)2−j) in ΥD, and such that the
resistance across each region is at least mm2−j . By the generalized parallel law Lemma 3.11 and the
monotonicity Lemma 3.9, we get that RV (x, y; ΓD) ≥ m2m2−j for each x, y with |x − y| ≥ r2−j . □

4.3. Good annulus event. We consider now again the setup in Section 4.1. We are now going to
define a “good” event that occurs on an annulus Az,j . Let M > 1 and r2 > r1 > 0 be parameters,
and z ∈ D, j ∈ N such that B(z, 2−j) ⊆ D. We let E1

z,j = E1
z,j(M, r1, r2) be the following event.

(i) There is a collection of at most M strands γL
1 , γR

1 , . . . , γL
m, γR

m of loops of Γ that do not overlap
each other, are contained in Az,j , and such that the following holds. We orient the strands so
that the left side of γL

i and the right side of γR
i are in the gasket of Γ, and suppose that the

left side of γL
i intersects the right side of γR

i .
(ii) For each i there are points wi, vi, v′

i, ui ∈ γL
i ∩ γR

i in the same order as visited by the strands
with |wi − vi|, |vi − v′

i|, |v′
i − ui| ∈ [r12−j , r22−j ], and so that {u1, . . . , um} separates ∂inAz,j

from ∂outAz,j in ΥΓ. We further suppose that {u1, . . . , um} separates {v1, . . . , vm} from ∂inAz,j

in ΥΓ (i.e. the points wi, vi, v′
i, ui are ordered from the outside to the inside).

(iii) We suppose that wi, vi are two consecutive intersection points, i.e. there is no further intersection
point of γL

i ∩ γR
i between them.
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wi

vi

v′i

ui

wi

vi

v′i

ui

Vi

V ′
i

Figure 4.1. Illustration of the event E1
z,j , the points wi, vi, v′

i, ui, and the regions Vi, V ′
i .

We let E2
z,j be the event that E1

z,j occurs and we can select the points so that additionally the
following holds. For each i = 1, . . . , m, let Vi (resp. V ′

i ) be the region bounded between the segments
of γL

i , γR
i from vi to v′

i (resp. v′
i to ui). Then

(4.2) RVi(vi, v′
i; Γ), RV ′

i (v′
i, ui; Γ) ∈ [M−1m2−j

, Mm2−j ],
and likewise for R̃(·, ·; Γ).
See Figure 4.1 for an illustration of the setup and the notation which we will make use of later in
the article.
Recall the σ-algebras Fz,j , F̃z,j and the events Esep

z,j (depending on the parameter rsep > 0) defined
in Section 4.1.
Lemma 4.7. For each p ∈ (0, 1), rsep > 0 there exist M, r1, r2 so that

P[E1
z,j | Fz,j ]1Esep

z,j
≥ p1Esep

z,j

for each z, j with B(z, 2−j) ⊆ D.

Proof. Let us first show the statement with F̃z,j in place of Fz,j . Recall (cf. [AMY25a, Lemma 5.14])
that for the multichordal CLEκ′ in a fixed marked domain containing B(z, 2−j), there almost surely
exists a finite set of points that separate ∂inAz,j from ∂outAz,j . Since two intersecting strands
intersect infinitely many times, we can select the parameters M, r1, r2 so that the probability of
E1

z,j is as close to 1 as we want for the multichordal CLEκ′ in a fixed marked domain. By the local
continuity of the multichordal CLEκ′ law in Proposition 2.4, we can make the probability close to 1
uniformly among all rsep-separated marked domains. By scaling, the statement does not depend
on j.
This proves the statement with F̃z,j in place of Fz,j . The conditional law under Fz,j is given
by additionally conditioning on the interior link pattern. By Proposition 2.3 the probability of
each interior link pattern is uniformly bounded from below among rsep-separated marked point
configurations. This implies that the same result holds for Fz,j . □
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Lemma 4.8. For each p ∈ (0, 1), rsep > 0 there exist M, r1, r2 so that

P[E2
z,j | Fz,j ]1Esep

z,j
≥ p1Esep

z,j

for each z, j with B(z, 2−j) ⊆ D.

Proof. The proof is the same as for Lemma 4.7, but we additionally need to argue that the resistances
can be controlled uniformly in j. As before, it suffices to prove the statement with F̃z,j in place of
Fz,j . We are therefore going to show that for each rsep > 0, q > 0, we can make M large enough so
that
(4.3) P[(E1

z,j \ E2
z,j) | F̃z,j ]1Esep

z,j
≤ q.

We use a resampling argument to deduce it from the analogous statements for ordinary CLEκ′

Lemmas 4.5, 4.6.
Suppose this were not true. Consider the resampling procedure within Az,j−1 in Lemma 2.5, and
let F break

z,j be the event that all crossings of Az,j−1 in the resampled CLEκ′ Γres
z,j−1 are broken up.

For some pbreak > 0 let Ebreak
z,j be the event (for Γ) that P[F break

z,j | Γ] ≥ pbreak. By the proof of
Lemma 2.5 given in [AMY25a] we can find for each rsep > 0, q > 0 some pbreak > 0 so that for a
suitable resampling procedure we have

PCLEκ

(D;x;β)[(E
break
z,j )c] < q/2

uniformly for each (D; x; β) where distE(z, ∂D) ∈ [2−j+1, 2−j+2] and x is rsep-separated (note that
this statement does not depend on j due to scale-invariance). If (4.3) were false, there would exist
some (D; x; β) and a set of boundary arcs corresponding to the gasket so that (suppressing the set
of boundary arcs in the notation below)

PCLEκ

(D;x;β)[(E
1
z,j \ E2

z,j) ∩ Ebreak
z,j ] ≥ q/2.

Since the resampling procedure is a measure-preserving transformation, we then have
PCLEκ

(D;x;β)[(E
1
z,j \ E2

z,j) ∩ F break
z,j ] ≥ pbreakq/2.

If we condition on the chords of a multichordal CLEκ′ , the remainder has the conditional law of an
ordinary CLEκ. Hence, there exists some D̃ with distE(z, ∂D̃) ∈ [2−j , 2−j+1] such that

P
D̃

[E1
z,j \ E2

z,j ] ≥ pbreakq/2

where P
D̃

denotes the law of CLEκ′ in D̃. For sufficiently large M , this contradicts Lemma 4.5
or 4.6. □

4.4. Covering by good regions. The main goal of this subsection is to prove the following result
which implies that with probability 1 we can cover the space with a finite number of “good” regions
in which the internal resistance forms for both E(·, ·; Γ) and Ẽ(·, ·; Γ) are comparable to their typical
behavior.
To state the result, we define a “good” event for each ball B(z, 2−j) ⊆ D. Suppose that we are on the
event E1

z,j defined in Section 4.3. We keep using the notation for the points wi, vi, v′
i, ui ∈ γL

i ∩ γR
i

and the regions Vi, V ′
i from the definition of E1

z,j and E2
z,j . Further, let K1, . . . , KL be the connected

components of ΥΓ \ {vi} that intersect B(z, 2−j−1). For each l = 1, . . . , L, we let Ul ∈ C be such
that U l = fill(Kl). We let {ul,1, ul,2, . . .} be the subset of {ui} that are adjacent to Ul. We define
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U1

U2

v1,4

v1,3

v1,2

v1,1

v1,5

v2,1

v2,2

v2,3

v2,4
v2,5

v′1,5

Û1

Û2

v′1,4

v′1,3

v′1,2

v′1,1

v′2,5
v′2,4

v′2,3

v′2,2

v′2,1

Figure 4.2. Continuation of Figure 4.1. The loops involved in the event E1
z,j may

split B(z, 2−j−1) into several components. In the figure, there are two components.
We let Ul be the regions bounded by the {vi}, and let Ûl be the regions bounded
by the {v′

i}. We relabel the points vi, v′
i, etc. according to the components they are

adjacent to.

wl,i, vl,i, v′
l,i, ul,i, Vl,i, V ′

l,i analogously. We further write Ûl = Ul \
⋃

i Vl,i (i.e. {Ûl} are the filled
connected components of ΥΓ \ {v′

i} that intersect B(z, 2−j−1)). See Figure 4.2 for an illustration.
We will refer to the set {vl,1, vl,2, . . .} as the boundary of Ul, and the set {v′

l,1, v′
l,2, . . .} as the

boundary of Ûl. We say that a function is harmonic in Ul (resp. Ûl) if it is harmonic except at
its boundary points (i.e. the EUl(·, ·; Γ)-energy minimizers among the functions with prescribed
boundary values, see Section 2.5.2). Here we have slightly abused notation and identified Ul with
ΥΓ ∩ U l. Note that the additivity of energies (Lemma 3.5) implies that a harmonic function in a
larger region is also harmonic in Ul. Recall that harmonic functions attain their maximum and
minimum values on the boundary, due to (RF5).

We will sometimes write Kj
l (resp. U j

l ) to emphasize the dependence on j.
Let M > 1 and r2 > r1 > 0. For each z ∈ D, j ∈ N with B(z, 2−j) ⊆ D, we let G1

z,j = G1
z,j(M, r1, r2)

be the event that the event E2
z,r from Section 4.3 occurs and for each l, for any non-constant

EUl(·, ·; Γ)-harmonic function f we have that

(4.4) M−1 ≤ m2−j EUl(f, f ; Γ)
(supKl

f − infKl
f)2 ≤ M.

Proposition 4.9. For each b > 0 there exist M > 1, r2 > r1 > 0, and c > 0 such that the following
is true. Let z ∈ D, j ∈ N with B(z, 2−j) ⊆ D. Then for each k ∈ N we have

P
[
(G1

z,j′)c occurs for more than a 1/5 fraction of j′ = j, . . . , j + k
]

≤ ce−bk.

In contrast to the event E2
z,j , the condition (4.4) involves looking into the regions inside B(z, 2−j−1)

and not just Az,j . Therefore we do not have the independence between subsequent scales any more.
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This lack of independence can be compensated by using the superpolynomial tail for the resistances
proved in [AMY25b]. An analogous result for the geodesic CLEκ′ metric has been proved in [MY25].
We state the resistance metric analogue of [MY25, Proposition 3.1].

Lemma 4.10. For every b > 0 there exist M > 1, r2 > r1 > 0, and c > 0 such that the following is
true. Let z ∈ D, j ∈ N with B(z, 2−j) ⊆ D. Let GR

z,j be the event that E2
z,j occurs and additionally

max
l

sup
x,y∈Kj

l

RUj
l (x, y; Γ) ≤ Mm2−j

.

Then for each k ∈ N we have

P
[
E2

z,j′ ∩ (GR
z,j′)c occurs for more than a 1/10 fraction of j′ = j, . . . , j + k

]
≤ ce−bk.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 4.10 is completely analogous to that of [MY25, Proposition 3.1]. The
main inputs are the polynomial scaling of (mλ) stated in Proposition 4.4, the superpolynomial tail
for the resistance metric stated in Lemma 4.5, which is utilized through a resampling argument, and
the Markovian property of the internal metrics. Since all these properties are proved in [AMY25b]
for a general class of CLEκ′ metrics including both the geodesic and the resistance metric, the
same proof as for [MY25, Proposition 3.1] carries over to the case of the resistance metric. The
only difference to [MY25, Proposition 3.1] is the regions for which we estimate the internal metrics.
Here, we consider the following regions. Suppose that j ∈ N is a scale where E2

z,j occurs, and let
j+ > j be the next scale where E2

z,j+ occurs. Let {vi} be the points in the definition of E1
z,j , and let

{v+
i } be the points in the definition of E1

z,j+ . Let Kj,+
1 , Kj,+

2 , . . . be the connected components of
ΥΓ \ ({vi} ∪ {v+

i }) that intersect A(z, 2−j+ , 2−j−1). Letting U j,+
l ∈ C be such that U

j,+
l = fill(Kj,+

l )
for each l, the proof of [AMY25b, Proposition 5.17] shows superpolynomial upper tails for the
internal metrics (m2−j )−1RUj,+

l (·, ·; Γ). Since each Û j
l decomposes into a collection of U j′,+

l′ for some
j′ ≥ j and l′, by the monotonicity Lemma 3.9 we obtain the desired upper bound on RÛj

l (·, ·; Γ) by
summing up the resistances across the subregions as in the proof of [MY25, Proposition 3.1]. □

Proof of Proposition 4.9. The upper bound in (4.4) holds automatically on the event E2
z,r. Indeed,

suppose that f is a EUl(·, ·; Γ)-harmonic function and supUl
u − infUl

u = 1. The energy of f

is bounded from above by the energy of a function f ′ that is constant on Ûl and harmonically
interpolates in each V ′

l,i. On the event E1
z,r, the number of V ′

l,i is bounded by M , and on the event
E2

z,r, we have EV ′
l,i(f ′, f ′; Γ) ≤ RV ′

l,i(v′
l,i, vl,i; Γ)−1 ≤ M(m2−j )−1 for each i. By Lemma 3.5, we then

have
EUl(f ′, f ′; Γ) ≤

∑
i

EV ′
l,i(f ′, f ′; Γ) ≤ M2(m2−j )−1

as required.
The lower bound in (4.4) holds on the event GR

z,j from Lemma 4.10. Indeed, suppose that f ∈ FUl,Γ
for some l and x, y ∈ Kl. Recall that

RUl(x, y; Γ) = sup
{

(f(x) − f(y))2

EUl(f, f ; Γ)

∣∣∣∣∣ f ∈ FUl,Γ, EUl(f, f ; Γ) > 0
}

.

Therefore, if RUl(x, y; Γ) ≤ Mm2−j , then

m2−j EUl(f, f ; Γ) ≥ M−1(f(x) − f(y))2
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for each x, y ∈ Kl as required. □

Corollary 4.11. There exist M, r1, r2 such that the following holds almost surely. For each
δ > 0 there exists a finite collection of balls {B(zk, 2−jk)} with 2−jk < δ such that B(0, 1 − δ) ⊆⋃

k B(zk, 2−jk−1) and G1
zk,jk

occurs for each k.

Proof. Applying Proposition 4.9 with b = 5 and k = j (say) for each j ≥ log2(δ−1) and each
z ∈ 2−2jZ2 ∩ B(0, 1 − δ), the union bound yields that the probability that B(0, 1 − δ) is not
covered by a suitable collection of balls of scales in {j, . . . , 2j} is O(2−j). Sending j → ∞ yields the
claim. □

Consider the cover in Corollary 4.11. For each B(zk, 2−jk), we consider the regions Ul (resp. Ûl)
defined at the beginning of Section 4.4. Let us enumerate these regions associated to all B(zk, 2−jk),
and (with a slight abuse of notation) we again denote them by {Ul} (resp. {Ûl}) where distinct
Ul, Ul′ may arise from the same or from different zk, jk. We let wl,i, vl,i, v′

l,i, ul,i, Vl,i, V ′
l,i be defined

in the same way as before. The fact that B(0, 1 − δ) is covered by {B(zk, 2−jk−1)} means that
ΥΓ ∩ B(0, 1 − δ) ⊆

⋃
l Ul.

We conclude this section with a few properties of the cover defined above. Some of the properties
will be used in Section 5. The next lemma says that the overlap between the sets in the cover is
bounded by a fixed constant.

Lemma 4.12. For each M, r1 there is a constant c such that the following is true. Let {Ul} be a
cover as above, and assume that it is minimal (i.e. {Ul | l ̸= l0} is not a cover for any l0). Then for
each l, the number of l′ with Ul ∩ Ul′ ̸= ∅ is at most c.

As a consequence of Lemma 4.12 and Lemma 3.5, we have
(4.5) c−1∑

l

EUl(f, f ; Γ) ≤ E(f, f ; Γ) ≤
∑

l

EUl(f, f ; Γ)

for each minimal cover {Ul} as above.

Proof of Lemma 4.12. By the definition of the event E1
z,j , the number of components Kl for each

given z, j is bounded by M . For each B(z, 2−j), the number of B(z′, 2−j′) with comparable size
that intersect it is bounded by a fixed constant, and therefore for each Ul the number of associated
Ul′ with comparable size as Ul is also bounded by a constant depending on M . We therefore only
need to consider the intersections of Ul with Ul′ with very different sizes.
Recall that we have r12−j ≤ |vi − v′

i| ≤ r22−j for each pair v′
i, vi in the definition of E1

z,j , and that
the next intersection point wi of the same strands outside Ul also satisfies |wi − vi| ≥ r12−j . We
argue below that if Ul1 , Ul2 , Ul3 have sizes all differing by at least some large factor of M , then
Ul1 ∩ Ul2 ∩ Ul3 = ∅. To conclude the proof of the lemma, observe that if Ul′ intersects Ul, it must
intersect one of the vl,i since otherwise it would be contained in Ul, contradicting the minimality of
the cover. By the claim above, the number of Ul′ that intersect a given vl,i is bounded by a constant
depending only on M . Since there are at most M many vl,i, we conclude.
It remains to justify the claim above. Suppose that Ul1 ∩ Ul2 ∩ Ul3 ≠ ∅ and their sizes all differ by
more than some large factor of M , and say Ul1 is the largest of them. Then Ul2 , Ul3 cannot intersect
Ûl1 , otherwise they would be contained in Ul1 , contradicting the minimality of the cover. Therefore
one of the points vl,i1 must be contained in both Ul2 , Ul3 . But the condition on wl,i1 implies that in
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fact vl,i1 ∈ Ûl2 , Ûl3 since in case vl,i1 ∈ V l′,i2 (resp. V l′,i3) the Vl′,i2 (resp. Vl′,i3) must terminate at
vl,i1 as it is too short to reach wl,i1 . Therefore Ul2 , Ul3 must have comparable sizes, otherwise one
would be contained in the other, again contradicting the minimality of the cover. □

Lemma 4.13. Let c be the constant in Lemma 4.12. Suppose that {Ul} is a minimal cover as in
Lemma 4.12. Then for each f ∈ FΓ there is a subcollection (lk) such that the regions {Ulk} are
mutually disjoint and ∑

k

EUlk (f, f ; Γ) ≤ E(f, f ; Γ) ≤ c
∑

k

EUlk (f, f ; Γ).

Proof. Let us order the collection (Ul) such that EUl(f, f ; Γ) is in decreasing order as l increases.
We define (Ulk) inductively. Let Ul1 = U1. Suppose that Ul1 , . . . , Ulk are defined. Let

lk+1 := min{l > lk | Ul ∩ (Ul1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ulk) = ∅}.

Then the collection (Ulk) is mutually disjoint by definition. Moreover, for each l /∈ {lk} there is
lk < l with Ulk ∩ Ul ≠ ∅. By Lemma 4.12, each Ulk intersects at most c other Ul, and since we have
ordered the regions according to EUl(f, f ; Γ), we have EUl(f, f ; Γ) ≤ EUkl (f, f ; Γ) for each l > lk.
Therefore we have

E(f, f ; Γ) ≤
∑

l

EUl(f, f ; Γ) ≤ c
∑

k

EUlk (f, f ; Γ).

□

Lemma 4.14. For each M there is a constant c > 0 such that the following is true. Let Ul be a
good region as in the definition of the event G1

z,j from Section 4.4. Let f be a EUl(·, ·; Γ)-harmonic
function. Then

max
i

EVl,i(f, f ; Γ) ≥ cEUl(f, f ; Γ).

Proof. Upon relabeling, it suffices to assume that f(vl,1) = 0, f(vl,2) = 1, and 0 ≤ f ≤ 1 on Kl.
By (4.2), (4.4), we are done if we show that f(v′

l,1) ≥ c for a constant c depending only on M . We
explain that if f(v′

l,1) < c, then EVl(f, f ; Γ) cannot be optimal. Throughout the proof, c denotes a
constant depending only on M whose value may change from line to line.

For each a ∈ [0, 1], let fa be the function with fa(v′
l,i) = f(v′

l,i) ∨ a for each i, and harmonically
interpolate in each of the regions Vl,i and in Ûl. Let wij ≥ 0 be the edge conductances corresponding
to the trace resistance form E Ûl |{v′

l,i
}(·, ·; Γ) (2.9). Since RÛl(v′

l,1, v′
l,2; Γ) ≤ Mm2−j by the definition

of the event G1
z,j , by the max-flow-min-cut theorem (see e.g. [DW24, Lemma 2.5]), there is some

path from v′
l,1 to v′

l,2 in the corresponding graph using edges with conductances at least c̃(m2−j )−1.
It follows that if a < c, the energy E Ûl(fa, fa; Γ) decreases linearly in a. On the other hand,
EVl,i(fa, fa; Γ) = RVl,i(v′

l,i, vl,i; Γ)−1(fa(v′
l,i) − fa(vl,i))2 increases at most quadratically in a for each

i with fa(v′
l,i) < c. Therefore, by Lemma 3.5, the energy EUl(fa, fa; Γ) decreases in a ∈ [0, c]. This

gives the desired contradiction and shows that f(v′
l,1) ≥ c when f is harmonic. □

4.5. Proof of bi-Lipschitz equivalence. We use the “good regions” defined in Section 4.4 to
complete the proof of Proposition 4.1. Recall the events G1

z,j defined above Proposition 4.9.
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Vl,k

Ul

Vl,k

Ul

Un

vn,i

Figure 4.3. In the proof of Proposition 4.1, if Vl,k ∈ In−1 and vn,i ∈ Vl,k, it might
be that g̃n−1(vn,j) < infKn f . In the depicted case, we set g̃n to be constant in the
region tiled in blue.

Vl,k

Ul

Vl,k

Ul
Un

V ′
l,k

vn,i

Figure 4.4. In the proof of Proposition 4.1, if Vl,k ∈ In−1 and vn,i ∈ Vl,k, it might
be that g̃n−1(vn,j) < infKn f . In the depicted case, we harmonically interpolate in
V ′

l,k (tiled in blue) instead of Vn,i.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let M, r1, r2 be such that the conclusion of Corollary 4.11 holds. Let {Ul}
be a minimal associated cover. We show that there is a constant c depending on M such that

(4.6) ẼV (·, ·; Γ) ≤ cEV (·, ·; Γ) for each V ∈ C.

Suppose that V ∈ C. By (2.8), it suffices to show that for each finite set A ⊆ ΥΓ ∩ V we have

(4.7) ẼV |A(·, ·; Γ) ≤ cEV |A(·, ·; Γ)

where EV |A(·, ·; Γ), ẼV |A(·, ·; Γ) are the trace resistance forms on A.

To this end, we let f be a EV (·, ·; Γ)-harmonic function with prescribed values on A. For each ϵ > 0,
we will construct a function f̃ with |f̃(x) − f(x)| < ϵ for each x ∈ A and ẼV (f̃ , f̃ ; Γ) ≤ cEV (f, f ; Γ)
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where c is a constant depending only on M . This will imply
ẼV |A(f̃ , f̃ ; Γ) ≤ ẼV (f̃ , f̃ ; Γ) ≤ cEV (f, f ; Γ) = cEV |A(f, f ; Γ).

Since resistance forms on finite sets are continuous (due to the explicit expression (2.3)), this will
imply (4.7).

We can assume that V = ⋃
l Ul, otherwise we consider Ṽ = V ∪

⋃
l:Ul∩V ̸=∅ Ul instead. Note that by

the definition of C, if δ is smaller than the diameters of the loops bounding V , then Ṽ \ V consists
of a collection of dead ends in Ṽ relative to V , so that functions on V can be extended to Ṽ by
setting them constant in each of the dead ends, and their energies are unchanged due to Lemma 3.4.
Recall (2.7) that every f ∈ FV,Γ is continuous. Therefore we can let δ > 0 be small enough so that
(4.8) sup

Bpath(x,2δ)
f − inf

Bpath(x,2δ)
f < ϵ for every x ∈ A.

Let {Ul} be the cover given in Corollary 4.11 with this δ. We order the sets so that
sup
Kl

f

is in increasing order as l increases. We recall the notation wl,i, vl,i, v′
l,i, ul,i, Vl,i, V ′

l,i. We let jl ∈ N
be the scale of the good region Ul (i.e. Ul arises from the event G1

zl,jl
).

We will define a sequence of functions (g̃n) that satisfy the following conditions inductively.

(i) The function g̃n is defined on ⋃n
l=1 Kl.

(ii) For each l ≤ n and z ∈ Kl we have
min

l′≤n:Kl′ ∩Kl ̸=∅
inf
Kl′

f ≤ g̃n(z) ≤ max
l′≤n:Kl′ ∩Kl ̸=∅

sup
Kl′

f.

(iii) We have that
Ẽ(g̃n, g̃n; Γ) ≤ Ẽ(g̃n−1, g̃n−1; Γ) + cEUn(f, f ; Γ)

for a constant c depending only on M .

This will conclude the proof since by (iii) and (4.5) we have with g̃ the final g̃n generated by the
algorithm before it terminates

Ẽ(g̃, g̃; Γ) ≲
∑

n

EUn(f, f ; Γ) ≲ E(f, f ; Γ).

Further, by (ii) and (4.8) we have that |g̃(x) − f(x)| < ϵ on A.
We now define the functions g̃n satisfying the properties (i)–(iii). For technical reasons, we also
define for each n a collection In of some of the Vl,i with l ≤ n so that the following properties hold.

(iv) For each z ∈
⋃n

l=1 Kl \
⋃

In we have g̃n(z) ≥ f(z).
(v) For each Vl,i ∈ In we have g̃n(v′

l,i) = supKl
f .

The reason we need to introduce In is that it is not clear that we can make (iv) hold on ⋃n
l=1 Kl.

We set g̃1|K1 = supK1 f and I1 = ∅. Then we clearly have that (i)–(v) are satisfied for n = 1.
Suppose that n ∈ N and we have defined g̃1, . . . , g̃n−1 and In−1 satisfying (i)–(v). We now define
g̃n as follows. We let In be the same as In−1 except for the differences mentioned below. Let {vn,i}
be the boundary points of Un. For each vn,i, we consider the following cases.
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• If vn,i /∈
⋃n−1

l=1 Ul, then set g̃n(vn,i) = supKn
f .

• If vn,i ∈
⋃n−1

l=1 Ul \
⋃

In−1, then set g̃n(vn,i) = g̃n−1(vn,i), g̃n(v′
n,i) = supKn

f , and harmonically
interpolate in Vn,i. Add Vn,i to In. Note that by (iv), (4.2), and (4.4), we have

m2−jn ẼVn,i(g̃n, g̃n; Γ) ≲
(

sup
Kn

f − f(vn,i)
)2

≲ m2−jn EUn(f, f ; Γ).

In particular, all the required items hold.
• If vn,i ∈ Vl,k for some Vl,k ∈ In−1, we distinguish the following cases.

(a) Un faces in the opposite way from Ul (see Figure 4.3). Set g̃n to be constant g̃n−1(v′
l,k) on

Vl,k \ Un (this step only decreases energy), and then harmonically interpolate between vn,i

and v′
n,i as before. Remove Vl,k from In and add Vn,i to In. By (v), we have in particular

g̃n(vn,i) = g̃n−1(v′
l,k) = sup

Kl

f ≥ f(vn,i),

so all the required items hold again.
(b) Un faces in the same way as Ul (see Figure 4.4). We set g̃n = g̃n−1 on Vl,k and harmonically

interpolate in the region V ′
l,k between v′

l,k and ul,k instead, with g̃n(v′
l,k) = g̃n−1(v′

l,k) and
g̃n(ul,k) = supKn

f . We keep Vl,k in In. Note that since g̃n−1(v′
l,k) = supKl

f by (v), the
condition (iv) still holds for g̃n. We claim that this also respects the condition (iii). Indeed,
note that the region Un cannot be much bigger than Ul, due to the condition on wl,i in the
event E1

zn,jn
. (And Un cannot be much smaller than Ul either as it would be covered by Ul

otherwise.) Therefore we have m2−jl ≍ m2−jn by Proposition 4.4. This implies, by (4.2), (4.4),

m2−jl ẼV ′
l,k(g̃n, g̃n; Γ) ≍ (g̃n(ul,k) − g̃n(v′

l,k))2 ≤
(

sup
Kn

f − f(v′
l,k)
)2

≲ m2−jn EUn(f, f ; Γ).

Set g̃n to be constant supKn
f in the remaining parts of Kn. Finally, remove the regions Vl,k ∈ In−1

from In that are covered by Un. □

5. Uniqueness

In this section we complete the proof that any two weak CLEκ′ resistance forms are scalar multiples
of each other. This will also show that they are in fact (strong) CLEκ′ resistance forms, thus
completing the proof of Theorem 1.2.

In the previous section, we proved that if we have two weak CLEκ′ resistance forms (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C

and (ẼV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C with comparable scaling factors, then they are bi-Lipschitz equivalent with
deterministic constants 0 < c1 ≤ c2 < ∞. We show in Section 5.1 that in this setting one can take
c1 = c2. Then we show in Section 5.2 that there is a unique scaling exponent α > 0 depending only
on κ′ such that every CLEκ′ resistance form satisfies scaling covariance with this exponent α > 0.
This in particular lifts the assumption (4.1) on the comparability of the scaling factors.

5.1. Uniqueness.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that we have the same setup as in Section 4.1 where (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C

and (ẼV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C are two conditionally independent weak CLEκ′ resistance forms such that (4.1)
holds. Then there exists a constant c0 ∈ (0, ∞) so that EV (·, ·; Γ) = c0ẼV (·, ·; Γ) for all V ∈ C.



54 THE BROWNIAN MOTION IN NON-SIMPLE CLE GASKETS

In the following, we assume that 0 < c1 ≤ c2 < ∞ are deterministic constants so that

(5.1) c1EV (·, ·; Γ) ≤ ẼV (·, ·; Γ) ≤ c2EV (·, ·; Γ).

for every V ∈ C.

We have shown in Proposition 4.1 that such constants c1, c2 exist. Our goal in this section is to
show that we can we can take c1 = c2. We assume throughout that c1 (resp. c2) is the largest (resp.
smallest) constant so that (5.1) holds. We note that the results of this section still hold if the CLEκ′

resistance forms are defined only on the event that L ∩ ∂D = ∅.

We assume that c1 < c2 and argue that on sufficiently many scales, the probability is positive that
there exist “shortcuts” in the sense that RV (v, v′; Γ)/R̃V (v, v′; Γ) is bounded away from c1 or from
c2. Using a spatial independence argument, we will see that with probability 1 such shortcuts
exist everywhere. We begin by observing that on each scale 2−j , for a “typical” region V bounded
between two intersecting loops of Γ that has Euclidean size 2−j , the ratio RV (v, v′; Γ)/R̃V (v, v′; Γ)
is either bounded away from c2 or from c1 with positive probability. We will distinguish between
the scales where the former (resp. latter) is the case. This is the subject of the following definition.

Recall that if D ⊆ C is a simply connected domain and x, y ∈ ∂D are distinct, then there is a
unique law on pairs of curves (η′

1, η′
2) from x to y such that the conditional law of η′

2 given η′
1 (resp.

η′
1 given η′

2) is that of an SLEκ′ in the complementary connected component to the right of η′
1 (resp.

to the left of η′
2). See [MY25, Section 2.2.1]. We refer to (η′

1, η′
2) as the bichordal SLEκ′ in (D, x, y).

Let j ∈ N, and let (η′
1, η′

2) be a bichordal SLEκ′ in (2−jD, −i2−j , 2−j). Let Ij be the event that
η′

1 ∩ η′
2 ∩ B(0, 1/2) ̸= ∅, and note that by scale-invariance P[Ij ] does not depend on j. On the event

Ij , let xj (resp. yj) the first (resp. last) intersection point of η′
1 ∩ η′

2 ∩ B(0, 1/2), and let Vj be the
region bounded between the segments of η′

1, η′
2 from xj to yj . Let J be the set of j ∈ N such that

(5.2) P
[
RVj (xj , yj ; Γ)
R̃Vj (xj , yj ; Γ)

≤
√

c1c2

∣∣∣∣∣ Ij

]
≥ 1/2.

The idea is that if a positive density of integers is in J , then we show that we can find shortcuts
everywhere that imply c2 is not optimal. On the other hand, if a positive density of integers is in
N \ J , then c1 is not optimal.

The following lemma states that if a shortcut exists with positive probability, it exists with a
probability arbitrarily close to 1.

Lemma 5.2. For each p ∈ (0, 1) there exist N ∈ N and ϵ > 0 such that the following is true. Let
D be a simply connected domain and φ : H → D a conformal transformation. Let j, k ∈ N be such
that |φ′(i)| ≥ 2−j, and suppose that

|J ∩ {j, . . . , j + k}| ≥ N.

Let (η′
1, η′

2) be a bichordal SLEκ′ in (D, φ(0), φ(∞)), and given (η′
1, η′

2), sample a CLEκ′ and the
internal metrics in the region between η′

1, η′
2. Let GD,φ be the event that there are x, y ∈ η′

1 ∩ η′
2 with

R(x, y; Γ)
R̃(x, y; Γ)

≤
√

c1c2 and R(x, y; Γ) ≥ ϵm2−j−k
.

Then
P[GD,φ] ≥ p.
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The proof of Lemma 5.2 is exactly the same as that of [MY25, Lemma 5.7]. Recall that the right
boundary of η′

1 and the left boundary of η′
2 can be described by a pair of flow lines intersecting with

angle θdbl (3.1). The idea is that if j ∈ J , then by absolute continuity, an event analogous to (5.2)
for such a pair of flow lines has positive probability p0 bounded from below. By the independence
across scales, if N is large enough compared to p0, then we have many (almost) independent trials
to create such an event in D.

Lemma 5.3. For any p ∈ (0, 1) and r > 0 there exist N ∈ N and ϵ > 0 such that the following
is true. Let D be a simply connected domain and φ : D → D a conformal transformation. Let
x1, x2, x3, x4 ∈ ∂D such that |φ−1(xi) − φ−1(xi′)| ≥ r for each i ̸= i′. Let j, k ∈ N be such that
|φ′(0)| ≥ 2−j, and suppose that

|J ∩ {j, . . . , j + k}| ≥ N.

Let (η′
1, η′

2, Γ) be a bichordal CLEκ′ in (D; x1, x2, x3, x4) conditioned on the event {η′
1 ∩ η′

2 ̸= ∅},
and sample the internal metrics in the region between η′

1, η′
2. Let GD,x be the event that there are

x, y ∈ η′
1 ∩ η′

2 with
R(x, y; Γ)
R̃(x, y; Γ)

≤
√

c1c2 and R(x, y; Γ) ≥ ϵm2−j−k
.

Then
P[GD,x] ≥ p.

Proof. Let x′ (resp. y′) be the first (resp. last) intersection point of η′
1 ∩η′

2. The conditional law of the
segments between x′ and y′ is a bichordal SLEκ′ in (D′, x′, y′) where D′ is a connected component
after removing from D the segments before x′ and after y′. Let k0 ∈ N be large enough such that
the following holds. Let E′ be the event that there is a conformal map φ̃ mapping (H, 0, ∞) to
(D′, x′, y′) such that |φ̃′(i)| ≥ 2−j−k0 . Then P[E′] ≥ (p + 1)/2. By the continuity of the bichordal
CLEκ′ law with respect to the marked points (Proposition 2.4), we can choose k0 (depending on r)
such that this holds uniformly for all choices of (D; x1, x2, x3, x4).

Suppose that N is large enough so that k0 < N/2 and that the statement of Lemma 5.2 holds with
p replaced by (p + 1)/2. We obtain

P[GD,x] ≥ P[GD′,φ̃ | E′] P[E′] ≥ ((p + 1)/2)2 ≥ p.

□

Let Fz,j , F̃z,j and Esep
z,j be as defined in Section 4.1.

Lemma 5.4. For each p ∈ (0, 1) and rsep > 0 there exist N ∈ N and ϵ > 0 such that the following
is true. Let z, j be such that B(z, 2−j) ⊆ D, and suppose that

|J ∩ {j, . . . , j + 5N}| ≥ N.

Let Esc
z,j be the event that the event E2

z,j from Section 4.3 occurs and we can select the regions Vi for
each i such that

RVi(vi, v′
i; Γ)

R̃Vi(vi, v′
i; Γ)

≤ c2 − ϵ.

Then
P[Esc | Fz,j ]1Esep

z,j
≥ p1Esep

z,j
.
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Proof. We will deduce Lemma 5.4 from Lemma 5.3. Let r3 > r4 > 0 and r5 > 0 be small constants
whose values will be decided upon later. Consider the following partial exploration of the CLEκ′ in
Az,j . Let w ∈ r4Z2 ∩ Az,j and consider the partial exploration Γ∗,B(w,r32−j),B(w,r42−j)

out . Let E3
z,j be

the event that E2
z,j occurs and for each i there is a cut point x of Vi such that the following holds.

Let w ∈ r4Z2 ∩ Az,j be the point closest to x. Then the partial exploration Γ∗,B(w,r32−j),B(w,r42−j)
out

has exactly 4 marked points which correspond to the two strands intersecting at x, and the marked
points have distance at least r52−j .

Recall that intersecting strands of a CLEκ′ intersect each other infinitely many times, and that
the marked points of a partially explored CLEκ′ are almost surely distinct [AMY25a, Lemma 3.18].
Therefore, by Proposition 2.4, for each rsep > 0 there are constants r3, r4, r5 such that

P[E2
z,j ∩ (E3

z,j)c | Fz,j ]1Esep
z,j

≤ (1 − p)/2

for each z, j with B(z, 2−j) ⊆ D.

Once we have fixed r3, r4, r5, we apply Lemma 5.3 with 1 − r2
4(1 − p)/2 in place of p and r = r5.

Taking a union bound over w ∈ r4Z2 ∩ Az,j , we obtain that with conditional probability at least p,
for each i there are cut points x, y of Vi with

RVi(x, y; Γ)
R̃Vi(x, y; Γ)

≤
√

c1c2 and RVi(x, y; Γ) ≥ ϵm2−j−5N ≥ ϵ c(N)m2−j

where we have used Proposition 4.4 in the last inequality. Since we are on the event E2
z,j , we

conclude by (4.2) and our standing assumption (5.1). □

Proof of Proposition 5.1. We note that at least one of the following must hold. The set of n ∈ N
such that

(5.3) |J ∩ {n, . . . , 2n}|
n

≥ 1
2

is infinite, or the set of n where it is ≤ 1/2 is infinite. Suppose the former is true. We will show
that there is a deterministic constant ϵ > 0 such that

(5.4) ẼV (·, ·; Γ)
EV (·, ·; Γ) ≤ c2 − ϵ

for every V ∈ C. This contradicts the minimality of c2. Conversely, if the latter is true, then by
swapping the roles of Ẽ(, ; ) and E(, ; ) we obtain a contradiction to the maximality of c1.

Note that for fixed N ∈ N, if n ∈ N is sufficiently large and (5.3) holds, then the number of
j ∈ {n, . . . , 2n} with

|J ∩ {j, . . . , j + 5N}| ≥ N

is at least n/4.

Let Gsc
z,j be defined as G1

z,j in Section 4.4 with the stronger condition Esc
z,j from Lemma 5.4.

Combining Proposition 4.9 with Lemma 5.4 and Lemma 4.3, we see that we can choose the
parameters of the event Gsc

z,j such that the following holds almost surely. For each δ > 0 there exists
a finite collection of balls {B(zk, 2−jk)} with 2−jk < δ such that B(0, 1 − δ) ⊆

⋃
k B(zk, 2−jk−1) and

Gsc
zk,jk

occurs for each k. Let {Ul} be a minimal associated cover as described below Corollary 4.11.
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Suppose that V ∈ C, A ⊆ ΥΓ ∩ V is a finite set, and f is a EV (·, ·; Γ)-harmonic function with
prescribed values on A. We argue that there is a function f̃ with f̃ = f on A and

ẼV (f̃ , f̃ ; Γ) ≤ (c2 − ϵ)EV (f, f ; Γ).
By (2.8), this will imply (5.4) and conclude the proof.

We can assume that V = ⋃
l Ul, otherwise we consider Ṽ = V ∪

⋃
l:Ul∩V ̸=∅ Ul instead. Note that by

the definition of C, if δ is smaller than the diameters of the loops bounding V , then Ṽ \ V consists
of a collection of dead ends, so that functions on V can be extended to Ṽ by setting them constant
in each of the dead ends, and their energies are unchanged due to Lemma 3.5.
In the following, we let ϵ > 0 denote an absolute constant (depending on the parameters of Gsc

z,j

chosen above) whose value may change from line to line.
Consider a disjoint sub-collection {Ulk} of {Ul} as in Lemma 4.13 with∑

k

EUlk (f, f ; Γ) ≥ ϵ EV (f, f ; Γ).

By Lemma 3.12, we can also assume that δ is small enough so that less than 1/2 fraction of the
energy of f is in the Ulk that intersect A. In each of the Ulk that do not intersect A, by Lemma 4.14,
there is a Vlk,i with

EVlk,i(f, f ; Γ) ≥ ϵ EUlk (f, f ; Γ).
We denote Ṽk = Vlk,i. Let f̃ = f in V \

⋃
k Ṽk, and harmonically interpolate in each Ṽk. By the

definition of Gsc
z,j we have

Ẽ Ṽk(f̃ , f̃ ; Γ) ≤ (c2 − ϵ)E Ṽk(f, f ; Γ).
For the remaining regions we have, by our standing assumption (5.1),

ẼV \
⋃

k
Ṽk(f̃ , f̃ ; Γ) ≤ c2EV \

⋃
k

Ṽk(f, f ; Γ).
By Lemma 3.5 we conclude that

ẼV (f̃ , f̃ ; Γ) ≤ (c2 − ϵ)
∑

k

E Ṽk(f, f ; Γ) + c2EV \
⋃

k
Ṽk(f, f ; Γ)

≤ c2EV (f, f ; Γ) − ϵ
∑

k

E Ṽk(f, f ; Γ)

≤ c2EV (f, f ; Γ) − ϵ2EV (f, f ; Γ)
which concludes the proof. □

5.2. Uniqueness of the exponent. In this section we show the scaling covariance of CLEκ′

resistance forms with a scaling factor λα where α > 0 depends only on κ′ (Proposition 5.5).

Proposition 5.5. There exists α ∈ [ddbl, dSLE] so that the following is true. Suppose that
(EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C is a weak CLEκ′ resistance form, then it is a (strong) CLEκ′ resistance form
with the scaling exponent α.

We will prove Proposition 5.5 in two steps. The first step, stated and proved in Lemma 5.6 just
below, is to show that each weak CLEκ′ resistance form is a (strong) CLEκ′ resistance form with
some scaling exponent α > 0. We will then prove that the value of α > 0 does not depend on the
choice of the CLEκ′ resistance form, but only on the choice of κ′ ∈ (4, 8).
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Lemma 5.6. Suppose that we have the setup of Section 4.1 but condition on the event that L∩∂D =
∅.7 Let (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C be a weak CLEκ′ resistance form. Then there exists α ∈ [ddbl, dSLE] such that
the following holds. Let λ ∈ (0, 1] and define (ẼV (f, f ; Γ))V ∈C = (EλV (f(λ−1·), f(λ−1·); λΓ))V ∈C.
Then almost surely ẼV (·, ·; Γ) = λ−αEV (·, ·; Γ) for each V ∈ C.

Proof. Note that Ẽ(·, ·; Γ) = (ẼV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C is also a weak CLEκ′ resistance form. Let R̃(·, ·; Γ) =
(R̃V (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C be the associated resistance metrics, and let m̃δ be as defined in Section 4.1. Then
m̃δ/mδ = mλδ/mδ ∈ [λdSLE+o(1), λddbl+o(1)] uniformly in δ ∈ (0, 1] by Proposition 4.4. Therefore the
condition (4.1) is satisfied, so by Proposition 5.1 we have Ẽ(·, ·; Γ) = c(λ)E(·, ·; Γ) almost surely for
a constant c(λ) > 0.

It follows that if λ, λ′ ∈ (0, 1], then almost surely

E(f((λ′λ)−1·), f((λ′λ)−1·); λ′λΓ) = c(λ′)E(f(λ−1·), f(λ−1·); λΓ) = c(λ′)c(λ)E(f, f ; Γ)

and therefore c(λ′λ) = c(λ′)c(λ). Moreover, λ 7→ c(λ) is strictly decreasing with limλ→0 c(λ) = ∞
due to Proposition 4.4. It follows that c(λ) = λ−α for some α > 0. It also follows from Proposition 4.4
that α ∈ [ddbl, dSLE]. □

Proof of Proposition 5.5. It remains to show that if E(·, ·; Γ) and Ẽ(·, ·; Γ) are two weak CLEκ′

resistance forms with respective scaling exponents α, α̃, then α = α̃. Suppose that α > α̃. Following
the proof of Proposition 4.9, there is a covering by good regions {Ul} analogously to Corollary 4.11
such that

M−12jα ≤ EUl(f, f ; Γ)
(supKl

f − infKl
f)2 ≤ M2jα

for each non-constant EUl(·, ·; Γ)-harmonic function f and

M−12jα̃ ≤ ẼUl(f, f ; Γ)
(supKl

f − infKl
f)2 ≤ M2jα̃

for each non-constant ẼUl(·, ·; Γ)-harmonic function f .

By the exact same proof as for Proposition 4.1, we obtain that Ẽ(·, ·; Γ) = 0 which is a contradiction.
□

6. The CLEκ′ Brownian motion

We now turn to prove that the process defined by the CLEκ′ resistance form is a CLEκ′ Brownian
motion and likewise a CLEκ′ Brownian motion defines a CLEκ′ resistance form, so as to complete
the proof of Theorem 1.4. We will divide the two directions in the proof of Theorem 1.4 into
Propositions 6.1 and 6.2, stated and proved below. We then show in Section 6.3 that the CLEκ′

Brownian motion is not conformally invariant.

7This conditioning implies that for each λ ∈ (0, 1], the law of λΓ is absolutely continuous with respect to the law
of Γ, see [MY25, Lemma 7.2].
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6.1. CLEκ′ resistance form defines a CLEκ′ Brownian motion.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that (E(·, ·; Γ), FΓ) is a CLEκ′ resistance form in the sense of Defini-
tion 1.1, and let µ(·; Γ) be the CLEκ′ gasket measure (see Section 2.3). Let X be the Hunt process
associated with the Dirichlet form (E(·, ·; Γ), FΓ) on L2(ΥΓ, µ(·; Γ)). Then X is a CLEκ′ Brownian
motion in the sense of Definition 1.3.

Proof. By the definition of a CLEκ′ resistance form, for each V ∈ C, the space (V ∩ ΥΓ,RV (·, ·; Γ))
is a compact resistance metric space. By the general theory (see Section 2.5.2), this defines a regular
Dirichlet form on L2(V ∩ ΥΓ, µ(·; ΓV )), and hence a µ(·; ΓV )-symmetric Hunt process XV which
is a diffusion process with infinite lifetime by the locality of the form and the compactness of the
space (recall also that the two metrics dpath and R(·, ·; Γ) are topologically equivalent).
For U ⊆ C, let XU denote the process killed upon exiting U (called the part process in [CF12]). We
claim that the process XU is determined by (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈CU

. Since the process X is continuous,
it suffices to show for each U1 ⋐ U that XU1 is determined by (EV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈CU

. For notational
simplicity, let us also pretend that U1 ∩ ΥΓ has just one connected component (otherwise we
consider each connected component separately). By [AMY25a, Lemma 5.14], there is V1 ∈ CU with
U1 ∩ ΥΓ ⊆ V1 ∩ ΥΓ. By [CF12, Theorem 3.3.8], the Dirichlet form associated with XU1 is given by

(FΓ)U1 = {f ∈ FΓ | f = 0 on ΥΓ \ U1},

(E(f, f ; Γ))U1 = E(f, f ; Γ) for f ∈ (FΓ)U1 .

In particular, by the property II, it agrees with the Dirichlet form associated with XV1
U1

. The latter
is determined by EV1(·, ·; Γ). This shows the claim.
The translation invariance and scale invariance now follows from the corresponding properties of
the resistance forms and the measure. □

6.2. CLEκ′ Brownian motion defines a CLEκ′ resistance form.

Proposition 6.2. Suppose that X is a CLEκ′ Brownian motion in the sense of Definition 1.3. Let
(E(·, ·; Γ), FΓ) be the associated Dirichlet form. Then (E(·, ·; Γ), FΓ) is a CLEκ′ resistance form in
the sense of Definition 1.1.

Proof. Let (E(·, ·; Γ), FΓ) be the Dirichlet form of the process X. By its definition, (E(·, ·; Γ), FΓ)
is a resistance form and its associated resistance metric R(·, ·; Γ) is a.s. continuous with respect
to dpath.

We now construct a resistance metric RV (·, ·; Γ) for each V ∈ C and show that the collection
(RV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈C satisfies the characterization in Proposition 3.2.
Let V ∈ C. By the definition of C, there is a finite set of points v1, . . . , vn such that each point in
ΥΓ \ V is either separated from V by {v1, . . . , vn} or is contained in a dead end. Let A ⊆ V ∩ ΥΓ
be a finite set that contains {v1, . . . , vn} and further points that separate each pair vi, vj in V ∩ ΥΓ.
Let w be the weight function associated with R(·, ·; Γ)|A and let

wV (x, y) =
{

w(x, y), {x, y} ⊈ {v1, . . . , vn},

0, {x, y} ⊆ {v1, . . . , vn}.

Define RV (·, ·; Γ)|A to be the associated resistance metric on A. We claim that this definition of
RV (·, ·; Γ) is consistent, i.e. if A ⊆ A′ are two sets as above, then they define the same metric
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when restricted to A. Suppose that A′ = A ∪ {x′} and w′ is the weight function associated with
R(·, ·; Γ)|A′ . We claim that w(vi, vj) = w′(vi, vj) for each i ̸= j.
Let fi, f ′

i ∈ FΓ be the E(·, ·; Γ)-harmonic functions with boundary values δvi on A, A′, respectively.
Then w(vi, vj) = −E(fi, fj ; Γ) and w′(vi, vj) = −E(f ′

i , f ′
j ; Γ). Moreover, since (A, w) is the trace of

the network (A′, w′), we have E|A(fi, fj ; Γ) = E|A′(fi, fj ; Γ).
Since A is chosen to contain points that separate vi, vj in V ∩ ΥΓ, the point x′ can be connected
to at most one of vi, vj . Assume that it is separated from vj . Since the process X is continuous,
by (2.10), we have w′(x′, vj) = 0 and fj = f ′

j . It follows that
E|A′(f ′

i , f ′
j ; Γ) = E|A′(fi, f ′

j ; Γ) (since fi differs from f ′
i only at x′ and w′(x′, vj) = 0)

= E|A′(fi, fj ; Γ) (since fj = f ′
j)

and therefore w(vi, vj) = w′(vi, vj) as claimed.
In particular, this shows that RV (·, ·; Γ) indeed defines a resistance metric on V ∩ ΥΓ.
Next, we argue that for each V ∈ CU , the metric RV (·, ·; Γ) as constructed above is determined by
XU and µ(·; ΓU∗). Since both are supposed to be Markovian and translation invariant, we get the
Markovianity and translation invariance of (RV (·, ·; Γ))V ∈CU

.
To see the claim, let us note that by [CF12, Theorem 3.3.8], the process XU and µ(·; ΓU∗) together
determine E(f, f ; Γ) for each f ∈ (FΓ)U = {f ∈ FΓ | f = 0 on ΥΓ \ U}. Let A be as in the
construction above, and let x ∈ A, y ∈ A \ {v1, . . . , vn}. Let fx, fy be the harmonic functions with
boundary value δx resp. δy on A. Since the process X is continuous, by (2.10), the function fy is
supported on V . Let f̃x ∈ FΓ be a function that agrees with fx in a neighborhood of V and is zero
on the complement of U . By the locality, we have E(fx, fy; Γ) = E(f̃x, fy; Γ). Since f̃x, fy ∈ (FΓ)U ,
this shows the claim.
Finally, we need to check the items (d)–(f) in Proposition 3.2.
We show (d). Let V, V ′ ∈ C, V ⊆ V ′, and x, y ∈ V ∩ ΥΓ such that for every u ∈ V ′ \ V there is a
point z ∈ V that separates u from x, y in V ′ ∩ ΥΓ. Let A (resp. A′) be a set as in the construction
of RV (x, y; Γ) (resp. RV ′(x, y; Γ)) above where we can assume A = A′ ∩ V . Moreover, we can add
further points so that for each u ∈ A′ that is separated from x, y in V ′ ∩ ΥΓ by a single point z ∈ V ,
the point z is also in A. Since the process X is continuous, by (2.10), the point z also separates u
from x, y in the network (A′, wV ′). By the same argument as above, the weights wV and wV ′ agree
on the 2-connected component of x, y. Therefore RV (x, y; Γ) = RV ′(x, y; Γ) as desired.
The items (e) and (f) follow similarly by including z (resp. a, b) into the set A and noting that z
separates x from y (resp. A ∩ Va,b from A ∩ Vb,a) in the network. □

6.3. Non-conformal invariance. We now explain that the CLEκ′ Brownian motion is not confor-
mally invariant. Let us consider the conformal transformation φ : H → D with φ(0) = −i, φ(∞) = i,
φ(i) = 0. Let Γ be a nested CLEκ′ in H.
Suppose that x1, . . . , xn ∈ ΥΓ are such that for each i, the point xi separates {xj | j < i} from
{xj | j > i} in ΥΓ. Let X be the CLEκ′ Brownian motion on ΥΓ, and let (Px)x∈ΥΓ denote its law.
By (2.10), we have Pxi [σxi−1 < σxi+1 ] = R(xi, xi+1; Γ)/R(xi−1, xi+1; Γ). Therefore, if φ(X) had the
same law as the CLEκ′ Brownian motion on φ(ΥΓ) (modulo time change), there would be some
c > 0 such that
(6.1) R(φ(xi), φ(xj); φ(Γ)) = cR(xi, xj ; Γ) for each i, j.
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We will construct a positive probability event for Γ on which (6.1) fails.

For k ∈ Z, let Γ∗,H\A(0,2k−1,2k+1),H\A(0,2k−2,2k+2)
out be the partial exploration of Γ as defined in

Section 2.2.2. Let Gk
0 be the event that Γ∗,H\A(0,2k−1,2k+1),H\A(0,2k−2,2k+2)

out contains exactly two
strands ℓk

1, ℓk
2 crossing A(0, 2k−2, 2k+2), and that ℓk

1 ∩ ℓk
2 ≠ ∅. Note that by scale-invariance

p0 = P[Gk
0] > 0 does not depend on k.

Let xk (resp. yk) be the first (resp. last) intersection point of ℓk
1 ∩ ℓk

2. By the scaling covariance of the
CLEκ′ resistance metric, the conditional law of R(xk, yk; Γ) given Gk

0 is the same as the conditional
law of 2αkR(x0, y0; Γ) given G0

0 where α > 0 is the exponent in Theorem 1.2. Therefore, if we let

Ek
1 = Gk

0 ∩ {M−12αk ≤ R(xk, yk; Γ) ≤ M2αk},

then P[Gk
0 \ Ek

1 ] does not depend on k and limM→∞ P[Gk
0 \ Ek

1 ] = 0. By applying the independence
across scales argument from [AMY25b, Proposition 4.10], we can choose M so that for some k that
can be made as large as we want we have P[Ek

1 ∩ E−k
1 ] > 0.

Next, we let

Ek
2 = Gk

0 ∩ {M−1|φ′(0)|α2−α|k| ≤ R(φ(xk), φ(yk); φ(Γ)) ≤ M |φ′(0)|α2−α|k|}.

By applying Lemma 2.4, we see that limM→∞ supk<0 P[Gk
0 \ Ek

2 ] = 0. Moreover, as a consequence of
Theorem 1.2, the CLEκ′ resistance metric is reflection symmetric, hence P[Ek

2 ] = P[E−k
2 ]. Therefore,

by the independence across scales argument as before, for some M we have P[Ek
1 ∩Ek

2 ∩E−k
1 ∩E−k

2 ] > 0
for some k that can be made as large as we want.

Finally, by Lemma 2.3, the probability that Ek
1 ∩Ek

2 ∩E−k
1 ∩E−k

2 occurs and the strands ℓk
1, ℓk

2, ℓ−k
1 , ℓ−k

2
link to one single loop of Γ is positive. If k is chosen sufficiently large, we see that (6.1) fails on this
event as on Ek

2 ∩ E−k
2 we have that R(φ(xk), φ(yk); φ(Γ)) is comparable to R(φ(x−k), φ(y−k); φ(Γ))

but on Ek
1 ∩ E−k

1 we have that R(xk, yk; Γ) is not comparable to R(x−k, y−k; Γ).

Appendix A. Moments of the CLEκ′ gasket measure

The purpose of this appendix is to prove the Propositions 2.6 and 2.7 which give us sharp bounds
for the volume measure on the CLEκ′ gasket in a small ball. Throughout, we let κ′ ∈ (4, 8) be fixed
and let dCLE be as in (1.1). Let µ(·; Γ) denote the volume measure on the CLEκ′ gasket defined in
Section 2.3.

A.1. Upper bound. We start by proving the upper bound. Proposition 2.6 is a consequence of
the following result.

Proposition A.1. Suppose that Γ is a CLEκ′ on a simply connected domain D ⊆ C, let ΥΓ be its
gasket, and let µ(·; Γ) be the volume measure on ΥΓ. For every n ∈ N, a, b > 0 and K ⊆ D compact
there is a constant c > 0 and events EM with P[EM ] ≥ 1 − cM−b for each M > 1 such that for all
z ∈ K and r > 0 so that B(z, 2r) ⊆ D we have that

E[µ(B(z, r); Γ)n1EM
] ≤ Mr2+(n−1)dCLE−a.

To start to prove Proposition A.1, let us first give the first moment bound.
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Lemma A.2. There exists a constant c > 0 so that the following is true. Suppose that Γ is a CLEκ′

on a simply connected domain D ⊆ C, let ΥΓ be its gasket, and let µ(·; Γ) be the volume measure on
ΥΓ. Then for every z ∈ D and r > 0 so that B(z, 2r) ⊆ D we have that

(A.1) E[µ(B(z, r); Γ)] ≤ cr2(dist(z, ∂D))dCLE−2.

We emphasize that in the statement of Lemma A.2 the constant c does not depend on D, z, or r.

Proof of Lemma A.2. Suppose that Γ̃ is a CLEκ′ on D and µ(·; Γ̃) is the corresponding measure on
its gasket Υ̃. Then it is shown in [MS22, Lemma 5.1] that the measure E[µ(·; Γ̃)] has a smooth
density with respect to Lebesgue measure. In particular, there exists a constant c1 > 0 so that

(A.2) E[µ(B(0, s); Γ̃)] ≤ c1s2.

We are going to deduce (A.1) from (A.2) and conformal covariance.

Let φ : D → D be the unique conformal transformation with φ(0) = z and φ′(0) > 0. By the
distortion estimates for conformal maps, we have that

(A.3) |φ′(w)| ≍ |φ′(0)| ≍ dist(z, ∂D) for all w ∈ B(0, 1/2).

Further, there exists c0 > 0 such that if r < 1
2dist(z, ∂D) and s = r/dist(z, ∂D) we have that

B(z, c0r) ⊆ φ(B(0, s)).

Let Γ be the CLEκ′ in D given by Γ = φ(Γ̃). Then we have by [MS22, Theorem 1.2] that
dµ(·; Γ) = |φ′(·)|dCLEdµ(·; Γ̃) ◦ φ−1, consequently

(A.4) µ(B(z, c0r); Γ) ≤ µ(φ(B(0, s)); Γ) =
∫

B(0,s)
|φ′(w)|dCLEµ(dw; Γ̃).

Inserting (A.3) into (A.4) and then taking an expectation and applying (A.2) we see for a constant
c2 > 0 that

(A.5) E[µ(B(z, c0r); Γ)] ≤ c2

(
r

dist(z, ∂D)

)2
dist(z, ∂D)dCLE = c2r2(dist(z, ∂D))dCLE−2,

which completes the proof. □

We will also need the result from [SSW09] which gives the exponent for the probability that the
CLEκ′ gasket intersects a given ball.

Lemma A.3 ([SSW09, Theorem 2]). There exists a constant c > 0 so that the following is true.
Suppose that Γ is a CLEκ′ on a simply connected domain D ⊆ C. Let z ∈ D and r > 0 so that
B(z, 2r) ⊆ D. Then

P[ΥΓ ∩ B(z, r) ̸= ∅] ≤ c

(
r

dist(z, ∂D)

)2−dCLE
.

We now generalize the Lemmas A.2 and A.3 to the case of a multichordal CLEκ′ (see Section 2.2.2).
Suppose in the following that (D; x; β) ∈ Dext

2N , let (η, Γ) be sampled from the law PCLEκ

(D;x;β), and
let ΥΓ be the set of points that are connected to ∂D by a path not crossing any loop of Γ or
chord from η, in other words the union of the gaskets for each of the CLEκ′ in the complementary
connected components of η.
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Lemma A.4. For each N ∈ N and rsep > 0 there exists a constant c > 0 so that the following is
true. Suppose that (η, Γ) is a multichordal CLEκ′ in a marked domain (D; x; β) ∈ Dext

2N , let ΥΓ be
the gaskets of Γ (as described in the paragraph above), and let µ(·; Γ) be the volume measure on ΥΓ.
Let z ∈ D and r > 0 so that B(z, 2r) ⊆ D, and suppose that the harmonic measure in D seen from
z of each of the boundary arcs between the marked points is at least rsep. Then

ECLEκ

(D;x;β)[µ(B(z, r); Γ)] ≤ cr2(dist(z, ∂D))dCLE−2.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma A.2, we can assume D = D, z = 0 due to the conformal covariance
of the gasket measure.
By Proposition 2.3, the probability that η assumes any given interior link pattern is bounded
below by a positive constant depending only on rsep. Moreover, by [AMY25a, Theorem 1.3(i)], the
conditional law of (η, Γ) given the interior link pattern α of η does not depend on β. Therefore
it suffices to assume that the exterior link pattern is β0 = {{1, 2}, {3, 4}, . . . {2N − 1, 2N}}. By
symmetry, we can also assume that we only consider the gaskets ΥΓ,even that are connected to the
even boundary arcs. In that case, by [AMY25a, Proposition 1.9] we can obtain its law from the
remainder of exploring parts of the boundary intersecting loops of a CLEκ′ .
Concretely, suppose that Γ̃ is a CLEκ′ in D. For each rsep > 0, by [AMY25a, Proposition 1.9,
Lemma 3.10, and Proposition 3.15] there is a constant p0 > 0 such that the following is true. For
each (D; x) ∈ D2N where mini̸=j |xi − xj | ≥ rsep there is a Markovian exploration of Γ̃ that stops
before any of the strands hit B(0, 1/2) and such that the probability that the resulting marked
domain is conformally equivalent to (D; x; β0) is at least p0. Combining this with Lemma A.2 shows
that

ECLEκ

(D;x;β0)[µ(B(z, r); Γeven)] ≤ cp−1
0 r2.

□

Lemma A.5. For each N ∈ N and rsep > 0 there exists a constant c > 0 so that the following is
true. Suppose that (η, Γ) is a multichordal CLEκ′ in a marked domain (D; x; β) ∈ Dext

2N . Let z ∈ D
and r > 0 so that B(z, 2r) ⊆ D, and suppose that the harmonic measure in D seen from z of each
of the boundary arcs between the marked points is at least rsep. Then

PCLEκ

(D;x;β)[ΥΓ ∩ B(z, r) ̸= ∅] ≤ c

(
r

dist(z, ∂D)

)2−dCLE
.

Proof. This follows from Lemma A.3 by the exact same argument used to deduce Lemma A.5 from
Lemma A.3. □

Lemma A.6. Suppose that Γ is a CLEκ′ on a simply connected domain D ⊆ C, let ΥΓ be its
gasket, and let µ(·; Γ) be the volume measure on ΥΓ. Then almost surely, for each x ∈ ΥΓ we have
µ({x}; Γ) = 0.

Proof. Fix ε > 0, and consider the event Gbad
ϵ that µ({x}; Γ) ≥ ε for some x. We aim to show that

P[Gbad
ϵ ] = 0. For each δ > 0, consider

Xε,δ =
∑

z∈δZ2∩K

µ(B(z, δ); Γ)1µ(B(z,δ);Γ)≥ε.

Note that Xε,δ ≥ ε on Gbad
ϵ , hence E[Xε,δ] ≥ εP[Gbad

ϵ ]. We will show that E[Xε,δ] → 0 as δ ↘ 0,
and for this we will show that

E[µ(B(z, δ); Γ)1µ(B(z,δ);Γ)≥ε] = o(δ2) as δ ↘ 0
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with a rate that is uniform in z ∈ K.

For each z ∈ K let η′
z be the exploration path that traces the loops of Γ clockwise targeting z, and

let τz,δ be the first time when it hits ∂B(z, 2δ). We have

P[η′|[0,τz,δ ] has not surrounded z clockwise] = P[ΥΓ ∩ B(z, 2δ) ̸= ∅] ≲ δ2−dCLE(A.6)

by Lemma A.3. The conditional law of Γ given η′|[0,τz,δ ] is that of a monochordal CLEκ′ . If the two
marked points are sufficiently separated, we get by conformal covariance and Koebe’s distortion
theorem that

E[µ(B(z, δ); Γ)1µ(B(z,δ);Γ)≥ε | η′|[0,τz,δ ]]
≤δdCLEECLEκ

(D;−i,i)[µ(B(0, 1 − c0); Γ)1µ(B(0,1−c0);Γ)≥c0εδ−dCLE ](A.7)

where c0 > 0 is a suitable constant. If the two marked points are very close, the same argument
used in the proof of Lemma A.4 shows that

E[µ(B(z, δ); Γ)1µ(B(z,δ);Γ)≥ε | η′|[0,τz,δ ]]
≲δdCLEED[µ(B(0, 1 − c0); Γ)1µ(B(0,1−c0);Γ)≥c0εδ−dCLE ].(A.8)

In any case, since the measure has finite first moment by Lemma A.4, the expectation on the
right-hand side is o(1) as δ ↘ 0. Combining (A.6), (A.7), and (A.8) completes the proof. □

Next, we recall a general lemma that provides an efficient way to cover a collection of points by
annuli which is used to bound the probability that a random fractal gets close to a given collection
of points [KMS23, Lemma A.2].

Lemma A.7 ([KMS23, Lemma A.2]). Fix n ∈ N, r0 > 0, and K ⊆ H compact. There exists a
constant C = C(n, K, r0) so that the following is true. Suppose that z1, . . . , zn ∈ K are distinct. For
each 1 ≤ i ≤ n there exists ni ∈ N and si,k, ri,k ∈ [0, r0) such that 0 < si,k < ri,k for 1 ≤ k ≤ ni − 1
and 0 = si,ni < ri,ni so that the annuli A(zi, si,k, ri,k) are pairwise disjoint and

(A.9)
n∏

i=1

∏ni−1
k=1 si,k∏ni
k=1 ri,k

≤ C
n∏

i=2

1
mini′<i |zi − zi′ |

with the convention
∏ni−1

k=1 si,k = 1 if ni = 1.

We will now use Lemmas A.2–A.7 to prove the main estimate for the proof of Proposition A.1.

Lemma A.8. Suppose that Γ is a CLEκ′ on a simply connected domain D ⊆ C, let ΥΓ be its gasket,
and let µ(·; Γ) be the volume measure on ΥΓ. For every n ∈ N, a, b > 0, and K ⊆ D compact there
is a constant c > 0 and events EM with P[EM ] ≥ 1 − cM−b for each M > 1 such that the measure
E[(µ(·; Γ) ⊗ · · · ⊗ µ(·; Γ))1EM

] has a density g with respect to Lebesgue measure that satisfies the
bound

(A.10) g(z1, . . . , zn) ≤ M
(
min
i̸=i′

|zi − zi′ |
)−a

n∏
i=2

(
min
i′<i

|zi − zi′ |
)dCLE−2

, z1, . . . , zn ∈ K.

Proof. By the conformal covariance of the gasket measure, it suffices to assume D = H. Our aim
is to define events EM with P[EM ] ≥ 1 − O(M−b) so that the following is true. Suppose that
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z1, . . . , zn ∈ K are distinct and that r > 0 is small enough so that the balls B(zi, r) are disjoint.
Then

(A.11) E
[

n∏
i=1

µ(B(zi, r); Γ)1EM

]
≤ Mr2n(min

i̸=i′
|zi − zi′ |

)−a
n∏

i=2

(
min
i′<i

|zi − zi′ |
)dCLE−2

.

From this we conclude that the measure E[(µ(·; Γ) ⊗ · · · ⊗ µ(·; Γ))1EM
], at least away from the

diagonals, is absolutely continuous with respect to the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure, and
Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem yields the upper bound (A.10) for the density. Finally, since by
Lemma A.6, µ(·; Γ) a.s. does not have atoms, we obtain that E[(µ(·; Γ) ⊗ · · · ⊗ µ(·; Γ))1EM

] is 0 on
the diagonals. This will conclude the proof of the lemma.

Let Esep
z,j = Esep

z,j (rsep) be the events defined in Section 4.1, and let F̃z,j be as defined in Section 4.1.
Fix a > 0 small. For j ∈ N, 2−j < dist(K, ∂D), let Ẽj be the event that for each z ∈ 2−jZ2 such
that B(z, 2−j) ∩ K ̸= ∅ there is (1 − a)j ≤ j′ < j such that Esep

z,j′ occurs. Let Ej0 = ∩j≥j0Ẽj . Given
any b > 0, by Lemma 4.3 there is rsep > 0 and c > 0 such that P[(Ej0)c] ≤ ce−bj0 .

Suppose that we are on the event Ej0 . Let r0 = 2−j0 . Given z1, . . . , zn, let ri,k (resp. si,k) be the
outer (resp. inner) radii for the annuli centered at the points z1, . . . , zn from Lemma A.7. We explore
the CLEκ′ from the outside to the inside. For each of the annuli A(zi, si,k, ri,k), we find the first
scale j′ within B(zi, ri,k) so that Esep

z′,j′ occurs where z′ ∈ r1+a
i,k Z2 is the point closest to zi. For each

of the annuli A(zi, si,k, ri,k) with k < ni we get from Lemma A.5 that

P[ΥΓ ∩ B(zi, si,k) ̸= ∅ | F̃z′,j′ ]1Esep
z′,j′

≤ c(si,k/2−j′)2−dCLE ≤ c(si,k/ri,k)2−dCLEr−a
i,k ,

and for each B(zi, ri,k) we get from Lemma A.4 that

E[µ(B(zi, r); Γ) | F̃z′,j′ ]1Esep
z′,j′

≤ cr22−j′(dCLE−2) ≤ cr2/r2−dCLE+a
i,k

Noting that we can choose the annuli so that the total number of annuli is at most ∑i ni ≤ 2n, we
conclude by (A.9) that for some constants c1, c2 > 0 that

E
[

n∏
i=1

µ(B(zi, r); Γ)1Ej0

]
≤ c1r2n(min

i
ri,ni)−2na

(
n∏

i=1

∏ni−1
k=1 si,k∏ni
k=1 ri,k

)2−dCLE

≤ c2r2n(min
i̸=i′

|zi − zi′ |)−2na

(
n∏

i=2

1
mini′<i |zi − zi′ |

)2−dCLE

.

This proves (A.11) for a fixed M . Finally, note that changing r0 to r̃0 in Lemma A.7 corresponds
to an extra factor of (r0/r̃0)n in (A.9). This implies that we can take EM = Ej0 with j0 ≍ log M as
M → ∞ in (A.11), concluding that P[(EM )c] = O(M−b). □

Proof of Proposition A.1. Let EM , M > 1, be the events from Lemma A.8. Then Lemma A.8
implies that E[(µ(·; Γ) ⊗ · · · ⊗ µ(·; Γ))1EM

] has a density g with respect to Lebesgue measure
satisfying the bound (A.10). Suppose that we have z ∈ D and r > 0 so that B(z, r) ⊆ K. Then

E[µ(B(z, r); Γ)n1EM
] =

∫
B(z,r)n

g(z1, . . . , zn) dz1 · · · dzn.

Inserting the bound (A.10) into the above expression and then integrating implies the result. □
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A.2. Lower bound. We conclude the section with proving the lower bound Proposition 2.7. We
first prove that the measure µ(·; Γ) is a.s. positive.

Lemma A.9. Suppose that Γ is a CLEκ′ on a simply connected domain D ⊆ C, let ΥΓ be its
gasket, and let µ(·; Γ) be the volume measure on ΥΓ. Then µ(D; Γ) > 0 a.s.

Proof. We have that µ(D; Γ) is not identically zero, therefore p = P[µ(D; Γ) > 0] > 0, and by the
conformal covariance this probability does not depend on D. By repeatedly applying the Markov
property of the measure we conclude that p = 1. □

Proof of Proposition 2.7. Suppose that a, b > 0 and a compact set K ⊆ D are fixed. Let M > 1 and
let Ej be the event that the following holds. For each z ∈ 2−j(1+a)Z2 such that B(z, 2−j) ∩ K ̸= ∅
there exists 2−j(1+a) < r < 2−j such that the following holds.

• There is a collection of at most M points {ui} in A(z, r, 2r) that separate ∂B(z, r) from
∂B(z, 2r) in ΥΓ.

• For each ui, the two strands intersecting at ui intersect at a point vi near ui so that if Vi is
the region bounded between the two strands from ui to vi, then µ(Vi; Γ) ≥ M−1rdCLE .

By Lemma A.9, the scaling covariance of the volume measure, and the independence across scales
(this is the same argument as used in Lemma 4.7 or 4.8), we see that if M is sufficiently large
(depending on a), then P[(Ej)c] ≤ O(e−bj).
Suppose that 2−j < dist(K, ∂D) and we are on the event Ej . Let x ∈ ΥΓ∩K and w ∈ ∂Bpath(x, 2−j).
Let Bx,w ⊆ BE(x, 2−j) be a simply connected set containing all simple admissible paths within
BE(x, 2−j) from x to w. Let z ∈ 2−j(1+a)Z2 be the point closest to x, and let 2−j(1+a) < r < 2−j

be as in the definition of the event Ej . Since w ∈ ∂Bpath(x, 2−j), there is an admissible path γ from
x to w crossing A(z, r, 2r). Then γ needs to cross one of the Vi, and we have Vi ⊆ Bx,w. Therefore

µ(Bx,w; Γ) ≥ µ(Vi; Γ) ≥ M−1rdCLE ≥ M−12−j(1+a)dCLE .

Taking a union bound over j gives the result. □
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