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EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF THE CANONICAL BROWNIAN
MOTION IN NON-SIMPLE CONFORMAL LOOP ENSEMBLE GASKETS

JASON MILLER AND YIZHENG YUAN

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

1.1. Overview. The conformal loop ensembles (CLE,) are canonical models for conformally
invariant random planar fractals, indexed by a parameter x € [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, LSWO04]. In
the setting of random lattices convergence results have been proved in [Shel6b, GM21] using the
framework developed in [Shel6a, DMS21].

DEPARTMENT OF PURE MATHEMATICS AND MATHEMATICAL STATISTICS, UNIVERSITY OF CAMBRIDGE
FacurLty OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF VIENNA
Date: December 5, 2025.


https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.04807v1

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 CLE,, for x € (4,8), giving rise to the CLE,; Brownian motion.
The particular case of critical percolation, corresponding to x = 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 [DMMY25] we will prove that the simple random walk on critical percolation
on the triangular lattice converges to the CLEg 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 [Crol8].

Each CLE, 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 CLE, 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])

3K

(8 —k)(3k —8) :1+2+7.
32k Kk 32
The trivial case CLEg/3 is the empty collection of loops, and CLEg consists of a single space-filling
loop. When « € (8/3,8), CLE,; consists of a countable collection of loops. In the regime x € (8/3, 4]
the loops are simple, do not intersect each other, or the domain boundary, while for x € (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 CLE,. In the former, inside of each
loop one has another CLE, while the latter consists of just the outermost loops of a nested CLE,.

(1.1) doLg =2 —

In order to construct and characterize the CLE, Brownian motion, it suffices to construct and
characterize a Dirichlet form defined on the CLE,; 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 CLE, 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, 00) is a collection of
edge weights. For each function f: V — R define

g(fvf) = Z w(m,y)(f(x)—f(y))2,

{z,y}€FE

and for each z,y € V distinct define

(1.2) R(z,y) = (win{E(f, f) | f: V = R, f(z) =1, f(y) = 0}) .

Then & 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, £, and R determine the others [Kig01, Section 2.1]. Further,
given a finite measure p on V, there is a natural Markov process given as follows. For each x € V|
let po(z) = 32, w(z,y). At vertex z, the process jumps at an exponentially distributed time
with rate po(z)/pu(x), and it jumps to y with probability w(z,y)/po(z). This Markov process is
symmetric with respect to the measure p (see [CF12, Section 2.2.1]), and is called the Hunt process
associated with the Dirichlet form € on L?(u). We note that the measure p only determines the
rate of the jumps, whereas the jump probabilities are determined by £ (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 p on F', we get a p-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 CLE, gasket, it suffices to construct
and characterize a resistance form and a Borel measure. The canonical measure on the CLE, gasket
was constructed in [MS22] and is characterized as the unique measure that is locally determined by
the CLE,; 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 CLE, gasket. Once we have
this, we obtain the canonical CLE, Brownian motion as its associated Markov process, and we will
prove an equivalent characterization of the CLE, Brownian motion.

As alluded to above, it is shown in [Crol8] that convergence of resistance metric spaces equipped
with measures implies convergence of the associated Markov processes. The CLE, gasket measure
is the conjectural scaling limit of the uniform measure on the cluster of a lattice model converging
to CLE,. We further conjecture that the CLE, 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 CLE, Brownian motion constructed in this paper, and to
establish this using [Crol8] 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 CLE, measure.

1.2. Main results. Throughout the paper we let x’ € (4, 8) be fixed. We let

(12— k)4 +K)

1.3 dapl = 2 —
(1.3) dbl 3 )

2
(1.4) dsig =1+ E,

respectively be the double point dimension of SLE,, [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 CLE,, 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 C, z,y € U, and collection of loops ¥ we let P(z,y;U;X) denote the set of paths in
U from z to y that do not cross any of the loops in X.

Suppose that £ is a (random) non-self-crossing loop in C, let C' denote the set of points that are
inside £ (i.e. with winding number 1), and let I'c be a conditionally independent (non-nested)
CLE,/ in each of the connected components of C. We write I' = {£L} UT'¢. We define the gasket
Tr of I'c as the metric space (AT, dpath) equipped with an embedding IIp: A+ — C as follows. Let

Tr C C be the set of points in C' that do not lie on or inside any loop of I'c. For each z,y € Tr
define

(1.5) dpath (7, y) = inf{diamg(y) : v € P(z,y; C;T)}
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where diamg denotes the diameter with respect to the Euclidean metric. We let (AT, dpatn) be the
metric space completion of ('Y“r, dpath), and let IIp: A+ — C be the continuous extension of the
natural embedding map. We let T denote the tuple (AT, dpath, IIr) and (with a slight abuse of
notation) identify its points with their images in C under the embedding IIp.

Let € be the collection of regions V' C C' such that there exists a finite collection of loops L1, ..., L, €
I'c such that V' is a union of connected components of C'\ (£1 U---U L) that are not inside the
loops L1,..., L, and such that the completion V of V' with respect to the metric

dV(xvy) = mf{dlamE(’Y) oS P(l’,y,v, {‘Cv Ela SRR [’n})}

is simply connected. Let
dyaen (7, y) = inf{diamg () : v € P(z,4; V;T)}, 2,y € VN Tr.

It is explained in [AMY25b, Lemma 1.10] that (V N Y, dgath) is compact.!

For each open, simply connected U C C, let 'y« C I'c be the collection of loops that are entirely
contained in U, and let U* C U N C be the set of points that are not on or inside any loop of
Ie \ T'y». We will (with a slight abuse of notation) view U* as the metric space equipped with the
metric

dy+(z,y) = inf{diamg(y) : v € P(z,y; U;T \ T'y+)}.

In other words, we include the information how the connected components of U* are linked together.
We further write €y ={V € €:V C U}.

Our first main result is a characterization of the Brownian motion on the CLE,/ gasket in terms
of its resistance form. We recall that a resistance form (€, F) is called regular if F N C.(F,%R) is
dense in C.(F,R) with respect to the supremum norm where (F,fR) is the resistance metric space
associated with (€, F) and C.(F,R) denotes the space of compactly supported continuous functions
on (F,R). Together with a measure u whose support is F, it gives rise to a regular Dirichlet form
on L?(F, ) and thus a p-symmetric Hunt process (see [Kigl12, Theorem 9.4]). A resistance form is
called local if E(f,g) = 0 for each f,g € F with suppy(f) Nsuppy(g) = 0. 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(,5T),Fr) on Yr is a CLE, resistance form if the following holds. For each V € €, there exists
a resistance form (EV (-, 5 I), Fyr) on VN Y such that the following properties are satisfied.

L (E(-, 1), Fr) is a local, regular resistance form, and its associated resistance metric R(-,-;T")
is topologically equivalent to dpagn .
II. Let Vp,...,V, € €, n €N, such that V;N'V; =0 fori+# j and J; V; N Yr = Yr. Then

Fr=A{f: f‘VmTr € Fv,r for each i},
and E(f,f;T) = Zg%(ﬂviﬂ“rr’ﬂVmTF;F)‘

See Figure 1.1.

INote that dglth(ac, y) = dpatn(z,y) for | — y| < min; diamg(L;) where L4,..., L, is from the definition of €.
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FicUrg 1.1. Illustration of the locality property of the CLE,: 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 CLE,/. The subregions are connected at a finite number of points
(indicated by red dots).

Ir ifv,vee, VeV, and f: zﬁ Tr — R is a continuous function that is constant on each
dpath-connected component of V' N Y\ 'V, then

f € Fvr if and only if flgay, € Fyr
and £Y'(f, ;1) = €Y (f, ;).

IV. For each open, simply connected U C C, the collection (£ (+,;T))vee, is a.s. determined by
(FU* ) d];[)]ath) :
V. Let U C C be open, simply connected, and z € C. Then
(EV(‘a S FU*))VECU - (5V+Z(TZ‘7 TZ; PU* + Z))VEQU a.s.,

where T, f = f(- — z) denotes translation by z.
VI. There exists a constant o > 0 so that the following holds. Let U C C be open, simply connected,
and A > 0. Then

(€Y (5 Tu)veey = A EN (Sx-, Sas ALu=))vee,  as.,
where Syf = f(A71).

Condition II can be interpreted as giving that the space (Yr,%(:,T')) is obtained by “gluing”
the spaces (V; N Yp,RYi(-,;T)), see Lemma 2.16. We will see in Proposition 3.2 that the forms
EV(-,~T), V € ¢, are determined by the form £(-,-;T).

To give the existence and uniqueness theorem, we start by considering the following particular setup.
Let I'p be a nested CLE,s on D, let £ be the outermost loop of I such that 0 is inside £, and let C
be the regions inside £. We let T'c be the loops of I'p contained in C and let I' = {£L} UT¢. We
equip the gasket Y1 of I'c with the metric dpaen defined in (1.5).

Theorem 1.2. For each ' € (4,8) there exists a unique (up to a deterministic factor) CLE,/ re-
sistance form in the sense of Definition 1.1. The exponent o depends only on k' and satisfies

a € [dgbl, dsiE]-
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In fact, we will prove that the CLE,s resistance form is already determined by a weaker list of
assumptions; we will call them weak CLE,/ resistance forms, see Definition 3.1. We will show that
every weak CLE,/ resistance form in fact satisfies the stronger list of properties in Definition 1.1.

As explained above, a CLE, resistance form determines a Markov process once we specify a measure.
It was shown in [MS22] that there is a canonical measure yu(+;I') on the gasket T 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 CLE,/ 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 I'. We
call a continuous Markov process X with law (Py)zex, on the gasket Yt a CLE,s Brownian motion
if it satisfies the following properties.

I It is a symmetric diffusion process with infinite lifetime on (Y, dpatn) with respect to the gasket
measure p(-;T).
1I. Its Dirichlet form is a resistance form, and its resistance metric is topologically equivalent
to dpath-
1I1. For each open, simply connected U C C, consider the process Xy obtained from killing it upon
exiting U. The law of this Markov process is P-a.s. determined by (FU*,dgath).
1V. Let Fyy be a measurable function that associates to (FU*,dgath) the Markov process Xy .
(a) For each open, simply connected U C C and z € C, the functions Fy, Fyy, can be chosen
so that Fyy, = (T.)«Fu(- — z) where T, X (t) = X (t) + z denotes translation by z.
(b) There exists a constant o > 0 so that the following holds. For each open, simply connected
U C C and X > 0, the functions Fyy, Fxy can be chosen so that Fxy = (S))«Fy(A™1)
where Sy X (t) = AX (A\~dcLe—ay),

Theorem 1.4. Consider the same setup as described above Theorem 1.2. For each k' € (4,8)
there exists a unique (up to time-change by a deterministic factor) CLE, Brownian motion in the
sense of Definition 1.5. Its associated resistance form is a CLE, resistance form in the sense of
Definition 1.1.

We will show in Section 6.3 that the CLE,s 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
[Kigl2, (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, z, x) < t~¢cLe/(doLeta)—o(l) 45 ¢ N\ 0
where « is the exponent in Theorem 1.2. We expect that the matching lower bound also holds, i.e.
the spectral dimension of the CLE,, Brownian motion is 2dcrg/(dcLg + «).

We now explain that the setup can be generalized to define the CLE,, Brownian motion (equivalently
CLE, resistance form) on each interior cluster of a CLE,/ in a simply connected domain or of a
whole-plane CLE,,. 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 I'” be a nested CLE,, on a simply connected
domain D C C or a whole-plane CLE,/. We consider the countable collection of its gaskets, i.e.
the dgath—completions of the spaces of points that do not lie on any loop of I'”. Here, the exterior
gasket (i.e. the one with 9D as its exterior boundary) is split by dD into a countable number of
gaskets. Let (YTh)ren be an enumeration of all the gaskets of I'?. For each open U C C we let
I'P|;; denote the countable collection of loops and maximal strands of ' that are contained in U.
We define € and € 1y as above for each cluster Ty, and we let € = (J,cn € and €y = Upen Ck,u-

Theorem 1.5. Consider the setup described just above where we let TC be a nested whole-
plane CLE,s. There exists a unique (up to a deterministic factor) collection of resistance forms
E(-,TC) = ((EF (., Fc)af“rk,rc))keN that is measurable with respect to T'C and satisfies the fol-
lowing properties. There is a further collection of resistance forms (€Y (-, ; FC),FVI‘C))Veqj such
that the following hold.

I. For each k € N we have that (E*(-, ; FC),fThFc) is a local, reqular resistance form on Y.

Its associated resistance metric R*(-,-;T'C) is topologically equivalent to dngth'

II. Let Vi,...,V, € €, n € N, such that V;NV; =0 fori# j and \J; Vi N Yy = Yy. Then
Fr,re =1{f: f\vzﬂTk € Fy, rc for each i},
and  EX(f, f:T%) = 32 €% (flgzve, flgrir, 3 T):

I Ifv,v' e &, V.C V' and f: fﬁ Tr — R is a continuous function that is constant on each
dpath-connected component of V' MYy \'V, then
[ € Fyire if and only if flyy, € Fyre
and EV'(f, 1;1C) = EV(f, 1;T°).
1V. For each open set U C C, the collection of forms (EV(-,-;FC))VegU 18 a.s. a measurable
function of TC|y.
V. For each z € C, we have
E(,TC) = S(Tz-,Tz-;FC +2) as.,
where T, f = f(- — z) denotes translation by z.
VI. There exists a constant o > 0 so that for each A > 0, we have
E(-,TC) = X*E(Sy-, S\; ALC)  a.s.,
where Sxf = f(A™L).
The analogous statement holds for the CLE,s Brownian motion.

Theorem 1.6. Consider the setup described just above. There exists a unique (up to a deterministic
factor) collection of measurable functions TP s E(-, - T'P) for each simply connected domain D C C
where each (-, TP) = ((EF(-,TP), Fy, rp))ken is a collection of resistance forms with the
following properties. There is a further collection of resistance forms ((EY (-, T'P), Fyro))vee such
that the following hold.

I. For each k € N we have that (EF(-, -; I'P), Fy, ro) is a local, regular resistance form on Yy,

Its associated resistance metric iﬁk(-, B FD) is topologically equivalent to dg;th.



8 THE BROWNIAN MOTION IN NON-SIMPLE CLE GASKETS

II. Let Vi,...,V, € €, n € N, such that V;NV; =0 fori+# j and J; Vi N T = Y. Then
Fr,ro =1{f: f’vmyk € Fy,rp for each i},
and EF(f, f;TP) = Z‘gw(ﬂﬁmrk’ﬂﬁmn;rl))‘

IHI If V,V' € €, V. C V', and f: Zﬂ T — R is a continuous function that is constant on each
dpath-connected component of V' N Y \'V, then

f € Fyiro if and only if f‘VﬂTk € Fyrp
and EV'(f, f;TP) = EV(f, f;TP).

IV. For each open set U C C, the collection of forms (EV (-, -;FD))VEQU 18 a.s. a measurable
function of T'P|y; that does not depend on the choice of D.
V. For each simply connected domain D C C and z € C, we have

&, -;FD) = E(Tz-,Tz-;FD +2) as.,
where T, f = f(- — z) denotes translation by z.

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

g(a7FD) :)‘ag(s)\'vs)\';)\FD) a.s.,
where Syf = f(A71).

The analogous statement holds for the CLE,, 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 [BAHO00]. (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, BB0O7, MP07].

Uniform spanning tree. The scaling limit of the uniform spanning tree in two dimensions has been
established in [LSWO04, LV21, HS18] and is given by the CLEs. 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 Sierpinski
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 CLE,s 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 CLE,/ 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 CLE, resistance forms will be divided into Sections 4 and 5.
We show in Section 4 that any two weak CLE,: 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 CLE, s 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 CLE, 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 CLE,/ loops.

Finally, we show in Section 6 the equivalence between the characterization of the CLE,/ resistance
form in Definition 1.1 and the characterization of the CLE,, Brownian motion in Definition 1.3,
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thus showing Theorem 1.4. We will also show that the CLE,/ Brownian motion is not conformally
invariant.

In Appendix A we establish some strong concentration and homogeneity results for the CLE,, gasket
measure (focusing on the case ' € (4,8)). This will serve as an input into the proof of tightness in
Section 3 and is of independent interest.

Notation. For 2 € C and ro > r; > 0, we denote A(z,r1,72) = B(z,72) \ B(z,m1). Let
OmA(z,r1,m2) = 0B(z,7r1) and JousA(z,7r1,72) = 0B(z,72). For a bounded set A C 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 C V. We sometimes write
distg, diamg, B, etc. to refer to the Euclidean metric (as opposed to the CLE metric or the dpatn
metric).

For a function f depending on § € (0, 1], we write f(&) = O(d°) if f is bounded by a constant times
§°. We also write f(d) = 0>(8) if f(0) = O(4°) for any fixed b > 0. We write a < b if a < cb for a
constant ¢ > 0, and we write a < bif a < b and b < a.

We assume throughout the paper that «" € (4, 8) is fixed, and we write k = 16/x € (2,4). We always
consider nested CLE,, in the proofs (which is required to use the resampling tools from [AMY25a];
see Section 2.2.2).

For the resistance form £V (-, -;T') whose domain Fyr consists of functions defined on VN Yr, we will
often write £V (f, f;T) for gv(ﬂVmTp’ f|VnTp5 I') when f is a function defined on a larger domain

(e.g. Tr or V1 N T with V3 D V). We will also write f|y for fler -

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 (SLE,) 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 C and z,y € 0D
distinct, for each x > 0, the SLE, in D from z to y is a random non-self-crossing curve in D
from x to y. The SLE, in H from 0 to oo is characterized by the following property. There is a
parameterization so that if for each t > 0 we let H; be the unbounded connected component of
H \ 1([0,¢]) and g; is the unique conformal map H; — H with ¢;(z) — z — 0 as z — oo, then

2
2 %08 =m0
where U; = \/kB; and B is a standard real-valued Brownian motion. (The existence of the SLE,
curve was proved for k # 8 in [RS05], for k = 8 in [LSWO04] using the convergence of the UST Peano
curve to SLEg, and alternatively for £ = 8 using continuum methods in [AM22]). The SLE, in
a general simply connected domain D from x to y is then defined as the image of an SLE, in H
from 0 to co under any conformal map D — H that takes 0 to z and y to oc.

for z € Hy, go(2) = z,

The SLE,(p) processes are an important variant of SLE,; first introduced in [LSWO03, Section 8.3].
They depend on an additional marked point vy € OH (called the force point) and p (the weight
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of the force point). In the case p > —2, the SLE,(p) in H from 0 to oo with force point at vy is
constructed by solving (2.1) where U is taken to be the solution of the SDE

P 2
2.2 dU; = +/kdB dt, dV; = dt, Vy = .
(2.2) =k t+Ut_Vt ; t vi—u,% 0= v
If D C C is another simply connected domain and z,y, z € 9D, the SLE,(p) 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,
00, and vy to z, y, and z, respectively. The existence of the SLE(p) curve was proved in [MS16a].

2.2. Conformal loop ensembles. The conformal loop ensembles (CLE) are the loop version of
SLE,;. 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 SLE, only describes the scaling limit of a single interface. A CLE, consists of a countable
collection of loops each of which locally look like an SLE,. The CLE, are defined for « € [8/3, 8].
At the extreme x = 8/3 it is the empty collection of loops and for k = 8 it is a single space-filling
loop. In this paper, we will be focused on the regime ' € (4, 8). In what follows, we will recall the
construction and basic facts regarding CLE,-, then the so-called partial explorations of CLE,/, and
then resampling operations that one can perform on CLE,;.

2.2.1. Definition of CLE,/. We now review an explicit construction of CLE, for &’ € (4, 8). Suppose
that the domain is H, and we fix the point 0 € 0H, referred to as the root of the exploration. Let
7' be an SLE./ (k' — 6) from 0 to co with a force point at 0F. Suppose that 0 < ¢ < 7 are such that
n'(0),n' (1) € Ry and 1/ ((o, 7)) "NR4 = 0. For each such (o, 1), we let L, ; be the loop consisting of
n'([o, 7]) followed by a conditionally independent SLE,/ from n'(7) to n’(c) in the complementary
connected component. Given the collection of loops £, just constructed, we repeat the procedure
in each complementary connected component of the union of these loops. Let I' be the countable
collection of loops constructed from each iteration of this procedure.

It is shown in [She09, MS16b] that the law of I does not depend on the choice of the root, and is
invariant under conformal transformations of the domain. We call I' the nested CLE,/, and we call
the collection of outermost loops of I' (i.e. when we do not repeat the exploration in the components
inside the loops) the non-nested CLE,y.

The whole-plane nested CLE, is constructed in [MWW16] as the limit of nested CLE,/ in any
increasing sequence of domains D,, with dist(0,9D,,) — co.

2.2.2. Multichordal CLE,s and partial explorations. We are now going to recall some of the results
from [AMY?25a] about partially explored CLE,/, 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 C be a simply connected domain. Fix N € Ny and let x = (x1,...,2aN)
be a collection of distinct prime ends which are ordered counterclockwise.

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

(ii) Suppose that (D;z) € Doy, and we have a non-crossing collection of paths v = (y1,...,YN)
outside of D where each y; connects a distinct pair of marked points. The paths v induce a
planar link pattern B on the exterior of D, formally described by a partition of the marked points
into pairs f = {{a1,b1},...,{an,bn}} where {a1,b1,...,an,bn} ={1,...,2N}, a, < b, and
such that the configuration a, < as < b, < bs does not occur. We let D be the collection of
exterior link pattern decorated marked domains.
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(iii) Suppose that (D;x) € Dan, and we have a non-crossing collection of paths n = (n1,...,1mN) in

D where each n; connects a distinct pair of marked points. We will also consider the planar
link pattern o on the interior of D induced by the paths 1.

We review the definition of the multichordal CLE,/ in a marked domain (D;z;3) € DS whose

law we will denote by P%ﬂgf‘ﬁ). A sample from P(Cl‘%g'fﬂ) consists of a pair (1,I') where n =
(M1, ...,mn) is a family of curves that connect the marked points z and, given 7, the collection T

consists of a conditionally independent nested CLE, in each of the complementary components
of the 7. (Sometimes we write just I' to denote both (n,T").) In the case N = 1 which we call a
monochordal CLE,/, the law of n; is given by an SLE, in D from 1 to z2. In the case N = 2 which
we call a bichordal CLE,, the interior link pattern « between the four points x1, ..., x4 is sampled
from an explicit law determined in [MSW20, MW18] (see [AMY25a, equation (1.1)]), and given «,
the two chords (11, 72) are sampled from the unique law such that the conditional law of n; given
72 is that of a SLE, in the complementary component and vice versa. It is shown in [MSW20]
that the law of (11, 79) is characterized as the unique invariant law of a certain Markov chain. For
general N > 2, the law of 1 under the multichordal CLE,; is the unique law that is invariant under
the following resampling kernels: Fix any 1 < iy < io < i3 < 44 < 2N and condition on the 7 that
do not start at z;,,...,x;,. 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 CLE,: with exterior link pattern induced by 8 and the remaining chords.

The multichordal CLE,: law is conformally invariant, i.e., if ¢o: D — D is a conformal transformation,
CLE, P CLEx

then the law P(Ew@);ﬁ) is given by the law of ¢(I") under P(D;g;ﬁ)'

It is shown in [AMY25a, Theorem 1.11] that multichordal CLE,, arises naturally from partial

explorations of CLE,:. Suppose that D C C is a simply connected domain and let ¢: D — D

a conformal transformation. Let PBp consist of all pairs (U, V) of simply connected domains

U CV C D with dist(¢(D\ V), p(U)) > 0. (Note that Bp does not depend on ¢.) Suppose that I'

is a nested CLE, in D and (U,V) € Bp. Let Y'Y be the collection of maximal arcs of loops of T’

out

that are disjoint from U and intersect D \ V. We call VU the partial exploration of the loops of I'

out

intersecting D \ V up until they hit U. Let V*U be the connected component containing U after

removing the loops and strands of I’*’V’U, and let FTI;V’U denote the remainder of T' in V*U.

out

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

F:;’u‘t/’U of the remainder F;}’IV’U has the law of a multichordal CLE in VU where the exterior link
* V,U
out -

pattern B is induced by the arcs of I’

It is also shown in [AMY25b] that the law of a multichordal CLE,; is continuous as one moves the
marked points and the domain. We recall two such statements. The next proposition concerns the
link pattern a induced by chords 1 of a multichordal CLE,;.

Proposition 2.3 ([AMY25a, Theorem 1.6(iv)]). For each (D;x; ) € DN and each interior link
pattern ag, we have P(C]:I)JE?B) [ = ap] > 0, and this probability depends continuously on x.

We say that a sequence of (Dy;z,,) € Dan converges to (D;z) € Doy in the Carathéodory sense if
©n — @ locally uniformly and ¢, !(x,) — ¢~ !(z) pointwise where ¢,,: D — D,, (resp. ¢: D — D)
is the unique conformal map with ¢,,(0) = zo, ¢/,(0) > 0 (resp. ¢(0) = 2o, ¢’(0) > 0) for some fixed
zp € D.
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Proposition 2.4 ([AMY25a, Proposition 6.1]). Let (D;z;3) € D%, and suppose that ((Dp;z,,))
is a sequence in Don converging to (D;x) in the Carathéodory sense. For each n let Ty, have law

P%ﬁ;m gy, and let T have law P(EP - Let (U,V) € Pp with V € D, then the law of (Tp)VY
+ V,U

converges to the law of I';)"" in total variation as n — oo.

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) CLE.
Let us now describe more precisely what we mean by a resampling procedure. Suppose that I" is a
multichordal CLE,; in (D;z; ), and let W C D. Then we can construct another multichordal CLE,
in (D;z; () coupled with I" by repeatedly applying the following procedure. We select (U, V') € Bp
with V' C W randomly in a way that is independent of the CLE configuration within W, and let T be
such that f‘Z{X’U =T z{X’U, and l:i*I;V’U is sampled from its conditional law given f‘;;l‘t/’U

of F;‘r’lV’U). We say that I''® is a resampling of I' within W if it is obtained by applying such a
procedure a (random) number of times.

(independently

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 I' is a nested CLE,s in a simply connected
domain D. For each a € (0,1), b > 0 there exist p > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that the following holds.

Let z € D and jo € Z be such that B(z,277°) C D. There exists a resampling 75 of T' within
A(2,277,2771L) for each j > jo with the following property. Let F, ; be the event that

® no loop in I crosses the annulus A(z,277,270+1),

e denoting C the loops in T’ that cross A(z,277,279%L), the collection of loops of T and %5
remain the same in each connected component of C\ |JC that is not surrounded by a loop

in C and intersects B(z,277), and the gasket of I in these components is contained in the

gasket of I'7%.

For k € N, let C:’Z,jmk be the event that the number of j = jo+1,...,50 + k so that
P[F.; [T]zp
is at least (1 — a)k. Then

P[(G.,jok)] < ce” .

2.3. CLE gasket measure. Let D C C be a simply connected domain, let I' be a non-nested
CLE,s in D, and let Yt be its gasket. Let dorg be as in (1.1). It is shown in [MS22] that there
exists a unique (up to a deterministic constant) measure u(-;I') on Y satisfying the following
properties.
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o We have E[u(K;T')] < oo for each compact set K C D.

e Let U C D be open, simply connected, and let U* C U be the set of points that are not
on or inside a loop £ € T with LN D\ U # 0. For each connected component V' of U*, let
I'y C T be the loops contained in V. Then the measure p(- N V;T') is determined by I'y
and almost surely

pE(ATY) = [ I/ @ udz o (1)
where ¢: D — V is a conformal transformation.

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

Proposition 2.6. Let I" be a CLE,s in a simply connected domain D C C and let u(-;T') denote
the gasket measure on Yr. Fiz any a > 0 and a compact set K C D. For each r > 0, let E, be the
event that

sup u(Bp(z,7); T) < rfore=e,
zeK

Then P[ES] = 0*°(r) as r N\, 0.

Proposition 2.7. Let " be a CLE,s in a simply connected domain D C C and let u(-;T') denote

the gasket measure on Yr. Fiz any a > 0 and a compact set K C D. For each r > 0, let E, be the

event that the following holds. Let x € Yr N K and w € 0Bpan(x, 7). Let By € Br(x,r) be a

simply connected set containing all simple admissible paths within Bg(z,r) from x to w. Then
pw(Byaw; T) > rdoretae  for eqch such z,w.

Then P[ES] = 0*°(r) as r N\, 0.

2.4. Geodesic CLE,s metrics. Let D C C be a simply connected domain, let I" be a nested CLE,
in D. Recall the notation P(x,y;U;I") and dpan defined in Section 1.2. If U C C is an open set,
we let I'|y denote the (countable) collection of loops and maximal strands of I' contained in U.

It is shown in [AMY25b, MY25] that one can define uniquely (up to a deterministic constant) a
geodesic metric d(-, ;') on each of the gaskets® of I" satisfying the following properties. Let Ly(¥)
denote the length of a path v with respect to d(-, ;).

e 0(-,;I") is continuous with respect to dpath-
e If we define for each open set U C C the internal metric

oV (z,y;:T) = inf L ,
(@4:1) WeP(IwI}y;U;F) °(7)

then 0V (-, ;T is a measurable function of I'|¢y and for each z € C we have
V(4 2, 4 2 Tyy.) =0Y(, - Dlyy. — 2)  almost surely.
Further, it is shown in [MY25] that the metric is scale covariant® in the following sense. There

exists a constant oz > 0 (depending only on «’) such that for each A > 0 and each open set U C C
we have

(A AT ) = A%V (-, AT hy)  almost surely.

2As in Theorem 1.6, the exterior gasket is split up by 9D.
31t is also conformally covariant, but we will not need this fact in the present paper.
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For each gasket T of I" we have that (T,9(:,-;T")) is a compact geodesic metric space. Moreover,
the metric d(-, -;I") is Holder continuous with respect to dpatn with superpolynomial tails. More
precisely, we have the following concentration estimates.

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

P (sup sup 03(1’35)(m,y;F) > 6% =0>(0) asd N0,
T zyeTnK
dpath(xvy)<6

and

P |inf  inf T) < gasta| = o®(§ 5\, 0.
inf  f o(x,y;T) < 0™(0) as 0N\
dpath(xay)zé

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 U be a finite set, and w: U x Y — [0,00) a function with w(z,y) = w(y,z) and w(z,z) =0
for each x,y € U. We consider (U, w) as a weighted graph (also called an electrical network) with
edge set given by € = {{z,y} | w(z,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 (U, w) is connected if the induced graph (0, €) is connected.

There is a natural Markov chain on 2 associated with w. At each step, the chain jumps from x to
y with probability w(z,y)/A(x) where A(z) = Y, w(x, z). This Markov chain is irreducible if and
only if (U, 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: 0 — R, let

(23) (U H) =5 X wlwy)(f@) — Fw)

z,yeV

The effective resistance R: U x U — [0, 00) is defined as

i : ) = -0V, =z
Rr.y) = {(()mm{g(f,f)\f-%%R,f() L fly) =0}, xi‘z

If (U, w) is connected, then R is finite and defines a metric on ¥ [Kig0O1, Theorem 2.1.14]. Conversely,
the edge conductances w are uniquely determined by R [Kig0O1, 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 U be a finite set and wy: B x B — [0,00) be a sequence of edge conductances
such that each (B, w,,) is connected. Let Ry: B x L — [0,00) be the associated effective resistance
metrics. Suppose that R, — R for some R: 0 x B — [0, 00) with R(x,y) > 0 for each x #y. Then
there ezists w: U x Y — [0,00) such that w, — w and R is the effective resistance associated with
w.
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Proof. We view w,, as functions taking values in the space [0, co] equipped with the topology of a
compact interval. Then, by compactness, every subsequence (wy, ) of (w,) contains a convergent
subsequence (wn, ) where the limit is a function w: ¥ x ¥ — [0,00]. But in fact, w must take

values in [0, 00) since if wy,(z,y) — oo for some x,y € Y, then we would have R,,(z,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 (wy,) contains a subsequence converging to w. This implies that
Wy, — W. ]

Lemma 2.10. Let 01,0, be two finite sets with B1NYVy = {z}. Fori= 1,2, let w;: V;xV; — [0, 00)
be edge conductances, each inducing a connected subgraph, and let R;: U; X U; — [0,00) be the
associated effective resistance. Define R: (01 UYsy) x (B UWVy) — [0,00) by

Ri(z,y), z,y € Yy,
R(l’,y) = RQ(wvy)a :E7y€m2>
Ri(z,2) + Ra(z,y), x €Dy, y € Vo.

Then R is the effective resistance associated with w given by

wl(xvy)v xvyemlv
(24) ’(U(l',y) = w?(x7y)7 $7y€m27
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. O

Lemma 2.11. Let (U, w) be a weighted graph, and let & = (U, €) be the subgraph induced by
the edges with positive conductances. Let x,y,z1,...,zn € U such that {z1,...,zN} separates x
from y in &. Let K, be the subgraph induced by removing the vertices that are strictly separated
from x by {z1,...,2n}. Let Rg (resp. Ri,) be the effective resistance associated with (&, w) (resp.
(Kz,w|k,xKk,)). Then

R@(‘T) y)_l < Z RKz (CC, Zi)_l‘

Proof. This is a consequence of [DW24, Proposition 2.4]. To apply the proposition, let P be the
collection of paths in & from z to y, and for each i let A; be the collection of paths from x to
y that visit z; before {z; : j # i}. Then P = (J; A; and by [DW24, Proposition 2.4] we have
Reg(z,y)"! = Rg(P)~! <3, Rs(A;)~!. Further, if we let A be the collection of paths from x to
z in & \ {z; : j # i}, then by monotonicity we have R, (7, 2;) < Re\(z;:j2i) (7, %) = Re(A}) <
Re(A;). O

Lemma 2.12. Let (U, w) be a weighted graph, let xo,yo € BV two distinct vertices, and let

W' (z _ w(x,y), ('Tvy) 7£ (.1307y0),
@3) {00, (z,y) = (%0, Y0)-
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(In other words, we consider the weighted graph (0',w') obtained from (0, w) by contracting (xo, yo)
to a single vertex.) Let R (resp. R') the effective resistance associated with w (resp. w'). Then

R(z,y) < R'(z,y) + for each z,y € 0.

w(xo,Y0)

Proof. This can be seen from the representation of the effective resistance given in [DW24, Propo-
sition 2.1]. Indeed, suppose that Pi,..., P, are paths in U’ from z to y, and aq,...,a, > 0,
> ag = 1. We can extend each path (if necessary) to a path in U by adding the edge (z¢, yo) and set

T( . Then the constraint > ﬁ Yor axw(zo, yo) < w(xo,yo) is satisfied.

_ 1 _
%0,%0),Px — agw(wo,y0) ¥ P

By [DW24, Proposition 2.1] we have

1
Rley) <3 0k D rem <D 0k 3 rent oo
k e€ Py k e€ Py, e#(20,Y0) Wi%o, Yo
Taking the infimum over all choices of (Py), (o), (7e,p,) gives the result. O

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 C F' finite there exists a choice of weights w: B x B — [0,00) so
that R|pxp 1s equal to the effective resistance metric associated with (B, w).

Definition 2.14. Let F' be a non-empty set. A pair (€,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 £ 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/~,&) is a Hilbert space.

(RF3) For each x # y there exists f € F such that f(z) # f(y).

(RF/) For each x,y € F, we have

|f (@) = f()?
e, f)

(RF5) We have f € F and E(f, f) < E(f, f) for each f € F where f = (fVO0) A1,

(2.5) R(z,y) ::sup{ : fEF, 5(f,f)>0}<oo.

Suppose that we are given a resistance form (€, 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 (£, F) such that (2.5) holds.

For each f € F and a,b € R we have £(af + b,af + b) = a?£(f, f), and therefore (2.5) can be
equivalently written as

(if{E(f. 1) | fEF, fla)=1, fly) =01, z#y,

(2.6) R(z,y) = {0 v =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) = FW)P < Ef, NR(z,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 (&, 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 x B — [0,00) is the weight function associated with R|px 5,
then the energy of a function g: B — R with respect to (B, w) as defined in (2.3) is given by

Elp(g,9) =min{E(f,f) | f € F, f(x) = g(z) for each x € B}.

Here, the minimum is uniquely attained as it can be realized as an orthogonal projection. If (4,,) is
an increasing sequence of finite subsets of F' such that |J,,, Ay, is dense in F', then

F=A{f € C(F,R) : im¢&|a,,(fla,., fla,) < oo},

(2.8) ECf.f) = mEla, (flan flan).

For each non-empty B C F, one can define more generally the trace (£|p, F|p) of (£,F) on B by
Fle={flp: feTF}
€lp(g,9) = min{E(f, f) | f € F, f(z) = g(x) for each x € B}.

In the case when B is finite, it follows from (RF1),(RF3),(RF5) that F|p contains all functions
g: B — R. A function f € F minimizing (2.9) for some g € F|p is called £-harmonic on F'\ B.

(2.9)

We will be interested in the case when (£, 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 (£, F). Let u be a finite Borel measure on (F, R) with suppg(p) = F.
By [Kigl2, Corollary 6.4 and Theorem 9.4], (£, F) is then a regular Dirichlet form on L?(F, u)
(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 p-symmetric Hunt process X on F
associated with (£,F). This means that the transition functions (P;):>o of the process yield
symmetric operators on L?(F, i) and

F={feL*Fp] lim & (f Pif, f)r2(u < o0},

g(fv )_hm (f Ptfa )L2(,u

Moreover, in this setup the process has infinite lifetime, and it holds that P[0, < oo] =1 for every
z,y € F where oy, = inf{t > 0| X; = y} (see [CHK17, Proof of Lemma 3.14]). We remark also that
in this setup every non-empty subset of F' has positive £1-capacity, and every &£;-quasi-continuous
function is continuous (see [Kigl2, Section 9]). In particular, by [CF12, Theorems 1.3.14, 3.1.10,
and Lemma A.2.18], every point is regular, i.e. Pylo; = 0] = 1.

If B C F is a compact subset and v is a positive Radon measure on (F, R) with suppr(v) = B,

then one can define the trace X of the process X with respect to v 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 X is given by the trace
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(€]B, F|B) of the resistance form (€, F) defined in (2.9), and its associated resistance metric is
R|pxp. By [CF12, Proposition 3.4.1] and since every point is regular, the unique minimizer in (2.9)
is given by

(2.10) Hpg(z) = E4[g(Xs,)] where op = inf{t > 0| X; € B}.

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

The resistance form (£, F) is called local if E(f, g) = 0 for each f, g € F with suppg(f)Nsuppr(g) = 0.
Since E(f,g9+ ¢) = E(f, g) for each ¢ € R, this implies that (£, 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 Fy, Fy be two sets with Fy N Fy = {z}. Fori=1,2, let (&, F;) be a resistance
form on F; with associated resistance metric R;. Define R: (F1 U Fy) X (Fy U Fy) — [0,00) by

Rl(x7y)7 a:,yEFl,
R(x’y) = RQ(xay)7 x,y € Fy,
Ri(z,2) + Ra(z,y), € Fy,y€ .

Then R is a resistance metric on F1 U Fy and the associated resistance form (€, F) is given by

]::{flf|F1€f17f|F2Ef2}7

(2.11) E 1) =& Flrs flm) + E(flmy, flm)-

Proof. Define (£, 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 z,y € F;, the minimizer in (2.6) is given
by the function that minimizes (2.6) on F; and is constant on F3_;; and for x € Fy, y € Fy, the

minimizer is given by the function with value il Py (zy)

$,Z)+R2(Z,y) on z. D

Note that in the setup of Lemma 2.15, if B C F} U F5 is a finite set with z € B, then the edge
conductances associated with R|p, Ri|pnr,, R2|BnF,, respectively, are related by Lemma 2.10.

Lemma 2.16. Let Fy, Fy be two sets such that Fy N Fs is a non-empty finite set. For i = 1,2, let
(&, Fi) be a resistance form on F;, and let (£, F) be the resistance form on Fy U Fy defined by

F=Af:fln € 71, fIr, € P2},
E ) =&frs flr) + E(flm, flm)-
Then the following holds. Let A C Fy U Fs be a finite set containing Fy N Fs, let A; = AN F; for
i=1,2, and let wa,wa,; be the weight functions associated with £|a,E;|a,, respectively. Then
wai(z,y) +was(z,y), z,y€ FiNF,,
wa,1(z,y), z,y € Fi, {z,y} € FiNFy,

wA,z(l";y), fCa?JQFQ, {xay}gFlﬂan
0, otherwise.

wa(z,y) =
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Proof. Since F} N Fy is a non-empty finite set, (£, F) is a resistance form. Suppose A C F} U F} is
a finite set containing F; N Fy. The weights wy(x,y) are given by —&(fy, fy) where f, (resp. fy)
is the harmonic function with boundary values f,(u) = dyz (resp. fy(u) = dyy) on A. For i =1,2
and x € A; let f; , be the &-harmonic function with boundary values f; »(u) = 0y, on A;. Since A
contains Fj N Fy, we have for x € A; \ As—; that

fie(u), u€F,
07 (AS F3—i7

fo(u) = {

and for x € A; N Ay that
fg;(u): fl,:(:(u)a UEFlv
f27x(u), u € Fy.

We then conclude by the polarization

Efofy) = §Eat T+ Jy) — £ = Fyo o~ £,)
= &1(falpys fylm) + E(falmos fylm)-

3. WEAK CLE, RESISTANCE FORMS

In this section, we introduce the definition of weak CLE,/ resistance forms. We will then prove their
existence by describing an approximation scheme for the CLE,, gasket. Since resistance forms are
in bijection with resistance metrics (recall Section 2.5.2), we will first construct CLE,, 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 CLE,/ 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 CLE,/ resistance forms.

3.1. Definition of weak CLE, resistance forms. Suppose that I is a CLE,/ in C as described
in Section 1.2 and (Y, dpatn) is the space defined in Section 1.2. Recall the definition of € and €y
given in Section 1.2. Suppose that for each V € € we have a resistance form (€Y (-, ;T), Fyr) on
V NYr. In the following, if f is a function defined on a set containing V N Yr, we will frequently

write fly for flgy. and EV(f, f;T) for EV(f|v, flv;T).

Definition 3.1. Suppose that we have the setup described above, and (-, T) = (EV (-, T))vee =
((EV(-,T), Fvr))vee is a random family of resistance forms on V.0 Yr for V € €, respectively,
coupled with T' (it is not required that they are determined by I"). We say that E(-,+;T) is a weak
CLE, resistance form if the following properties are satisfied almost surely.

(i) The resistance metric associated with (€ (-, 1), For) is continuous with respect to dpagh -
(i) Let U C C be open, simply connected. The conditional law of the collection (EV (-, 5T))veey
given T\ Ty« and (EV' (-, ; F))V’E¢c\ﬁ is almost surely measurable with respect to U*.
(iii) Let U C C be open, simply connected. There exists a probability kernel u¥" such that for
each z € C, the conditional law of (EV (-, T))vee,,. given (U + 2)* is (T%)uY (- — 2) where
T.E(f, f) =E(f(-+ 2), f(- + 2)) denotes translation by z.
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FIGURE 3.1. Illustration of the locality property (vi) of weak CLE, resistance forms.
(A simplified sketch of) a loop £ contained in V' is shown in green.

(iv) Suppose that V,V' € ¢, VC Vv, such that for every u € V'\ 'V there is a point z € V that
separates u from V in V' N Tp. Let f: V'NTr — R be a continuous function that is constant
on each dpaen-connected component of V' N Y\ V. Then

f € Fyrp if and only if flv € Fyr
and EV'(f,f;T) = EV(f, £;T).

(v) Suppose that Vi, Vs € € with Vi NVa = {z} (where the closure is taken with respect to dy, see
Section 1.2). Then

Fuiovar =A{f: flvu € Fuirs flv, € Fpr}
and  EVIV(F, ;1) = EN(S, ;1) + E2(, f;T).

(vi) Suppose that V € € consists of a single connected component and let L € T be a loop contained
in'V and intersecting OV . Let a,b € LN OV be distinct, let Vo, (resp. Vya) be the collection
of components of V '\ L that are connected to the counterclockwise arc of OV from a to b (resp.
from b to a) by an admissible path within V' (see Figure 3.1). Then

Fvr ={f:flv., € Fvoyrs flvia € Fvyor)
and EV(f, f;T) = EVar(f, f;T) + EVoe(f, £;T).

We note that the items (ii) and (iii) in the definition of a weak CLE, resistance form are weaker
than their counterparts IV, V in the Definition 1.1 of a (strong) CLE, 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 'y« is conditionally independent of I" \ 'y«
given U*, we have that every CLE, resistance form satisfies (ii) and (iii). The items (v), (vi) are
equivalent to IT 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 CLE,/ resistance form in the sense of Definition 1.1 is a weak
CLE, resistance form. We will prove in Sections 4 and 5 that, in fact, every weak CLE, resistance
form is a CLE,/ resistance form, and is determined by the CLE,;.

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 i)‘ic(-, -+ I') associated with
(E°(., 1), For) to be continuous in (i) already implies that each RV (-, ;T), V € €, is continuous
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with respect to dpatn (see Lemma 3.3). In particular, each function f € Fyr is continuous with

\%4

respect to RY (-, ;") and hence also with respect to dpath-

We give an equivalent characterization of weak CLE, resistance forms in terms of their associated
resistance metrics. This will be used later as we will construct a weak CLE,/ resistance form from

its resistance metric. The Proposition 3.2 below also implies that %' (-,;T') determines R" (-, -;T)
for each V C V.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that we have a family (RY (-,;T))vee of resistance metrics coupled
with T where RY (-, T): (VN Yr) x (VNYr) = [0,00). Then it is associated with a weak CLE
resistance form if and only if the following hold.

(a) The metric RC(-,;T) is continuous with respect to dpath -
(b) Let U C C be open, simply connected. The conditional law of the collection (RY (-, T))vee,
given T\ Ty« and (RY'(, -; F))ercc\ﬁ is almost surely measurable with respect to U*.

(c) Let U C C be open, simply connected. There exists a probability kernel uU” such that for
each z € C, the conditional law of (RY (-, T))vee,,. given (U + z)* is (T.)spuV (- — z) where
T.R(x,y) = R(x — z,y — z) denotes translation by z.

(d) Let V,V' € €, V. C V', and x,y € VN Y1 such that for every u € V' \'V there is a point z € V
that separates u from x,y in V' N Yr. Then

R (z,y;T) = R (2,3 T).

(e) Suppose that V1,Vs € € with Vi N Vo = {z} (where the closure is taken with respect to dy, see
Section 1.2). If x € ViNYr, y € VaNYr, then

RV (2,4 T) = RV (2, ;1) + RV2 (2, T).

(f) There exists a countable set {zp}men C Yr that is dense with respect to dpatn and such that
the following holds. Suppose that V' € € consists of a single connected component and let
L €T be a loop contained in V and intersecting OV. Then there exist two distinct points
a,b € LNIV such that the following holds for sufficiently large m € N. Let V, (resp. Vi q)
be the collection of components of V \ L that are connected to the counterclockwise arc of
AV from a to b (resp. from b to a) by an admissible path within V. Let A = {z1,...,2m},
Agp = AN m, Apg = ANV, and let w,wqp, wy o be the weight functions associated with
RY (-, )| a, %Vﬂab(-,-;F)]Amb, RVoa (-, :T)|a,., respectively. Then

wap(a,b) +wpq(a,b), {z,y} ={a,b},

’LU(.’E y) _ wa,b(xay)7 T,y € Aa,b7 {-f,y} ?é {(I, b}a
7 wb,a(‘r)y)7 T,y €< Ab,a) {xvy} 7& {CL, 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 (£V (-, T"))yee satisfies (i)-(vi), and let (RY (-, ;T))yee be the associated family of
resistance metrics.

We show (d). Let f be the £ (-, -;T')-harmonic function with f(z) =1, f(y) =0. As a consequence
of (v), f must be constant on each component of V' that is separated from z, 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



THE BROWNIAN MOTION IN NON-SIMPLE CLE GASKETS 23

x,y by a single point z € V, and by (iv) we have 5‘/,(]7, f; I =&Y(f, f;T). By the same argument,
if f"is the €Y' (-, -; T')-harmonic function with f'(z) = 1, f'(y) = 0, then EV (f', f;T) = EV'(f', f;T).
This shows that RY' (z,y;T) = RY (x,y;T).

Property (e) follows from (v) by Lemma 2.15.

We now show (f). Consider the countable collection K of loop segments ¢ C £ starting and ending
at rational times of all £ € I'. For each non-overlapping, intersecting pair £, ¢’ € K the intersection
set £N ¢ is compact. Let {z,,} be any countable dense set containing a dense set of £ N ¢’ for each
such pair £,¢' € K. Then {z,} is also dense in £ N9V for each choice of V and £ in (f). Choose
any distinct pair of a,b € LN IV N {z,,}. Then (f) follows by (vi) and Lemma 2.16.

Conversely, suppose now that (RY (-, -;T))yee satisfies (a)—(f).

Property (v) follows from (d) and (e) by Lemma 2.15.

We show (iv). Property (d) implies that £ (-, -;T) is the trace of EV'(-,T) on VN Y. By (v), the
minimizer in (2.9) must be constant on each component of VN Y \ V. This shows (iv).

We now show (vi). Let {z,,} 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 «’ € LN OV
lies on the counterclockwise arc of 9V from a to b, then

EVer(f, f;T) + 0o (f, f3T) = €V’ (f, fi 1) + EY (£, f;T) + €0 (f, f3T)
= Vs (f fiT) + € (f, fiT).
Therefore we can assume that a, b are as given in (f).
Let m e Nand A= {z1,...,2n}, Aap = ANVap, Apy = ANV,,. By () we have for sufficiently
large m that
V1A FiT) = 5 3 wlwy)(F(@) — F@) = £ a, (f, F:T) + £, (F, F:T).

2 T, yeEA

Sending m — oo, we obtain by (2.8) that

EV(f, £;T) = EVar(f, f;T) + EVoe(f, £;T).
]

In the remainder of this subsection, we show a few basic properties of weak CLE, resistance forms
and metrics.

Lemma 3.3. Almost surely, for each V € €, the metric RV (-, -;T') is topologically equivalent to dpath
on VNYr.

Proof. We will explain that the continuity of 9%0(-, - T') already implies the continuity of each
RY(-,T), V € & Suppose that there is an event with positive probability on which some
f)‘iv(-, I, V € €, 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 (-, -;T) is discontinuous and further that every point in Yr\ V is separated
from V by a single point z. But by property (d) we then have RY (-, ;") = R(-, -; F)|V0Tp which
contradicts the continuity of R (-, -;T).

Finally, since (V N Yr, dznh) is compact and RV (-, -;T) is a true metric, we also have that dgth is
continuous with respect to RY (-, -; '), i.e. the two metrics are topologically equivalent. O
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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 UimLand Vi e, 0<i<mn, are such that for each i,j > 0,
i # j, we have dpan(Vi, V) > 0 and V; N Vy consists of a single point. Let V = i_y Vi. Then

Fvr = {fiflvi € Fyr for cach 0 <i<n, 3 E%(f,[;T) < OO}
=0

and Sv(f,f;I‘) = zn:EVi(f,f;F)-

=0

Proof. By property (v), the statement holds when n is finite. When n = co, we argue as follows.
Choose a countable dense set {z,} in V N Y including the points 2, € V; NV and enumerate
them so that 2/ comes first among {z,,,} N'V; for each i. For each m, let A, = {z1,...,2m}, and let
EVa,, (-, T) be the trace of the resistance form £V (-, ;') (see Section 2.5.2). By property (v) we
have

Ean(L 1Ty = 32 €% ([ 1iT) <D EN(SL £iT)
for each m, hence by (2.8),
EV(f. £iD) < V(S D).
i=0
Conversely, due to (iv) and (v) we have

k
EV(f, 13T) > 9=V (f, ;1) = S EV(f, /1)
i=0
for each k£ € N, and hence

EV(f. 1:0) = Y &Y, £;1).

=0

The next lemma generalizes (v), (vi) to the decomposition into a finite number of subregions.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that E(-,-;T') is a weak CLE, resistance form. Then almost surely the
following holds. Let V € € and V1,...,V, € €, n € N, such that V; N V; = 0 for i # j and
U; VinYr =V NTYr. Then

Fvr ={f: flv, € Fy,r for each i},
and EV(f, f;T) = sti(f,f;m-

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, dy7) is simply connected by the definition
of €). Suppose now that V' consists of a single component and contains at least two of the V;. By
the assumption, for each i # j, the set V; N'V; is finite. We inductively decompose V N T along
these finitely many intersection points. Note that at least one of the intersection points must lie on
OV since each (V;, dﬁ) 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(-,;T))vee is a weak CLE, resistance form. Then each EV (-, T)
s 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 N T, dl‘)/ath) is compact, and since RY (-, -;T) is
continuous with respect to dpatn (Lemma 3.3), also (V. N Yp, RV (-, ;T)) is compact.

We now argue that £V (-,-;T) is local. Suppose that f,g € Fyr and supp(f) Nsupp(g) = 0. By
[AMY?25a, Lemma 5.12, 5.14], we can find a finite number of points in V' N Y that separate supp(f)
from supp(g). Let V1,Va € € be disjoint subregions containing supp(f),supp(g), respectively.
Applying Lemma 3.5 twice, we see that

EV(f+9.f+gT)=EN(f /D) +E%(g,9:T) =EV (£, /1) + £V (9, 9:T)
and therefore
AV (f.g )= (f+ 9. f+gT) - EV(f—g.f—g:T) =0.
0

The next lemma states that the associated family of resistance metrics R(-, ;') = (R (-, 5 T))vee
satisfies the definition of a CLE,s metric in [AMY25b, Definition 1.5] with e = 0 (which is recalled
in Section 3.2.2 below). As a result, all results from [AMY25b] apply to R(-,-;T).

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that R(-,;T) = (RY (-, T))vee is the family of resistance metrics associated
with a weak CLE,, resistance form. Then R(-,-;T') is a CLE, metric in the sense of [AMY25b,
Definition 1.5] with e = 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 € €,
E)‘iv(x,y;F) = Vl,i\mv %V/(J:,y; I, z,yeVNTYr.

Proof. The definition of € implies that if V' D 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 R (z,y:T) = RY (2, y;T) for &,y € V N Y1 by Proposition 3.2(d). d

Lemma 3.9 (Monotonicity). The following holds almost surely. Let V,V' € €, V CV'. Then
Eﬁvl(a:, y; ) < %V(m, y;[), z,yeVNTr.
Proof. Let f be the £Y'(-,-;T')-harmonic function with f(z) =1, f(y) = 0. The Lemma 3.4 and 3.5

imply that Y (f, f;T) < EY'(f, f;T). Therefore RY (x,y;T) > EV(f, f;T)F > EV(f, f;) =
RV (z,y;T). O

Lemma 3.10 (Series law). The following holds almost surely. Let V € € and z,y,z € VN Yr such
that z separates x fromy in VN Yp. Then

RY (z,y;T) = RY (2, 1) + RY (2, y;1).

Proof. In case z € 9V, 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 N Y via Lemma 3.5. O
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Lemma 3.11 (Generalized parallel law). The following holds almost surely. Let V € € and let
2,9, 21, .,28 € VN such that x,y are separated in V N Y\ {z1,...,2n}. Then

NRY (2,;T) > minR"* (x, 2;;T)
1

where V,, € € is such that V, contains the connected component of V N Yt \ {z1,...,2N} containing
T.

Proof. Let wy (resp. wy,) be the edge weight functions associated with the resistance metrics
RY (-, D) zy,21,.002n ) (TESD. RV= (., D) lgz,21,...2x1)- 1t follows from Lemma 3.5 that wy (x,y) =0
and wy (z, z;) = wy, (z, z;) for each i. The result therefore follows by Lemma 2.11. O

The following property will be used later.

Lemma 3.12. Suppose that (-, T') is a weak CLE, resistance form. Then almost surely the
following holds. Let V' € € and let f be a function that is EV (-, T)-harmonic on VN Yr \ A
for some finite set A. Then, for each x € VN Yr and ¢ > 0, there erists V1 € € containing a

d:)/ath—neighborhood of x such that EV1(f, f;T) < e.

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 € Tr and d > 0 there
is 0 < ;1 < 0 and a set of at most M points {v;} C A(zx,d1/2,91) that separate 0B(z,d1/2) from
0B(x,01) in Yr. Suppose that 6 < dist(z, A\ {z}). Let d; and {v;} be as above, and let V5 € €
be the region bounded by the connected component of V N Y\ {v;} containing z. Suppose for
notational simplicity that V' \ V5 € € (i.e. it is simply connected), otherwise we split it into two
simply connected regions and apply the same argument. Let ws(y,v;), y € A\ {z}, be the edge
conductances associated with Y\ l(AU{w )z} (5 5 T). We claim that the ws(y, v;) stay bounded as
§ — 0. Indeed, let g be the function with g(z) = 1, g(y) = 0 for y € A\ {z}, and £V (-, -;T)-harmonic
otherwise. Since g is continuous (2.7), we have g(v;) > 1/2 for each ¢ when § is sufficiently small.
Therefore

1 2
ws(y, v;) - <2> < EV\V5|(AU{vi})\{I}(g,g; I') (energy across one edge < total energy)

<&Y(g,9;T) (by Lemma 3.5).

Now let f be EY (-, -;T)-harmonic on V N Y1\ A. Suppose that £Y5(f, f;T') does not converge to 0 as
6 — 0. Let f be constant f(x) on Vs, have the same values as f on A, and harmonically interpolated
to the rest of V' \ V;. By the continuity of f (2.7) and using that f(v;) = f(x) we have max;|f(v;) —
f(vi)| = 0 as & — 0. Since the ws(y,v;) stay bounded, we get |EV\Va(f, ;) — EV\Vs(f, f;T)| — 0,
and hence & V(f, f: I) < &Y(f, f;T) for small § due to Lemma 3.5. This contradicts the harmonicity
of f. O

3.2. General tightness statement. We review the general tightness result for metrics on the
CLE, gasket proved in [AMY25b].
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3.2.1. Setup and Topology. Throughout, we will assume the following setup. Let I'p be a nested
CLE, on D, let £ be the outermost loop of I' such that 0 is inside £, and let C' be the regions
inside £. We let I'c be the loops of I'p contained in C and let I' = {£} UT'¢. We equip the gasket
Tr of I'c with the metric dpatn 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 Y1 is an abstract metric space (AT, dpath) equipped with
an embedding IIp: Ar — 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 CLE,s metrics from [AMY25b]
which we will recall just below. Concretely, for each n € N, let

An={(z,y,21,...,2n) € X13+” : The set {z1,...,2,} separates x from y}.

We consider the space of sequences ((AXZ,dpatn, I, R), (Xngr",dpath, 14, )nen) where (X3, dpath)
(resp. (X12+”7 dpatn)) denotes the product metric space, R: X2 — R, and we equip the space of
(X2, dpatn, I, R) (resp. (A2, dpatn, 14,,)) with the Gromov-Hausdorff-function (GHf) topology
defined in [AMY?25b, 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
CLE, metric according to [AMY25b, Definition 1.5].

Let € > 0 and ¢s > 0, ¢p(N) > 0 for each N € N be some fixed constants. Let € be as defined
in Section 1.2. Suppose that we have a family of random functions R.(-,;T) = (RY (-, 5 T))vee”
coupled with T' (but not necessarily determined by I'). We say that R(-,-;I") is an approzimate
CLE,s metric (with respect to the parameters €, ¢, ¢, (IV)) if the following properties are satisfied.

e For each V € € we have
RY(-,T): (VNTr) x (VNTr) = [0,00],
and
R (z,y:0) =R (y, ;1) and R (2,y;7) <R (2, 2:T) + R (2,43 1),
o In the case € = 0, we assume additionally that each SV (-,-;T') is continuous with respect to dzlth,
and RY (z,2;T") = 0 for every x € V N YT.
e Separability: For every V € €,

RY (z,y;T) = ‘}/ir\“nviﬁyl(m,y; ), z,yeVnNTYr.

The limit is in the sense that convergence holds for any decreasing sequence of V! € € with
V! OV and SUP,, 77y d;/éth(u, V) —0.

e Markovian property: Let U C C be open, simply connected. The conditional law of the
collection (RY (-, T))vee, given I'\ Ty« and (RY'(-, F))Vlegc\ﬁ is almost surely measurable
with respect to U*.

o Translation invariance: Let U C C be open, simply connected. There exists a probability
kernel V" such that for each z € C, the conditional law of (RY (-, ;T"))vee,,. given (U + 2)* is

(T.)spiV" (- — 2) where T, R (z,y) = R(x — 2,y — 2) 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’ € € V C V', and z,y € V N Yr such that for every u € V' \ V
there is a point z € V with dg;th(z, V'\ V) > ce that separates u from z,y in V' N Yr. Then
R (2,y:0) = R (2, ;7). B

« Monotonicity: Let V,V’' € € V CV'. Let x,y € V N Tt and suppose one of the following:

(i) For every u € V' \ V there is a point z € V that separates u from z,y in V' N Y.

(ii) There exist 21, 22,... € V with |2; — 2¢1| > cse for i # i’ such that no simple admissible path
in V from x to y intersects {z1, 22, ...}, and the set {21, 22, ...} separates x,y from V' \ V
inV'NYr.

Then there are points 2/,y € V. N Y with dzmh(z’, x) < dpvath(y’, y) < e such that
R (@', yT) < R (2,:T).

e Series law: Let V € €, and z, v, 21, 22 € VN YT be such that z; separates = from y, zo in VN Yr,
and zp separates y from z,z; in V N T, and such that distg(K,, K,) > cse where K, (resp. K,)
are the connected components of VN Y1\ {21, 22} containing = (resp. y). (Here, distg denotes
the distance with respect to the Euclidean metric.) Then

R (2, y;T) > RY (2, 215T) + R (22,55 1).
Further, if z separates  from y in V N Y, then
RY (2,4 1) = R (2,5 7T).

o Generalized parallel law: Let V € €, and let z,y, 21,..., 2y € VN Y such that |z; — 2| > cge
for i #4’, and x,y are separated in VN Yp\ {z1,...,2n}. Let K, be the connected component of
VNYpr\{z,...,2n} containing x, and let V,, C V such that V, D {u eV : dgath(u, K;) < cs€}.
Then

ep(N)RY (2,5 7) > min R (2, 2 1),

We now recall the definition of a good approximation scheme [AMY25b, Definition 1.6] which includes
the additional assumption that asymptotically as € N\, 0, the R(-,;T')-distances in regions smaller
than e are much smaller than the renormalization constants m¢ defined in [AMY25b, Section 3.1]
which we now recall.

Let

m(16/K' — 2)
3.1 Oyl = ——————
(3:1) R Y
Let h be a GFF on D with boundary values so that if p: H — D is a conformal map, then
ho @ — xarg¢' has the boundary values —\ — g1 x (resp. +A) on R_ (resp. Ry ). Let n; (resp.
n2) be the angle O4p (resp. 0) flow line of h from —i to i. Let U be the regions bounded between
n1,M2. Given 11,19, let I' be the conditionally independent collection of CLE,/’s in the connected
components of U. Let I be the event that n; N7y N B(0,1/2) # 0. Let m, be the median of the
random variable

(3.2) sup RY(z,y;T) conditioned on I.
z=m1(s)=n2(s")
y=m (t)=n2(t")
m [svt]7772 [Slvtl]gB(073/4)
As explained in [AMY25b, Section 3.1], the law of (1n1,72), restricted a compact subset of D, is
absolutely continuous with respect to the law of the outer boundaries of two intersecting CLE,
loops. Therefore we can regard U as a region belonging to ¢, and RU (-, ;T') is well-defined.
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Suppose ¢s > 0, ¢p(N) > 0 are fixed constants, and that for each € € (0,1], we have an approxi-
mate CLE,s metric R.(-,;T") with respect to €, cs, cp (V). We say that (Re(:,5T))ce(0,1) is @ good
approzimation scheme if there exists a constant a. > 0 for each € € (0,1] and a constant ag > 0 such
that

(3.3) e —
e\0 €2om,
and for each » > 0 we have
(3.4) lim P |sup sup RY (z,y;7) <a.| =1.
E\‘O VEQ dgth(z7y)<57

dpath (x7TF\V)Z7"

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 (Re(+,;T))ec(o,1) be a good approzimation scheme as defined in Section 3.2.2, and
let m¢ > 0 be as defined just above. Let (e,) be a sequence with €, — 0.

(i) Let V. € € be chosen according to some probability distribution given I'. Then laws of
m 19%2;(-, - T') restricted to subsets with positive dpath-distance to Yt \ 'V are tight with respect
to the topology described just above.

(ii) Each subsequential limit of m_*RC (-, ;") has the law of RE (-, ') for a CLE, metric R(-,;T)
in the sense of Section 3.2.2 with € = 0.

3.3. Tightness of resistance metrics. In this section we will consider a certain graph approx-
imation of the CLE,/ 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 CLE,/ resistance metric,
we will make use of the geodesic CLE,s metric (-, -;T") (see Section 2.4). In fact, we only need a
weak geodesic CLE,y 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 CLE,s metric is unique up to a
constant factor and is in fact a (strong) geodesic CLE,s metric.) We note that the use of the geodesic
CLE,/ 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 (-, -;T") denote
the geodesic CLE,/ metric, and let Ly(7y) denote the length of a path v with respect to this metric.

Let dopg be as in (1.1). Fix a small constant ¢y > 0, and let
(3.5) A = e dorE=c0 ¢ >,

Let u(-;T) denote the gasket measure (see Section 2.3), and let U, be a Poisson point process
with intensity measure Acu(-;T). As we will explain just below, the concentration results from
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Appendix A for p(+;T') imply that every Euclidean ball of radius e is likely to contain many points
of U, (i.e., at least a negative power of ¢).

We also fix a function s(e) > 0 that converges to 0 slowly as e — 0. For instance, we choose
(3.6) s(e) = €™
where ag > 0 is a small constant.

For each V € €, we now define a graph approximation of Yr NV. Let I'yse) €T be the set of
loops £ C V with diamg (L) > s(e). Let Vig)) S V be the set of points u such that there is a loop

L € I'y4e and a point 2z € £ such that u is contained in a connected component of C\ £\ {z}
(here the closure is taken with respect to dpatn) of Euclidean diameter at most s(e). That is, V()
consists of the points in V' that are contained in a “dead end” of diameter at most s(e) formed by
a loop of size at least s(€). Let VY = YNV \ Vig()). Note that if V C V', then V(5 C V(’s(e)).
However, it is not always true that V' \ V(4 C VI V(’s(e)) because some components of V' may be

contained in V(’S (e)) (see Figure 3.2 below).

Remark 3.14. We removed the dead end vertices in V() 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./ 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
CLE, 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
m, 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 CLE,s 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(€) 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(€) to be as
slow as we want.)

We remark that we expect that the same is true without removing the vertices in Viy()), and by
the uniqueness of the CLE resistance form proved in this paper, the limits obtained from these
approzimations will agree up to a deterministic factor.

We now define a cable graph approzimation &Y of the gasket V' N Y1 and the associated resistance
metric RY (-, T') on BY. The precise construction seems a bit artificial, but is made to avoid
technical complications as much as possible.

Let ¢V = {(v,w) € BV x VY : dgath(v,w) < €}. For each (v,w) € &) we choose By, € €
such that By, C (Bg(v,2€) U Bg(w,2¢)) NV and such that every simple admissible path in V'
of Euclidean diameter at most € from v to w is contained in B, ,,. (The exact way of choosing
B, , does not matter as long as it is measurable with respect to the CLE configuration within
(Bg(v,2¢) U Bg(w,2¢)) NV and is translation-invariant.)

For each (v, w) € @Y consider the shortest (w.r.t. the geodesic metric) path between v, w contained

in B,,. (Such a path exists since (B, 05 (-, ;T')) 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' D V contains the green loop, then the pink region becomes part of V(’S(E)), SO

VA Viseey €V'\ V(’S(E)). The dashed edges are also lost in &Y.

more than one shortest path between v, w contained in B, 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 € U, there are infinitely many loops in I' disconnecting v
from oo, and likewise for w.” These loops split B, ,, 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(-, -;T") 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 1, v2 are two
shortest paths, then the left boundary of v; Uy is also a shortest path. 2. The limit of a sequence
of shortest paths is again a shortest path.)

We let &) 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.” We equip the edges with edge resistances given by
their length with respect to Ly(-) (this is important in order to be compatible with the merging).
By the construction, given a pair (v, w) € €, the associated cable(s) are determined by the gasket
structure within the 2e-neighborhood of {v,w}. For notational simplicity, we will use the same
notation &) to refer to the set consisting of its cables.

Consider the Brownian motion on the cable graph &!. 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 1,y are two
intersecting cables where for i = 1,2, v; connects (v;, w;) € €Y. Say that ; is the left-most shortest
path in Evi,wi seen from v;, and is oriented from v; to w;. Note that by the definition of €, the
cable y3_; can cross in and out of Evi’wi only finitely many times. It follows that if v, y2 intersect

50me can show that for each r > 0, the set of points x such that there are two disjoint admissible paths from x to
0B(z,r) has dimension smaller than dcrg. The Proposition 2.6 then implies that this set has p(-;T')-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 ;1,9 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 By, 4, N Byyw, will have the same
length. If a third cable intersects 71 N 2, then its orientation must be the same as 1 or 72, and
will merge with one of them. Therefore the network can be reduced to a finite network.

Let RY (-, ;) be the associated effective resistance metric defined on ®Y. We extend it to V N Y
as follows. For z € VN Tr ivith dgath(x, BY) <, we inttirpolate RY (-, T) by selecting the point

\%4
path

connected components of &), we set RY (x,7; ') = oo. In the connected components of Vis(ey) we
set RY (-, T) to 0.

Remark 3.15. For each € > 0 there are some exceptional V' € &€ 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 e — 0), but in order to match the formulation in [AMY25b], we nevertheless choose to
define RY (-, ;') for each V € € in a way that is consistent with our azioms.

on &Y with the minimal dl‘)/ath—distance to x. In case d” . (7, 8Y) > ¢ or if 2,y lie on different

3.3.2. Statement and proof. We now explain that the aforementioned resistance metric approxi-
mations (Re(-, ;I'))es0 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 € € (0,1] let
Re(, D) = (RY (-, T))vee be as defined in Section 3.3.1. Let m¢ > 0 be as defined Section 3.2.2.
Let V € € be chosen according to some probability distribution given I', and for each € let V. € € be
such that V. O V.

Then each sequence (€,) with €, — 0 contains a subsequence (e, ) along which we have the weak

convergence of the laws of m_RY<(-, -; F)’(mep)x(mep) in the topology described in Section 3.2.1.

We begin by verifying the axioms defining an approximate CLE,s metric for each R¢(-, ") =
(RY(-,;T))yee (except for a slight additional restriction). The Markovian property and the
translation invariance are hard-wired into our construction, since both u(-;I") and (-, -;I") satisfy
these properties. We need to verify the remaining properties.

Lemma 3.17 (Separability). For every V € €,
RY (z,y;T) = i R (z,y;T), z,yeVNTr.

The limit is in the sense that convergence holds for any decreasing sequence of V! € € with V) D'V

V/
and SUD,, 7y, domin(u, V') = 0.

Proof. Let (V;}) be a sequence as in the lemma statement. Since the set of vertices U, is finite, we
have %Z’/‘ =YY for large n. Also, the definition of € implies that for large n the set of simple
admissible paths between v, w € Y is the same in V/ as in V. Therefore Qﬁz/’/‘ = &Y and hence
f)‘il/*;(a;, y;T) = RV (z,y;T) for large n. O
Lemma 3.18 (Monotonicity). Let V.V’ € €, V. C V', and suppose that V \ Vg € V' \ V(’S(E)).
Let x,y € VN Yr and suppose one of the following:
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(i) For everyu e V'\V there is a point z € V that separates u from xz,y in V' N Yr.

(ii) There exist 21, 29, ... € V with |z; — zy| > 5e 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'NnYr.

Then there are points 2',y' € V. N Y with dgth(m’,x) <, dgth(y’, y) < € such that
R (2, y;T) < R (2, ;7).

We remark that in the setting of Lemma 3.18 we have that ' = z (resp. ¥ = y) in case dpatn(z, V'
V') > 6e (resp. dpatn(y, V' \ V) > 6e).

Proof of Lemma 5.18. By our construction, to determine the graph structure locally near a point,

one only needs to observe the vertices and the gasket within dgath—distance 5e. Assuming V \

Vistey € V'\ V(’S(e)), we have UY C UY', and therefore Y N A = &Y' N A for every A C V with

dg;th(A, V' \ V) > 5e. However, the graph might change in the 5e-neighborhood of V/\ V. This is
why the extra restrictions (i), (ii) are needed.

Consider the connected component K of V/' N Y \ {z1, 29, ...} containing z,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 &) and (’52/, restricted to K. We argue that for every pair (v, w) € €Y 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,2¢) U B(w,2¢). The assumption (i)
(resp. (ii)) implies that any extra point u € (V' \ V) N (B(v,2¢) U B(w, 2¢)) is separated from K
in B(v,2¢) U B(w, 2¢) by a single point z. This does not affect our construction of the cables. By
similar considerations, for each (v,w) € & for which the cable intersects K, that part of the cable
does not change from &) to (’52//. We conclude that &Y N K C (’52// NnK.

Finally, in (’52/, we assumed that no simple admissible path between z,y can exit K, so that
RY (z,y; ) agrees with the resistance metric on the subgraph " NK. Therefore we have RY (-, -;T') >
RY'(-,T) on &Y NK.

The only possible concern is that when z,y ¢ @Z, then possibly their nearest interpolation points '
(resp. 3/') on &Y change from &Y to &Y. In case 2/, 3y € K, we can switch from z,y to 2,3 in the
lemma statement. If 2’ or ¢/ is outside K, this can only be when 2’ (resp. y') is not connected to K
in Y, otherwise there would be a cable going through the cut point. In case z’,y’ are separated
from K by the same point z, then 2’ = 3. Otherwise, if either ¢’ € K or ¢/’ is separated from K by
2! # z, since we have assumed that no simple admissible path in V' connects z, 2’ outside K, we
have RY (¢/,y/;T) = 0o > RV («/,y/; T). O
Lemma 3.19 (Compatibility). Let V,V' € €, V C V', and suppose that V' \ Vi) S V' \ V(’S(E)).

Let x,y € VN Yr such that for every u € V' \'V there is a point = € V with dg;th(z, V'\V) > 6e
that separates u from x,y in V' N Yr. Then RY (z,y;T) = Dﬂ// (z,y;T).

Proof. Consider the connected component K of VN Y containing x, y after removing all the points
z(u) for w € V' \ V as in the proof of Lemma 3.18. Assuming V' \ V{5 € V' \ V(’S(e)), we have

Y C wY". Note that dgth(K, V'\ V) > 3¢. Therefore, for each (v,w) € &Y for which the cable
intersects K, the connected component of (B(v,2¢)U B(w,2¢)) NV N YT containing v, w is the same
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as the connected component of (B(v,2¢) U B(w,2¢)) NV’ N T containing v, w. Therefore the cable
is unchanged from &Y to &Y, i.e. we have 8Y N K = &Y' N K. Since V' only adds dead ends to K,
the effective resistance on K for &Y is the same as for &Y' N K.

We might again be concerned about the case when z,y ¢ &) and their interpolation points
2',y € 8 are outside K. As we explained in the previous proof, this can only happen when x’
(resp. y/') is not connected to K in &Y. Since dg;th(K, V' \ V) > 6¢, the interpolation points z’, 3/
do not change from &Y to &Y', so we either have 2’ =y or R (z,y;T) = RV (2, y;T) =c0. O

Lemma 3.20 (Series law). Let V € €, and x,y,2 € VN Yr are such that z separates x from y in
VNYp. Then
R (2,y:0) = RY (2,5 7) + R (2,4 1),

Proof. We only need to consider the case when RY (z,y;T') < oo, in which case z € &Y. Therefore
the result follows immediately from the series law for graphs. O

Lemma 3.21 (Generalized parallel law). Let V € €, and let z,y,21,...,2N € V N Yr such that
x,y are separated in V N Y1\ {z1,...,2n}. Then

N R/ (2,5:7) = min R/ (2, 2; 1).

Further, if K, is the connected component of VN Yr\{21,...,2n} containing x, and V,, C V is

such that Vo 2 {u € V'\ Viye) : dgath(u, K;) < 5¢}, then

NRY (z,y;T) > min RV (x, 2; T).
1

Proof. Suppose that V; is as in the lemma statement. Then every vertex v € Y with dzlth(v, K,;) <

2¢ is also contained in UY=. Moreover, for each (v,w) € &/ for which the cable intersects K, the
connected component of (B(v,2¢) U B(w,2¢)) NV N T containing v, w is the same as the connected
component of (B(v,2¢)U B(w, 2¢)) NV, N Y containing v, w except for possibly removing some dead
ends in Viy()). However, the latter do not affect the shortest paths in (B(v,2¢) U B(w,2¢)) NV N Y.
Therefore &V N K, C &Y= N K,. Now the result follows by the generalized parallel law for graphs
Lemma 2.11 applied to the set {z1,...,2y} N &Y which separates x from y in &Y. U

The family (RY (-, ;T))yee does quite satisfy the axioms in Section 3.2.2 due to the extra condition
VA\Visey €V’ \V(’S (¢)) 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 € 0V such that V is the region bounded between two simple paths from z to y. Moreover,
we only need to consider the situation when V' O V and z,y ¢ V(’s(e)) (we have set Y (-, T) to 0

in the components of V(’S (¢)) @nyway), in which case we always have V'\ V(5()) € VA V(’S(e)).

Note also that the condition for V, 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 (R.(-,;T'))c>0 satisfies the condition (3.3), (3.4) for
a good approximation scheme as ¢ — 0. We start by giving in Lemma 3.23 the asymptotic upper
bound (3.4) on the resistances between points with distance e.
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In the statements below, we let €) C € be the collection of V' € € such that V' C B(0,1 — ¢) and
V is a union of connected components of C'\ (£ U---U L) where diamg(L;) > € for each .

Lemma 3.22. Fizx cg > 0 and suppose that the rate in (3.5) is e = e_djLE_CO. Fiz a >0 and let
Ee be the event that for each V' € &y with diamg(V) > € and x € Yr NV \ Viy()) we have

et < |BY N Bpawn(w, €)] < e 07

Then P[ES] = 0% (€) as € \ 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 Bpagn(7,€) NV \ Vi) satisfies the condition in
Proposition 2.7. Since diamg (V) > ¢, there is a point w € 9Bpath(z,€) NV \ Vis(e))- The set
VN Bpath (2, €) must contain the set B, ., in Proposition 2.7 due to the definition of Q(E). Further,
since z,w ¢ Vis(e))» each simple admissible path from z to w is also disjoint from V(,()), and since
s(€) > €, this implies that the interior of B, ,, cannot contain any loop in I'y () and any region in
V(s(e)) either. ]

Recall that oy is defined in Section 2.4.

Lemma 3.23. Fiz ¢y > 0 and suppose that the rate in (3.5) is \c = e LB~ iz q > 0 and let
E be the event that for each V € €y with diamg (V) > € we have

_sup R (z,y; 1) < el
d[‘)/ath(z,y)<e

Then P[ES] = 0% (€) as € \ 0.

Proof. Since we have set RY (-,-;T') to 0 in the connected components of Vis(e)), We can assume
Y & Vis(e))-

Let Ec1 be the event from Lemma 3.22. Then P[ES;] = 0(¢). Let Ec2 be the event that
9B (@,29)UB(y,2¢) (x,y;T') < €*~* for each x,y € Y1 with dpan(x,y) < e. By Proposition 2.8 we have
P[E¢ o] = 0™(e).

Suppose that we are on the event E.; N Ec2. Then we have d&th(ac, ®BY) < d;th(x, BY) < e for
eachz € Tr NV \ Vis(e))- In particular, the graph ®Y is connected and we have RY (z,y;T) <
oB@:20UB(Y:2¢) (1 4 T') < €9 for each (z,y) € €Y. 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 a, = e*~°() then a, = edap—co—o(Ly,

as € \ 0.

Lemma 3.24. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that the following holds. Fix co > 0 and suppose that
the rate in (3.5) is Ac = e~doLe=c0 - Consider the setup described in the paragraph above. Fiz a > 0.
Then

P sup RY (z,9;T) < et—davitecota 11,0 g5e\, 0.
z=n1(s)=n2(s")
y=m1(t)=n2(t")
m [Svt]7772 [Slvtl]gB(093/4)

In particular, we have m, > ¢ dantecoto(l) g5 ¢ N\ 0.
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Proof. Let € = e'tco/doLe < ¢ Note that if we rescale by €, the intensity measure e 9CLE=¢0(.: ¢'T)
is the pushforward of u(-;T). For ¢’ < ¢, the intensity measure e~2cLe=<0(.; €'T') is smaller than
the pushforward of p(-;T).

Let M > 1 and let E,; be the event that the following holds. For each z € (¢/)1*2Z2 N B(0,3/4)
there exists r € [(¢/)17¢, €] such that the following holds.

e There is a collection of at most M points {u;} in A(z,r,2r) that separate dB(z,r) from
0B(z,2r) in Yr.

e For each u;, the two strands intersecting at wu; intersect at a point v; near u; so that if
V; is the region bounded between the two strands from u; to v;, then |8, NV;| < M and
%e(u,;, Vi3 F) > Mﬁlrag.

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[E¢ ;] < €t0o,

Let B be the event that there are at least (¢/)~%b1+@ intersection points in 73 Nn2 N B(0,1/2) with
Euclidean distance at least ¢ from each other. By [MW17, Theorem 1.5] we have P[ES, N 1] — 0

as € \, 0.

Suppose that we are on the event E, ;N E, 2. Then each of the intersection points in m; NN B(0,1/2)
is contained in an annulus A(Z’,r,2r) as in the event E. ;. If z (resp. y) is the first (resp. last)
intersection point, then by the parallel law and the serial law for effective resistances

Re(z,y;T) > ()" davitap =2y > Nf-2eaedavitecotea,

O

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' € € is chosen from the same probability law for
each €, we a.s. have V' € €, for sufficiently small e. Therefore Lemma 3.23 applies and this gives
the analogue of [AMY25b, Corollary 5.19] which implies Proposition 3.16. O

We have now shown that the family (m_-'9R.(:,;T))c>0 has subsequential limits as € N\, 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 CLE,s 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 m, (see Section 3.2.2)
are defined via RV (-, -;T') where U is the region between the outer boundaries of two intersecting
CLE, loops. However, we need that the limits of m;liﬁgl(-, -;T') to be non-trivial where U’ 2 U
contains additional dead ends that are connected to U in the gasket. In general RV’ (-, -;T) is smaller
than MY (., -;T) since 6? 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 n} (resp. 15) be the counterflow
line with angle 04, + 7/2 (resp. —7/2) of h from i to —i. Then the right boundary of 7] agrees
with 71, and the left boundary of 1), agrees with ne. Let U’ O U be the collection of regions in each
component to the right of the segments of 7] and to the left of the segments of n5. Let s(e) be as
n (3.6), and let U ;(E) C U’ be obtained by removing the dead ends of Euclidean diameter at most

s(€), i.e. the points z such that every path from z not crossing 7} Un; (resp. 95 Uns) has diameter
at most s(e).
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FIGURE 3.3. Top left: The region U between the outer boundaries of 7} and 7} is
shown in yellow. This region is used to define the renormalization constant m.. Top
right: The additional dead ends in the region U’ between 7] and 75 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(e) are
shown in pink. Removing them decreases the number of additional edges.

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

fj/
P sup Re " (z,y;T) < 9 sup RY(z,9:T), I| =0 ase 0.
=ny (s)=na(s") 100 aepy (s)=na(s)
y=m (t)=n2(t') y=n1(t)=n2(t")

m [Svt]7n2 [Slvt,]gB(073/4) m [Svt]7n2 [8’,t’]§B(0,3/4)
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Proof. We are going to show that

(37) R (5 T) = R (-, 1 T) < 202000l
on an event whose probability tends to 1 as € \ 0. This will imply the result due to Lemma 3.24.

Let a > 0 be a small constant. Note that U';( o \ U consists of dead ends of Euclidean diameter at

least s(¢). By [AMY25b, Lemma 2.17], the probability that there are more than s(e) 27 = ¢~2a0—a
of them is 0™ (€). Let V' be one of them and let z € QU be the point where it is attached to U. By

!

our construction of 055 * adding V only adds some cables within Bpatnh (2, 2€). Then we can lower
bound RYVY (-, -;T) by the effective resistance of the network obtained by contracting Bpatn (2, 2¢)
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 e®¢ 20~ Therefore, by Lemma 2.12,

mg(, i F) — g}{gUV(’ - ]__‘) S 6037200701.
Repeating this for every dead end V in U ;(E) \ U gives (3.7). -

3.4. Construction of weak CLE, resistance forms. Our next goal is to show that each
converging subsequence of the (R(-,-;T"))es0 gives rise to a weak CLE, resistance form. By
Theorem 3.13(ii) each subsequential limit is associated with a CLE,, metric in the sense defined
in Section 3.2.2. We need to review the construction of the CLE,s 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(4 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(e) are removed in the
approximation, therefore we need to make this modification in the construction of fR(:,-;T") below.
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This is also the reason why need to remove the dead ends V() in the approximations given in
Section 3.3.1. Indeed, if we split up a component of V' into multiple components V; € €, we need to
remove the same dead ends in the approximations of RY (-, ;T') as in RYi(-,-;T') 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 e > 0, define Q. such that

e Q. isa disjoint union of regions in €g,
e (). is separated from Yp \ Q. by a set of points {2} with |z; — 2zy| > 5e for each i # i,
e for each Q1 € @, the set Q1 N Yr is contained in @6 for small enough e.

We now define the following modification. Let s(¢) be as in (3.6). Let Q. s(e) © Q. be obtained by

removing the points u € Q. for which there exists z € Q6 such that u is in a component of QE \ {z}
with Euclidean diameter at most s(¢). The construction implies the following important property.

Lemma 3.26. If QvQ/ € Q and @e C N:;: then @e,s(e) - @le s(e) and @6,8(6) \ (@e,s(e))(s(e)) -
Qles (e) \( €,5(€) ) (s(e))

We will also need the following.

Lemma 3.27. Let V € € and Q,Q" € Q such that V. € Q € Q', and suppose that for each
u€ Q NYp\V there is z € OV that separates u from V in Q' N Yr. Let r < distg(V,0Q) and let
V,. be the Fuclidean r-neighborhood of V.. Then Q6 s NVr = Q€ s N V,. for sufficiently small e.

Pmof We clearly have Q6 - Q’ for sufficiently small €, and the additional condition implies that
Q.NV, = Q. NV,. We need to argue that V, N Q. \ Q. s = Ve Q.\ Q . Clearly, we have

V,NQ' \Q6 () CViNQe\ QE s(c) since dead ends in Q' are also dead ends in Qe C Q. Conversely,
ifueV,NQ. \ Q6 s(e) it is contained in a dead end contained in V. 4. Therefore, if € is sufficiently
small so that V. 4 NTr C Qg, the dead end does not touch Qe \ QE, hence is also contained in

@le \ @/e,s(e) . O

Let RQ miliﬁQE st )( - T'). By Proposition 3.16, every sequence of € \, 0 contains a subsequence
(en) such that the joint law of (Y, (Ren)QGQ) converges (where the convergence of R? is in the
sense that its restriction to each fixed QEO’S(eo) converges in the topology defined in Section 3.2.1).
Since lim,_.o s(¢) = 0, the limit R? is a random function defined on Q@ N Yr.

Suppose that (Y, (RQ)QGQ) has the limiting law. We now explain carefully that the construction
n [AMY25b, Section 6] still gives us a CLE,s 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@ € @', then R® < R? on Q N Yr.
Therefore we can define
Vv T — Q vV
RY (z,y; ) = Qe%l,%(@VR (z,y), z,yeVNTr

for each V € €. Moreover, thanks to Lemma 3.27, the maximum above is attained and we have
RY (z,y;T) = R%(z,y) on VN Y1 when Q 3 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. (RY (-, T))yec
satisfies the definition of a CLE,s metric given in Section 3.2.2 with ¢ = 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,, 21,...,2x € V N Y1 be such that x,y are separated in
VNYr\{z,...,2v}, and let V. € € be the minimal region such that V, contains the connected
component of VN Y\ {z1,..., 2y} containing z. Let Q € Q, Q@  V, and let V, contain a small
neighborhood of the connected component of QN Tr\ {21, .. zN} containing x. Let @), € Q be
such that @, 3 V,. In general, (Qm)E s(e) Will not contain Q6 s N V, since there are components

of (Q;p) \ (Qgc)6 s(e) bounded by the loops L1, ..., Ly C V intersecting {z1,...,zn}. However, if

s(e) < min; diamg(L;), then Ly,..., Ly € Ty 4. Therefore the components of (Qz)e \ (@1)615(6)
bounded by each £; are contained in V,()), hence Lemma 3.21 still applies to the approximations

to RV (-, T) and RV= (-, T).

Now, we conclude by [AMY25b, Proposition 6.14] that each RV (-, -;I") is a continuous (with respect

to dpath) metric on V N Yt 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 (RY (-, -;I'))vee be the collection of metrics constructed just above (for some
subsequence (ey,)). Then we have for each V € € that RY (-, -;T) is a resistance metric on V N Yr.
The associated family of resistance forms (EV (-, T))vee is a weak CLE,s resistance form.

In the remainder of this subsection, we assume that the random vector (Tr, (R?)gegq) is coupled
with the sequence (Yr,, (R?)geq) so that it converges almost surely. Whenever we consider the
GHf convergence Rgl — R®, 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 €
instead of ¢,

Lemma 3.29. Almost surely, for each V € € we have that RY (-, -;T) is a (non-degenerate) resistance
metric on V. N Y.

Proof. By Lemma 3.25 and [AMY25b, Theorem 1.14], each RY (-, T) is a true metric. We need to
argue that for each finite subset A C V N Y there is a weight function w: A x A — [0, 00) such
that R (-, ;)| ax4 is the effective resistance metric associated with (A, w).

Let Q © V be such that RV (-,;T) = R? on V N Yr. By the GHf convergence RY — R? and
the continuity of R, there is for each z € A a sequence (zn) in Yp, with x,, — x such that

R®(,y,) — RC(x,y) for each x,y € VNTr. Let & be the cable graph from the construction
of the approximation scheme. Recall from Lemma 3.22 that for each sufﬁmently small €, for
Qesto with anth(x,xe) < e. We have i)‘{Q6 D (x,y;T) =
Qe ,s(€)

each z € V' N Tr, there is some z, € &,

?6’5(6 (ze,ye; T') by our construction, and the latter is a resistance metric on & . Let wa,

be the weight function associated with R?|a, x4, where Ac = {(x,)c | € A}. The convergence
RO — RY implies that R®| 4, x4, — R9| axa. By Lemma 2.9, we have that w4, converge to a
weight function w and its associated effective resistance metric is RQ] AxA- ]
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Note that since Y (-, ;') is continuous with respect to dl‘;ath, by [AMY25b, Lemma 1.10], the

resistance metric space (V N Yp, R (-, T)) is compact. Let (€V(-,;T), Fyr) be the associated
resistance form. We now show that the family (€Y (-, ;T))yee satisfies the axioms in the definition
of a weak CLE,s 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 {zpy }men € Y1 that is dense with respect
to dpatn and such that the following holds. Suppose that V € € is separated from Tr \V by a
finite set of points Z contained in {zmn tmen. Then the following holds for sufficiently large m € N.
Let A ={z1,...,2m} and Ay = ANV, let w (resp. wy ) be the weight function associated with
%(-, g P)‘A (T@Sp. mV(_’ 5 F)’Av)' Then

e w(z,y) = wy(z,y) for each z,y € Ay,
o w(z,y) =0 for eachx € Ay \Z, ye A\V,
o w(z,y)=0 forz,y € Z.

Proof. Consider the countable collection K of loop segments ¢ C L starting and ending at rational
times of all £ € I". For each non-overlapping, intersecting pair £, ¢ € K the intersection set £ N ¢ is
compact. Let {z,} be any countable dense set containing a dense set of £ N ¢ for each such pair
0,0 € 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,...,2,}. We now use the same setup and notation as in the proof of
Lemma 3.29. Let ) © V be such that %V(-, 5T = R% on V N Y. We can assume that distinct
points of Z are not connected in Y N Q outside of V. For each x € A, let (z,,) in Y1, be as in the
proof of Lemma 3.29. Let Ac = {(zn)e | € A}, Ave = {(2n)c | v € Av}, and Zc = {z, | z € Z}.
Recalling that the topology of convergence (see Section 3.2.1) keeps track of the finite separation sets,
we can choose the points (x,,) for x € Z such that for each €, the set Z, separates Ay, from A\ Ay,

in Tr,. By our construction of the cable graph QﬁeQe’s“) and Lemma 3.22, when e is sufficiently small,
the set Z, lies on 6?5’3(5). The set Z, also separates Ay from Ac \ Ay, in .. Assuming s(e) is

smaller than the diameters of the loops bounding V' so that they are in I'c 4(), the component of

& \ Z. containing Ay agrees with the component of (’5?5’5(E> \ Z, containing Ay,.. We can further
suppose that m is large enough so that A contains further points that separate each pair of points
of Z in YT, and that the corresponding (x,) in A, also separate each pair of points of Z in Y.

Let wy, (resp. wa,,) be the weight function associated with R[4, x4, (resp. R9| Av.exAy.)- Recall
from the proof of Lemma 3.29 that ws, — w and wa,,, — wy. By the paragraph above we have
wa, (7,y) = wa, (z,y) for 2,y € Ay, and wa, (z,y) = 0 for z € Ay \ Z, y € Ac \ Ay, and
wa, (xz,y) =0 for x,y € Z.. Taking the limit, we conclude that these properties remain true for w
and wy. O

Proof of Proposition 3.28. This now follows from Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 3.30 by choosing the
countable dense set {2y, }men C YT as in the proof of Lemma 3.30. O
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4. BI1-LIPSCHITZ EQUIVALENCE

The goal of this section is to establish that any two weak CLE,, resistance forms as defined in
Definition 3.1 are bi-Lipschitz equivalent with deterministic constants. This is the first step in
proving that weak CLE,s resistance forms are unique (up to constants) and are in fact CLE,/
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 I'p be a nested CLE,, on D, let £ be the outermost loop of I" such that 0
is inside £, and let C be the regions inside £. We let I'c be the loops of I'p contained in C' and let
I'={L}UT¢c. We equip the gasket Y1 of I'c with the metric dpaen defined in (1.5).

Throughout, we suppose that (EV(-,;T)yce and (g’v(‘, 5 I'))yee are two weak CLE,/ resistance
forms that are conditionally independent given I'. We let (RY (-, -;I'))yee and (RY (-, T))vee 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 CLE,/ resistance forms are defined only on the event that £ N oD = (.

For 6 € (0,1], let h% be a GFF on 6D with boundary values so that if ¢: H — §D is a conformal
map, then h’ o ¢ — yargy’ has the boundary values —\ — fqp1 (resp. +A) on R_ (resp. Ry)
where gy is defined in (3.1). Let n{ (resp. 1) be the angle gy (resp. 0) flow line of h° from
—i to 4. Let U% be the regions bounded between n{,73. Given n{,n3, let T'¥ be the conditionally
independent collection of CLE,, in the connected components of U°. Let I° be the event that
nd Nnd N B(0,5/2) # (. Let m° be the median of the random variable

sup RU’ (z,y; F‘S) conditioned on I°.
z=n3 (s)=n3(s")
y=n3 (t)=n3(t')
n3[s,t];n3[s’ t']C B(0,35/4)
It is explained in [AMY25b, Section 3.1] that D%U(;(‘, ;') is well-defined on compact subsets of §D
by absolute continuity. Let m® be defined analogously for SR(-,-;T).

Assume that there is a constant ¢ > 1 such that
)
m
(4.1) < =5 <c¢ forevery § € (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 < ca < 00 so that almost surely Fyr = Fyr and

AV (f, ;1) < EV(f, £iT) < €Y (f, f;T)  for all V € € and f € Fyy.

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 €Y(-,-;T), gv(-, 5T 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 [AMY?25a]. For this, we set some notation.
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For z € D, 57 € N we write 4 '
A, j = A(z,27971 279),

be the partial exploration of I and B(z,3 - 2_j)*7B(z’2'27j) the unexplored
%,B(2,3-277),B(2,2-277)

in

*,B(2,3-277),B(2,2-277)
out

Let T’

region as defined in Section 2.2.2. Let I be the unexplored part, and let o ; be

the interior link pattern in B(z,3 - 2_]')*,3(2,2.2—1) induced by F;B(Z’?"Tj)’B(z’z'Tj). We let

*,B(2,3-277),B(2,2-277)
out .

e F. ; be the o-algebra generated by F*’B(Z’B'Tj)’B(Z’Q’Tj), o and (EY(, 5 T))vee

out 2,70
(EV(5D))vee

The following lemma is a consequence of Theorem 2.2, the Markovian property of the CLE,
resistance form, and the conditional independence of (Y (-, ;T)vee, (EV (-, T))vee. It will be
crucial for establishing independence across scales for the internal metrics.

Lemma 4.2. Let U C B(z,277). The conditional law of (EV(-,+;T))vee, given F,j is given by
sampling U* according to the law of a multichordal CLE, in B(z,3 - 273‘)*,3(,2,2-2—]) conditionally

on o . and then sampling (EV (-, T))vee, via the Markov property given U*.
oy pling : ey property g

° ]-:ZJ be the o-algebra generated by I'

C\B(z,3277)’

C\B(z,3279)"

The results in [AMY25a] tell us that the conditional probabilities given F, ; 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 T'sep > 0. For each Z,ja let Ej’?ﬂp - Ei’ejp

distinct pair y;, y;; of the marked points of I'

(rsep) denote the event that |y; — y;/| > rsep2_j for each
*,B(2,3-277),B(2,2-277)
out .
Lemma 4.3 ([AMY25a, Lemma 4.4]). For any b > 1 there exists rsep > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that the
following is true. Let z € D, jo € N such that B(z,277) C D. Then for each k € N the probability

that more than 1/10 fraction of the events (Ei?]p)c where j = jo+ 1,...,j0 + k occur is at most

ce_bk.

Finally, we recall the following.

Proposition 4.4 ([AMY25b, Corollary 5.22]). Let m® be as defined above. We have
Adstetol)md < A < Ndavito(Mmd o X 5 € (0, 1]

where dap), dsig 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 C D be a simply connected domain, and let I'p be a CLE,/ in D, and Pp be its law. Let
Tp be the gasket of I'p, i.e. the set of points connected to D by a path not crossing any loop,
equipped with the metric dp.¢n as defined in Section 1.2. For every U &€ D, the internal metrics
(RY(-,Tp))vee, are defined due to absolute continuity. (In fact, our domains of interest will

be complementary connected components of CLE, loops, so in that case the metric on all YTp is
defined.)

In the statement of the lemma below, we use the following notation. For U C C and r > 0, we let
€y, € €y be the collection of regions V' € € such that V' is a union of connected components of
D\ (L1U---UL,) for some Ly,...,L, € I'p with diamg(L;) > r for each i.
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Lemma 4.5. There exists ( > 0 such that for each r > 0, b > 1 there exists a constant ¢ > 0
such that the following is true. Let D C D be open, simply connected, and z € D, j € N such that
distg(z,0D) € [27771 279+2]. Let Tp be a CLE, in D. Given I'p, sample the internal ‘metrics
(RY (., ‘;]._‘D))VGQ‘B(Z’27j). Let G denote the event that for each V € €p(; 9-jy,0-5 and z,y € VN Tp
we have - ‘
mv($a Y; FD) < Mm27J (dl‘)/ath(xv y)/Q—])C_
Then
P[G] < cM°.

Proof. By considering the rescaled metric 8(277-,277-;Tp) [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 C D when we restrict to regions away from the boundary of D. O

Lemma 4.6. For every r >0, ¢ > 0 there exists m > 0 such that the following is true. Let D C D
be open, simply connected, and z € D, j € N such that distg(z,0D) € [27771 279%2]. Let T'p be a
CLE. in D. Given T'p, sample the internal metrics (RY (-, -; FD))VGQ:B(Z . Let G be the event

that for each V€ €p(, 9-5) and x,y € VN Yp with |x —y| > 277 we have

RV (z,y;Tp) > mm? .

Then
P[G‘] < q.

Proof. This follows from the same argument as the analogue for the geodesic CLE, 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)277, (r/2)279) with w € (r/4)279Z?>N B(2,277). As a result, we can make
m > 0 small enough so that on an event with probability at least 1 — ¢, each such annulus contains
a bounded number of at most m~! regions, each bounded between a pair of intersecting strands,
separating O A(w, (r/4)277, (r/2)277) from Oput A(w, (r/4)277, (r/2)277) in Tp, and such that the
resistance across each region is at least mm? ’. By the generalized parallel law Lemma 3.11 and the
monotonicity Lemma 3.9, we get that R (z,y;T'p) > m?>m?™’ for each z,y with |z —y| > r277. O

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 A, ;. Let M > 1 and rp > r; > 0 be parameters,
and z € D, j € N such that B(z,277) C D. We let E;J- = E;J-(M, r1,72) be the following event.

(i) There is a collection of at most M strands v, v{, ..., v% ~F of loops of T' that do not overlap
each other, are contained in A, ;, and such that the following holds. We orient the strands so
that the left side of v* and the right side of v* are in the gasket of I', and suppose that the
left side of %-L intersects the right side of fle.

(ii) For each i there are points w;, v;, v}, u; € vF N~ in the same order as visited by the strands
with |w; — vg|, [vi — Vi, [v} — wi| € [11277,79277], and so that {ui,...,u;} separates Oin A,
from Oyt A j in Yr. We further suppose that {ug, ..., u,,} separates {vi,..., vy} from 0in A, ;
in Yr (i.e. the points wj, v;, v}, u; are ordered from the outside to the inside).

(iii) We suppose that w;, v; are two consecutive intersection points, i.e. there is no further intersection
point of v* N ~% between them.
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FIGURE 4.1. Tllustration of the event E! ., the points w;, v, v}, u;, and the regions V;, V/.

2,J7

We let Eg’j be the event that E;j occurs and we can select the points so that additionally the
following holds. For each i = 1,...,m, let V; (resp. V;) be the region bounded between the segments
of vF, 4 from v; to v} (resp. v} to u;). Then

(42) RV (v, v T), RY (0], uisT) € [M_lmgij,MmTj],
and likewise for 5%(, 5T,

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 o-algebras F, ;, ]f-m and the events Eze]p (depending on the parameter rge, > 0) defined
in Section 4.1.

Lemma 4.7. For each p € (0,1), reep > 0 there exist M,r1,ry so that
P[E] ;| F.jllgser > plyses
for each z,j with B(z,277) C D.

Proof. Let us first show the statement with F, ; in place of F, ;. Recall (cf. [AMY25a, Lemma 5.14])
that for the multichordal CLE, in a fixed marked domain containing B(z,277), there almost surely
exists a finite set of points that separate 0inA. ; from Oyt A, ;. Since two intersecting strands
intersect infinitely many times, we can select the parameters M, r1, s so that the probability of
E;’j is as close to 1 as we want for the multichordal CLE,; in a fixed marked domain. By the local
continuity of the multichordal CLE,/ law in Proposition 2.4, we can make the probability close to 1
uniformly among all rsp-separated marked domains. By scaling, the statement does not depend
on j.

This proves the statement with ﬁzj in place of F, ;. The conditional law under F, ; 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 7ep-separated marked point
configurations. This implies that the same result holds for F, ;. O
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Lemma 4.8. For each p € (0,1), reep > 0 there exist M,r1,ry so that
PEZ ;| Fujllpser > plpses

for each z,j with B(z,277) C 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 7. ; in place of
F.j. We are therefore going to show that for each 7¢, > 0, ¢ > 0, we can make M large enough so
that

(4.3) P[(El;\ EZ)) \ﬁz,j]lEj;? <gq.

We use a resampling argument to deduce it from the analogous statements for ordinary CLE,;
Lemmas 4.5, 4.6.

Suppose this were not true. Consider the resampling procedure within A, ;_; in Lemma 2.5, and
let Fbreak be the event that all crossings of A, ;j_1 in the resampled CLE,, I%;_1 are broken up.
For some ppreax > 0 let E'D]“jeaLk be the event (for I') that P[Fb“eaLk | Tl > pbreak- By the proof of
Lemma 2.5 given in [AMY25a] we can find for each rgp > 0, ¢ > 0 some ppreak > 0 so that for a
suitable resampling procedure we have

POLE (B2 < q/2

uniformly for each (D;x; ) where distg(z,0D) € [27971277%2] and z is ryep-separated (note that
this statement does not depend on j due to scale-invariance). If (4.3) were false, there would exist
some (D;z;3) and a set of boundary arcs corresponding to the gasket so that (suppressing the set
of boundary arcs in the notation below)
CLE, 1 2 break
P Doy (B2 \ EZ5) N EZF] 2 q/2.
Since the resampling procedure is a measure-preserving transformation, we then have

PO (B )\ B2) 0 FEE™) 2 prrcac/2.

If we condition on the chords of a multichordal CLE,/, the remainder has the conditional law of an
ordinary CLE,. Hence, there exists some D with distg(z,dD) € [277,277%1] such that

Pﬁ[E;,j \ Eg,j] > pbreakQ/2

where P denotes the law of CLE,/ in D. 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 £(-,-;T") and £(-,-;I") are comparable to their typical
behavior.

To state the result, we define a “good” event for each ball B(z,277) C D. Suppose that we are on the
event E1 defined in Section 4.3. We keep using the notation for the points w;, v;, v}, u; € ’yz N %

and the reglons Vi, V/ from the definition of E; ; and Efj Further, let K1, ..., K1, be the connected
components of Yt \ {v;} that intersect B(z,27771). For each [ =1,..., L, we let U; € € be such
that U; = fill(K;). We let {u;1,u;2,...} be the subset of {u;} that are adjacent to U;. We define
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FicURE 4.2. Continuation of Figure 4.1. The loops involved in the event E;j may

split B(z,27771) into several components. In the figure, there are two components.
We let U; be the regions bounded by the {v;}, and let U, be the regions bounded
by the {v]}. We relabel the points v;, v}, etc. according to the components they are
adjacent to.

wl,i,vl,i,v{d,ul,i,‘/}’i,Vl:i analogously. We further write U; = U \ U; Vi (ie. {ﬁl} are the filled
connected components of Yr \ {v/} that intersect B(z,27771)). See Figure 4.2 for an illustration.
We will refer to the set {v;1,v;2,...} as the boundary of U;, and the set {Uil,vl’g, ...} as the

boundary of Ul. We say that a function is harmonic in U; (resp. 171) if it is harmonic except at
its boundary points (i.e. the EY(-,-;T")-energy minimizers among the functions with prescribed
boundary values, see Section 2.5.2). Here we have slightly abused notation and identified U; with
Yr NU;. Note that the additivity of energies (Lemma 3.5) implies that a harmonic function in a
larger region is also harmonic in U;. Recall that harmonic functions attain their maximum and
minimum values on the boundary, due to (RF5).

We will sometimes write K l] (resp. Ulj ) to emphasize the dependence on j.

Let M > 1andry > r; > 0. Foreach z € D, j € N with B(2,277) C D, we let G;j = G;j(M, T1,72)
be the event that the event Eir from Section 4.3 occurs and for each [, for any non-constant
EYi(-,-;T")-harmonic function f we have that

m? eV (f, fiT)
(supg, [ — infg, f)? s M.

Proposition 4.9. For each b > 0 there exist M > 1, rg > r1 >0, and ¢ > 0 such that the following
is true. Let z € D, j € N with B(z,277) C D. Then for each k € N we have

P [(Gi,j,)c occurs for more than a 1/5 fraction of j' = j,...,j + k] < ce k.

(4.4) M~ <

In contrast to the event E:?,j’ the condition (4.4) involves looking into the regions inside B(z,277/~1)
and not just A, ;. 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 CLE,s 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, 79 > r1 >0, and ¢ > 0 such that the following is
true. Let z € D, j € N with B(z,277) C D. Let Ggfj be the event that Eij occurs and additionally

; i
max sup RYi(z,y;T) < Mm? .
¢ x,yEKlj

Then for each k € N we have
P [Eij, N (GZ{J,)C occurs for more than a 1/10 fraction of j' = j,...,j + k‘} < ce

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 (m*) 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 CLE,s 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 Eij occurs, and let

j» and let

Let K{’Jr, K§’+7 ... be the connected components of

Jj+ > j be the next scale where E§7j+ occurs. Let {v;} be the points in the definition of E!
{vi} be the points in the definition of E;,ﬂ.
Tr\ ({vi} U{v;}) that intersect A(z,279+,27971). Letting Ulj’+ € € be such that U{’Jr = ﬁll(?{’Jr)
for each I, the proof of [AMY25b, Proposition 5.17] shows superpolynomial upper tails for the
internal metrics (mTj)_liRUlj a (-,+;T). Since each U l] decomposes into a collection of U}, "+ for some

7’ > j and I', by the monotonicity Lemma 3.9 we obtain the desired upper bound on i)‘iUlj (-, T) by
summing up the resistances across the subregions as in the proof of [MY25, Proposition 3.1]. O

Proof of Proposition /.9. The upper bound in (4.4) holds automatically on the event Eir. Indeed,
suppose that f is a £Y!(-,-;T)-harmonic function and supy, v — infy, uw = 1. The energy of f
is bounded from above by the energy of a function f’ that is constant on U, and harmonically
interpolates in each Vl’ ;- On the event E! | the number of V}’ ; is bounded by M, and on the event

Z,r

E2?, we have 5Vl/vi(f’, 1) < S)‘{Wi(vfﬂ.,vl’i;lj)_l < M(m% 7)™ for each i. By Lemma 3.5, we then

Z,r)
have

8Ul(fl7 fl7r) < Z(‘:Vllﬂ(fl7 f'/7 1“) < MZ(mZ—j),l
as required.

The lower bound in (4.4) holds on the event G?’j from Lemma 4.10. Indeed, suppose that f € Fy, r
for some [ and z,y € K. Recall that

(f(2) = f())?
EV(f, £;T)

Therefore, if RV (z,y;T) < Mm? | then
m?2 VS, ;1) = M7 (f () - f())?

RV (z,y;T) = Sup{

feFor EV(f F;T) > O}.
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for each z,y € K as required. O

Corollary 4.11. There exist M,ri,r9 such that the following holds almost surely. For each
§ > 0 there ewists a finite collection of balls {B(zg,277%)} with 277 < § such that B(0,1 —§) C
Uk B(zk,2771) and G occurs for each k.

Proof. Applying Proposition 4.9 with b = 5 and k = j (say) for each j > logy(6~!) and each
z € 27272 N B(0,1 — §), the union bound yields that the probability that B(0,1 — §) is not
covered by a suitable collection of balls of scales in {j,...,2j} is O(277). Sending j — oo yields the
claim. 0

Consider the cover in Corollary 4.11. For each B(z;,277*), we consider the regions U; (resp. U;)
defined at the beginning of Section 4.4. Let us enumerate these regions associated to all B(zy, 277¥),
and (with a slight abuse of notation) we again denote them by {U;} (resp. {U;}) where distinct
Ui, Uy may arise from the same or from different zy, j.. We let wy;, vy ;, ”f,w Ui Vi Vl’Z be defined
in the same way as before. The fact that B(0,1 — §) is covered by {B(zx,277*71)} means that
Tr ﬂB(O,l - (5) - UlUl-

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,r; there is a constant ¢ such that the following is true. Let {U;} be a
cover as above, and assume that it is minimal (i.e. {U; |l # lp} is not a cover for any ly). Then for
each 1, the number of I' with Uy N Uy # () is at most c.

As a consequence of Lemma 4.12 and Lemma 3.5, we have

(4.5) ’1Z€U’ffF)<8ffF LY
for each minimal cover {U;} as above.

Proof of Lemma 4.12. By the definition of the event ! 7>
given z,j is bounded by M. For each B(z,277), the number of B(z/,277") with comparable size
that intersect it is bounded by a fixed constant, and therefore for each U; the number of associated

Uy with comparable size as U; is also bounded by a constant depending on M. We therefore only
need to consider the intersections of U; with Uy with very different sizes.

the number of components K for each

Recall that we have 71277 < |v; — v}| < 19277 for each pair v/, v; in the definition of F! j» and that
the next intersection point w; of the same strands outside U; also satisfies |w; — v;| > r127J. We
argue below that if U, U,, U, have sizes all differing by at least some large factor of M, then
U, NU, NU,, = 0. To conclude the proof of the lemma, observe that if Uy intersects Uy, it must
intersect one of the v;; since otherwise it would be contained in Uj, contradicting the minimality of
the cover. By the claim above, the number of Uy that intersect a given v;; is bounded by a constant

depending only on M. Since there are at most M many v;;, we conclude.

It remains to justify the claim above. Suppose that U, N U, NU;, # 0 and their sizes all differ by
more than some large factor of M, and say U, is the largest of them. Then Uj,, U, cannot intersect
(711, otherwise they would be contained in Uj,, contradicting the minimality of the cover. Therefore
one of the points v;;, must be contained in both Up,, U,. But the condition on w;;, implies that in
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fact vy 4, € [712, [713 since in case vy ;, € Vl/@ (resp. VMS) the Vp;, (resp. Vi ;,) must terminate at
vy4, as it is too short to reach wy;, . Therefore Up,, U, must have comparable sizes, otherwise one
would be contained in the other, again contradicting the minimality of the cover. O

Lemma 4.13. Let ¢ be the constant in Lemma 4.12. Suppose that {U;} is a minimal cover as in
Lemma 4.12. Then for each f € Fr there is a subcollection (l) such that the regions {Uj, } are
mutually disjoint and

STEVR(f, [T SEfFT) <> EVR (S, fiT).
k k

Proof. Let us order the collection (U;) such that EVi(f, f;T) is in decreasing order as [ increases.
We define (Uj,) inductively. Let U;, = U;. Suppose that Uy, ..., U, are defined. Let

L1 :==min{l > I | U;N (U, U---UU;,) = 0}
Then the collection (Uj,) is mutually disjoint by definition. Moreover, for each I ¢ {l} there is
I <l with Uj, NU; # 0. By Lemma 4.12, each U, intersects at most ¢ other U;, and since we have
ordered the regions according to EVi(f, f;T'), we have EVi(f, f;T) < EVk (f, f;T) for each [ > .

Therefore we have

E(f, £;T) < D EVS f3T) <ed &% (f, ;).
l k
U

Lemma 4.14. For each M there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that the following is true. Let U; be a
good region as in the definition of the event G;j from Section J.J. Let f be a EYi(-,-;T)-harmonic
function. Then

max £ (f, f;T) = €V (f, f;T).

Proof. Upon relabeling, it suffices to assume that f(v;1) =0, f(v2) =1,and 0 < f <1 on K.
By (4.2), (4.4), we are done if we show that f(vj;) > c for a constant ¢ depending only on M. We

explain that if f(vlcl) < ¢, then £Vi(f, f;T') cannot be optimal. Throughout the proof, ¢ denotes a
constant depending only on M whose value may change from line to line.

For each a € [0,1], let f, be the function with fo(v};) = f(v;;) V a for each 4, and harmonically
interpolate in each of the regions V;; and in 171. Let w;; > 0 be the edge conductances corresponding
to the trace resistance form £t ‘{Ull,i}(" +T) (2.9). Since RO (v 10195 T) < Mm? " by the definition
of the event Gi,j, by the max-flow-min-cut theorem (see e.g. [DW24, Lemma 2.5]), there is some
path from vil to 1)1’72 in the corresponding graph using edges with conductances at least ¢(m? )~
It follows that if a < ¢, the energy Sﬁl( fas fa;T') decreases linearly in a. On the other hand,
EVii(fo, fu; 1) = Dﬁiv“(vfl, (URE F)_l(fa(vai) — fa(v14))? increases at most quadratically in a for each
1 with fa(”;,i) < c. Therefore, by Lemma 3.5, the energy U (f,, fu;T) decreases in a € [0, ¢]. This
gives the desired contradiction and shows that f (vl,,l) > ¢ when f is harmonic. O

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 G; ; defined above Proposition 4.9.
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@%g

FIGURE 4.3. In the proof of Proposition 4.1, if V; ;, € Z,,_1 and v,; € V1, it might
be that Zjn_l(vn,j) <infg, f. In the depicted case, we set g, to be constant in the

region tiled in blue.

FIGURE 4.4. In the proof of Proposition 4.1, if V; ;, € Z,,_1 and v, ; € V1, it might
be that g,—1(vn ;) < infg,, f. In the depicted case, we harmonically interpolate in
V/}, (tiled in blue) instead of V,, ;.

Proof of Proposition /J.1. Let M, ry,rs be such that the conclusion of Corollary 4.11 holds. Let {U;}
be a minimal associated cover. We show that there is a constant ¢ depending on M such that

(4.6) EV(,T) <cEV(-,+T) foreach V €.

Suppose that V' € €. By (2.8), it suffices to show that for each finite set A C Yr NV we have
(4.7) EVa(, D) < €Al T)

where Y[ 4(-,;T),EY|a(-,; T) are the trace resistance forms on A.

To this end, we let f be a £ Vﬁ-, - F)—h~armonic function with prescribed values (~)n~A. For each € > 0,
we will construct a function f with |f(x) — f(z)| < € for each z € A and EV(f, £;T) < cEV(f, f;T)
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where c is a constant depending only on M. This will imply
EVIA(f. FiD) < EV(F D) < €V (f, £i1) = €| alf, f:T)
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' = J; U;, otherwise we consider V=VU Uu,nv 0 Ur instead. Note that by
the definition of €, if § is smaller than the diameters of the loops bounding V', then 1% \ V' consists

of a collection of dead ends in V relative to V, so that functions on V can be extended to V 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 € Fyr is continuous. Therefore we can let § > 0 be small enough so that

(4.8) sup f— inf f<e foreveryze A
Bpath(xam;) Bpath(z,le)

Let {U;} be the cover given in Corollary 4.11 with this 6. We order the sets so that

sup f
K

is in increasing order as [ increases. We recall the notation w ;, v ;, v{ﬂ-, Ui, Vi, Vl’ ;- Welet j; € N
be the scale of the good region U; (i.e. U; arises from the event Giml).
We will define a sequence of functions (g,) that satisfy the following conditions inductively.

(i) The function g, is defined on J;"; K.

(ii) For each | < n and z € K; we have

min inf f <q,(z) < max sup f.
U<n:K;NK;#0 Ky f - gn( ) T U< KyNK £D Kff

(iii) We have that
E(Gn:Gn:T) < E@nr, Gn-1:T) + €V (£, f3T)
for a constant ¢ depending only on M.

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

E@.3:0) <SS EV(f, £;T) S ES, £51).

Further, by (ii) and (4.8) we have that |g(z) — f(z)| < € on A.

We now define the functions g, satisfying the properties (i)—(iii). For technical reasons, we also
define for each n a collection Z,, of some of the V;; with | < n so that the following properties hold.

(iv) For each z € UL, K; \ UZ,, we have g,(z) > f(2).
(v) For each Vi ; € Z,, we have gn(v;;) = supg, f-

The reason we need to introduce Z,, is that it is not clear that we can make (iv) hold on UL, K.
We set g1|k, = supg, f and Z; = (). Then we clearly have that (i)—(v) are satisfied for n = 1.

Suppose that n € N and we have defined g1, ..., g,—1 and Z,,_; satisfying (i)—(v). We now define
gn as follows. We let Z,, be the same as Z,,_; except for the differences mentioned below. Let {vy,;}
be the boundary points of U,,. For each v, ;, we consider the following cases.
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o Ifw,; ¢ U?;ll Uy, then set g, (vn;) = supg, f.
o Ifv,; € lnz_ll Ui\UZ,—1, then set g,(vni) = gn—1(vn;), §n(v;m-) = supg,, f, and harmonically
interpolate in V,, ;. Add V,,; to Z,,. Note that by (iv), (4.2), and (4.4), we have

2
m? " EVRi (G, G T) S (S}{lp f- f(vn,i)> Sm? EU(f, £ T).

In particular, all the required items hold.

o If v,; € Vi, for some V), € Z,,_1, we distinguish the following cases.

(a) Uy faces in the opposite way from U; (see Figure 4.3). Set g, to be constant gn—1(v; ;) on
Vik \ Uy, (this step only decreases energy), and then harmonically interpolate between vy, ;
and U;z,i as before. Remove V;, from Z,, and add V;,; to Z,,. By (v), we have in particular

Gn(vni) = gnfl(vll,k) = S[lip f = flona),
!
so all the required items hold again.

(b) Uy, faces in the same way as U; (see Figure 4.4). We set g, = gn—1 on V;; and harmonically
interpolate in the region V/; between v;; and w instead, with gn(v;;) = gn-1(vj;) and
gn(urk) = supg, f. We keep Vi, in Z,,. Note that since §n,1(vf7k) = supg, [ by (v), the
condition (iv) still holds for g,. We claim that this also respects the condition (iii). Indeed,
note that the region U,, cannot be much bigger than Uj, due to the condition on w;; in the
event E;njn (And U,, cannot be much smaller than U; either as it would be covered by U;

otherwise.) Therefore we have m2 " =< m2 ™ by Proposition 4.4. This implies, by (4.2), (4.4),

2
m? " EVE (G, o3 T) = (G () — Gn(0]))* < (Supf - f(vf,k)> S EV(f, 1),

Set gn to be constant supy, f in the remaining parts of K. Finally, remove the regions V; € Z,,_1
from Z,, that are covered by U,. ]

5. UNIQUENESS

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

In the previous section, we proved that if we have two weak CLE, resistance forms (£V (-, I"))vee
and (§V(~, s I'))yee with comparable scaling factors, then they are bi-Lipschitz equivalent with
deterministic constants 0 < ¢; < ¢y < 0o. We show in Section 5.1 that in this setting one can take
c1 = ¢co. Then we show in Section 5.2 that there is a unique scaling exponent « > 0 depending only
on x’ such that every CLE,/ resistance form satisfies scaling covariance with this exponent o > 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 (-, T))vee
and (EV (-, T))vee are two conditionally independent weak CLE resistance forms such that (4.1)
holds. Then there exists a constant cy € (0,00) so that EV (-, T) = o€V (-, T) for all V € €.
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In the following, we assume that 0 < ¢; < ¢o < 0o are deterministic constants so that
(5.1) 1€V (1) S EYV(,5T) < o€V (-, 5T).
for every V € €.

We have shown in Proposition 4.1 that such constants cp, ca exist. Our goal in this section is to
show that we can we can take ¢; = co. We assume throughout that ¢; (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 CLE,
resistance forms are defined only on the event that £ N oD = ().

We assume that ¢; < ¢ and argue that on sufficiently many scales, the probability is positive that
there exist “shortcuts” in the sense that RRY (v, v'; F)/Eyiv(v, v';T) is bounded away from ¢; or from
cz. Using a spatial independence argument, we will see that with probability 1 such shortcuts
exist everywhere. We begin by observing that on each scale 277, for a “typical” region V bounded
between two intersecting loops of I' that has Euclidean size 277, the ratio Y (v,v'; T)/RY (v,v';T)
is either bounded away from cy or from c¢; 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 C is a simply connected domain and x,y € 0D are distinct, then there is a
unique law on pairs of curves (7}, n5) from x to y such that the conditional law of 14 given n] (resp.
7} given n5) is that of an SLE,/ in the complementary connected component to the right of n} (resp.
to the left of 75). See [MY25, Section 2.2.1]. We refer to (n},n5) as the bichordal SLE,/ in (D, z,y).

Let j € N, and let (n},75) be a bichordal SLE,, in (27/D, —i277,277). Let I; be the event that
n1 Nny N B(0,1/2) # (), and note that by scale-invariance P[I;] does not depend on j. On the event
I;, let z; (resp. y;) the first (resp. last) intersection point of 7} N7y N B(0,1/2), and let V; be the
region bounded between the segments of 7}, 7, from z; to y;. Let J be the set of j € N such that

RY (5, y;5T)
RYi (2, y;;T)
The idea is that if a positive density of integers is in 7, then we show that we can find shortcuts

everywhere that imply ¢ is not optimal. On the other hand, if a positive density of integers is in
N\ J, then ¢; is not optimal.

(5.2) >1/2.

S v/ C1C2 Ij

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 € > 0 such that the following is true. Let
D be a simply connected domain and ¢: H — D a conformal transformation. Let j,k € N be such
that |¢'(i)] > 277, and suppose that

TN {j,....j+k} >N.

Let (n7,m5) be a bichordal SLE, in (D, ¢(0),¢(c0)), and given (n},n5), sample a CLE. and the
internal metrics in the region between n},15. Let Gp , be the event that there are x,y € 1y N1, with
R(z,y:T)

Pl < Jaes and R(z,y; D) > em?
R(z,y:T) il

i—k

Then
P[GD,so} > D
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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 7] and the left boundary of n}, can be described by a pair of flow lines intersecting with
angle Ogp1 (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 pg bounded from below. By the independence
across scales, if N is large enough compared to pg, 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 € > 0 such that the following
is true. Let D be a simply connected domain and ¢: D — D a conformal transformation. Let
T1, T, 23,4 € OD such that lo™ (z;) — ¢ (wy)| > 7 for each i # i'. Let j,k € N be such that
|©'(0)] > 277, and suppose that

TG, i+ K} > N.

Let (n},n5,T) be a bichordal CLE, in (D;x1, 22, z3,74) conditioned on the event {n} Nnh # 0},
and sample the internal metrics in the region between ni,n5. Let Gp 4 be the event that there are
x,y € n N1y with

R ;T i

M < e and R(z,y;T) > em?”’ g

Rz, y; 1)
Then

P[Gpa] = p.

Proof. Let a’ (resp. y') be the first (resp. last) intersection point of nj N7n5. The conditional law of the
segments between x’ and y’ is a bichordal SLE,/ in (D', 2/, y") where D’ is a connected component
after removing from D the segments before x’ and after 3y/. Let kg € N be large enough such that
the following holds. Let E’ be the event that there is a conformal map @ mapping (H,0,c0) to
(D', 2',y') such that |@'(i)] > 277=%_ Then P[E'] > (p +1)/2. By the continuity of the bichordal
CLE,/ law with respect to the marked points (Proposition 2.4), we can choose ko (depending on r)
such that this holds uniformly for all choices of (D;z1, 2, 3, x4).

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

P(Cps] > PGy s | E1PIE] = (0 +1)/2) > p.

Let F. ;, ]?Z,j and E;ejp be as defined in Section 4.1.

Lemma 5.4. For each p € (0,1) and rsep > 0 there exist N € N and € > 0 such that the following
is true. Let z,j be such that B(z,277) C D, and suppose that

7N {j,...,j+5N} > N.

Let E7; be the event that the event Eg,j from Section 4.3 occurs and we can select the regions V; for
each © such that
Vi(ay. of. T
72% (vi, vi: I) < g —e
RYi (v, v};T)
Then

P[ESC | J_"Z,]]]‘Ej; Z p]_Ezer
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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 CLE,/ in
*,B(w,r3279),B(w,r42=7

(wirs2 ™) Blwra2™) o E3; be

out
the event that Eij occurs and for each ¢ there is a cut point x of V; such that the following holds.
(w,r3277),B(w,r4277)

A, ;. Let we raZ% N A ; and consider the partial exploration I

Let w € r4Z* N A ; be the point closest to . Then the partial exploration Fz{f
has exactly 4 marked points which correspond to the two strands intersecting at z, and the marked
points have distance at least r5277.

Recall that intersecting strands of a CLE,s intersect each other infinitely many times, and that
the marked points of a partially explored CLE,s are almost surely distinct [AMY25a, Lemma 3.18].
Therefore, by Proposition 2.4, for each rgp, > 0 there are constants 3,74, 5 such that

P[E2; N (E2))" | Fagllgser < (1-p)/2
for each z, j with B(z,277) C D.

Once we have fixed 73, 74,75, we apply Lemma 5.3 with 1 — r3(1 — p)/2 in place of p and r = 7.
Taking a union bound over w € ryZ? N A j, we obtain that with conditional probability at least p,
for each 7 there are cut points z,y of V; with

RYi(z,y; T : —i- -

~(:c7,y,) < . /cico and %VZ(x,y;F) >em?”’ o > ec(N)m2 !

RVi(z,y;T)
where we have used Proposition 4.4 in the last inequality. Since we are on the event Eg’j, we
conclude by (4.2) and our standing assumption (5.1). O

Proof of Proposition 5.1. We note that at least one of the following must hold. The set of n € N
such that
[T N {n,...,2n} S 1

n -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 € > 0 such that

V(D)
5.4 R S A _
o4 eV D) S
for every V' € €. This contradicts the minimality of co. Conversely, if the latter is true, then by
swapping the roles of £(,;) and £(,;) we obtain a contradiction to the maximality of ¢;.

(5.3)

Note that for fixed N € N, if n € N is sufficiently large and (5.3) holds, then the number of
j€e{n,...,2n} with
TG j 45N 2 N

is at least n/4.

Let GY; be defined as G;j in Section 4.4 with the stronger condition EZY; 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 G7°; such that the following holds almost surely. For each 6 > 0 there exists
a finite collection of balls { B(zx,277%)} with 277% < § such that B(0,1 —J) C Uy B(zx,2 7% 1) and

% j, occurs for each k. Let {U;} be a minimal associated cover as described below Corollary 4.11.
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Suppose that V € €, A C Yr NV is a finite set, and f is a £Y(-,-;T')-harmonic function with
prescribed values on A. We argue that there is a function f with f = f on A and

EV(f,F;T) < (ca— &V (£, /;T).
By (2.8), this will imply (5.4) and conclude the proof.

We can assume that V' = J; U;, otherwise we consider V=Vu Uru,nv 0 Ur instead. Note that by

the definition of €, if § is smaller than the diameters of the loops bounding V', then 1% \ V' consists
of a collection of dead ends, so that functions on V' can be extended to V' 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 € > 0 denote an absolute constant (depending on the parameters of Gifj
chosen above) whose value may change from line to line.

Consider a disjoint sub-collection {Uj, } of {U;} as in Lemma 4.13 with
D_ET(f i) = €€V (f, D).
k

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

ngk,z(f,fJ_—‘) > EgUlk(faf;F)'

We denote Vj, = Vi,i- Let f =fin V\U; Vi, and harmonically interpolate in each Vj. By the
definition of G7°; we have

E(FFiT) < (e2 — EVR(f, 5T).
For the remaining regions we have, by our standing assumption (5.1),
EVULY(F, FiT) < ea Ui Ve, 1),

By Lemma 3.5 we conclude that

EV(F D) < (ca— ) S % (fF, £ T) + 0V Ui Vi(f, £5T)
k
<V (f, 15T) — e % (f, £5T)
k

< €V (f, ;1) — €V (£, fiT)
which concludes the proof. ]

5.2. Uniqueness of the exponent. In this section we show the scaling covariance of CLE,
resistance forms with a scaling factor A* where a > 0 depends only on ' (Proposition 5.5).

Proposition 5.5. There exists o € [dgn,dsLg] so that the following is true. Suppose that
(EV (-, T))vee is a weak CLE, resistance form, then it is a (strong) CLE. resistance form
with the scaling exponent c.

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 CLE,/ resistance form is a (strong) CLE, resistance form with
some scaling exponent a > 0. We will then prove that the value of o > 0 does not depend on the
choice of the CLE,; resistance form, but only on the choice of v’ € (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 LNOD =
0." Let (EV(-,;T))yee be a weak CLE, resistance form. Then there exists o € [dqpy, dsLg] such that
the following holds. Let A € (0,1] and define (EV(f, f;T))vee = (ENV (F(A1), FOA1); AD))pee.
Then almost surely gv(-, 4T) = A2V (-, 1) for each V € €.

Proof. Note that E(-,T) = (€Y (-, T))vee is also a weak CLE,s resistance form. Let R(-,;T) =
(,‘JN‘{V(-, -T))vee be the associated resistance metrics, and let m? be as defined in Section 4.1. Then
m? /m? = mM /md e [Adsreto() Adavito(D)] yniformly in § € (0, 1] by Proposition 4.4. Therefore the
condition (4.1) is satisfied, so by Proposition 5.1 we have (-, ;T) = ¢(A)E(-, ;T almost surely for
a constant ¢(\) > 0.

It follows that if A\, \ € (0, 1], then almost surely

ECFINN) L), FINN)TE) XAD) = e(N)E(F(ATH), FAT1);AD) = e(N)e(WE(S, £ 1)

and therefore ¢(N'\) = ¢(\)c(N\). Moreover, A — ¢(\) is strictly decreasing with limy_,g c(\) = oo
due to Proposition 4.4. Tt follows that ¢(\) = A~ for some o > 0. It also follows from Proposition 4.4
that o € [ddbla dSLE]- ]

Proof of Proposition 5.5. It remains to show that if £(-,;T") and g(, ') are two weak CLE,
resistance forms with respective scaling exponents «, &, then o = &. Suppose that a > a. Following
the proof of Proposition 4.9, there is a covering by good regions {U;} analogously to Corollary 4.11
such that

EVI(f, f;T)
(SupKl f - ianz f)2

Mol < < M2Ie

for each non-constant £V¢(-,-;T")-harmonic function f and

- (SupKl f - ianl f)2 o

for each non-constant & Ui(.,-;T")-harmonic function f.

By the exact same proof as for Proposition 4.1, we obtain that g (+,; ') = 0 which is a contradiction.
O

6. THE CLE,, BROWNIAN MOTION

We now turn to prove that the process defined by the CLE,/ resistance form is a CLE,, Brownian
motion and likewise a CLE,s Brownian motion defines a CLE, 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 CLE,;
Brownian motion is not conformally invariant.

"This conditioning implies that for each A € (0, 1], the law of A is absolutely continuous with respect to the law
of T, see [MY25, Lemma 7.2].
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6.1. CLE, resistance form defines a CLE,, Brownian motion.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that (E(-,+;T), Fr) is a CLE, resistance form in the sense of Defini-
tion 1.1, and let pu(-;T') be the CLE,s gasket measure (see Section 2.3). Let X be the Hunt process
associated with the Dirichlet form (£(-,+T), Fr) on L*(Yr, u(+;T)). Then X is a CLE Brownian
motion in the sense of Definition 1.5.

Proof. By the definition of a CLE, resistance form, for each V € €, the space (V N Yp, RV (-, T))
is a compact resistance metric space. By the general theory (see Section 2.5.2), this defines a regular
Dirichlet form on L2(V N Yr, u(-;Ty)), and hence a pu(-;Ty)-symmetric Hunt process X" 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 dpaen and RR(-, ;I") are topologically equivalent).

For U C C, let Xy denote the process killed upon exiting U (called the part process in [CF12]). We
claim that the process Xy is determined by (€ V(-, +I"))vee, - Since the process X is continuous,
it suffices to show for each U; € U that Xy, is determined by (€Y (-, T))vee,. For notational
simplicity, let us also pretend that U; N Y1 has just one connected component (otherwise we
consider each connected component separately). By [AMY25a, Lemma 5.14], there is V; € €y with
Uy NYr CViNTYr. By [CF12, Theorem 3.3.8], the Dirichlet form associated with X, is given by

(Fr)o, ={f € Fr| f=0o0n Tr\ U},
EU D)o, =E(f, f;T)  for f e (Fr)u,.

In particular, by the property II, it agrees with the Dirichlet form associated with X (‘]/1 The latter
is determined by £V1(-,-;I"). This shows the claim.

The translation invariance and scale invariance now follows from the corresponding properties of
the resistance forms and the measure. O

6.2. CLE, Brownian motion defines a CLE,s resistance form.

Proposition 6.2. Suppose that X is a CLE. Brownian motion in the sense of Definition 1.5. Let
(E(+,T), Fr) be the associated Dirichlet form. Then (E(-,-;T'),Fr) is a CLE,/ resistance form in
the sense of Definition 1.1.

Proof. Let (E(-,;T'), Fr) be the Dirichlet form of the process X. By its definition, (£(-,-;T), Fr)
is a resistance form and its associated resistance metric R(-,-;I") is a.s. continuous with respect
to dpath-

We now construct a resistance metric RV (-,;T") for each V € ¢ and show that the collection
(RY (-, ;T))vee satisfies the characterization in Proposition 3.2.

Let V € €. By the definition of €, there is a finite set of points vy, ..., v, such that each point in
Yr \ V is either separated from V by {v1,...,v,} or is contained in a dead end. Let A C V N Tr
be a finite set that contains {v1,...,v,} and further points that separate each pair v;, v; in VNTYr.
Let w be the weight function associated with R(-,;T)[4 and let

0, {z,y} C{v1,...,0n}.

Define |RY (-, -;T")|4 to be the associated resistance metric on A. We claim that this definition of
RY (-, T) is consistent, i.e. if A C A’ are two sets as above, then they define the same metric

wy (z,y) = {w(x7y)v {5372/} g {’Ul, e ,’Un}7
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when restricted to A. Suppose that A’ = AU {2’} and w' is the weight function associated with
R(-, 1) 4. We claim that w(v;, vj) = w'(v;,v;) for each i # j.

Let f;, f/ € Fr be the &(-,-;I')-harmonic functions with boundary values d,, on A, A’, respectively.
Then w(v;,v;) = —E(fi, ;1) and w'(vi, vj) = —E(f], fi;T'). Moreover, since (A, w) is the trace of

79 j7
the network (A’,w’), we have E|a(fi, f;;T) = E|a(fi, f5;T1).
Since A is chosen to contain points that separate v;, v; in V N Yr, the point 2’ can be connected

to at most one of v;,v;. Assume that it is separated from v;. Since the process X is continuous,
by (2.10), we have w'(z',v;) = 0 and f; = f;. It follows that

Ela(f, f]'7 L) =¢&lal(fi, f]'7 I') (since f; differs from f; only at 2’ and w'(z',v;) = 0)
=E\a(fi, f;T) (since f; = f]')
and therefore w(v;,v;) = w'(v;,v;) as claimed.
In particular, this shows that |8Y (-, ;') indeed defines a resistance metric on V N Yr.

Next, we argue that for each V € €y, the metric RV (-, -;I") as constructed above is determined by
Xy and p(+;Ty+). Since both are supposed to be Markovian and translation invariant, we get the
Markovianity and translation invariance of (RY (-, ;T'))vecy, -

To see the claim, let us note that by [CF12, Theorem 3.3.8], the process Xy and u(-;T'y+) together
determine E(f, f;T") for each f € (Fr)uy = {f € Fr | f = 0on Yr \ U}. Let A be as in the
construction above, and let x € A, y € A\ {v1,...,vn}. Let fz, f, be the harmonic functions with
boundary value 6, resp. d, on A. Since the process X is continuous, by (2.10), the function f, is
supported on V. Let fgc € Jr be a function that agrees with f, in a neighborhood of V' and is zero
on the complement of U. By the locality, we have E(fy, fy;I') = E(fz, fy; T). Since fo, fy € (Fr)u,
this shows the claim.

Finally, we need to check the items (d)—(f) in Proposition 3.2.

We show (d). Let V,V' € €, V C V' and z,y € V N Y such that for every u € V/\ V there is a
point z € V that separates u from x,y in V' N Yr. Let A (resp. A’) be a set as in the construction
of RY (z,y;T) (resp. RY'(z,y;T)) above where we can assume A = A’ N V. Moreover, we can add
further points so that for each u € A’ that is separated from x,y in V' N Yt 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 z,y in the network (A’, wy/). By the same argument as above, the weights wy and wy- agree
on the 2-connected component of x,y. Therefore RY (z,y;T") = %V/(x, y; ') 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. ANV, from ANV,,) in the network. O
6.3. Non-conformal invariance. We now explain that the CLE,, Brownian motion is not confor-
mally invariant. Let us consider the conformal transformation ¢: H — D with ¢(0) = —i, p(c0) = 1,
(i) = 0. Let T be a nested CLE, in H.

Suppose that z1,...,2, € Y are such that for each i, the point z; separates {z; | j < ¢} from

{z;|j>i}in YTp. Let X be the CLE,, Brownian motion on Yr, and let (P;),er, denote its law.
By (2.10), we have Py, (04, , < 02,,,] = R(xi, ig1;T) /R (21, 5415 T). Therefore, if ¢(X) had the
same law as the CLE,s Brownian motion on ¢(Yr) (modulo time change), there would be some
¢ > 0 such that

(6.1) R(p(xi), o(x;);oT)) = cR(xj,zj;T)  for each 1, 5.
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We will construct a positive probability event for I' on which (6.1) fails.

#H\A(0,2F 1 2F+1) H\ A(0,252 2+ +2)

For k € Z, let I';;;
k—1 9k+1 k—2 ok+2
Section 2.2.2. Let G§ be the event that FZ{I}J\A(O’Z 2D NAQ2TE2TE o ntains exactly two

strands ¢%,¢5 crossing A(0,2F2,2k%2) and that #§ N ¢5 # (). Note that by scale-invariance
po = P[GE] > 0 does not depend on k.

be the partial exploration of I' as defined in

Let 3 (resp. yi) be the first (resp. last) intersection point of £¥ N /5. By the scaling covariance of the
CLE, resistance metric, the conditional law of R(z, yx; ') given G’S is the same as the conditional
law of 2°*9R(xg, yo; T') given GJ where a > 0 is the exponent in Theorem 1.2. Therefore, if we let

EY = GEn{M12%% < R(xp, yp; T) < M29%},

then P[GE \ E¥] does not depend on k and limps_,o, P[GE \ E¥] = 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[Ef N E;*] > 0.

Next, we let
EY = G {M ¢ (0)| 27 < R(p(ar), p(yn); () < Mg/ (0)|*27H1}.

By applying Lemma 2.4, we see that lim e supj<o P[GE\ E§] = 0. Moreover, as a consequence of
Theorem 1.2, the CLE, resistance metric is reflection symmetric, hence P[ES] = P[E; *]. Therefore,
by the independence across scales argument as before, for some M we have P[EYNESNE, kﬂE2_ k] >0
for some k that can be made as large as we want.

Finally, by Lemma 2.3, the probability that EfﬂEfﬁEfkﬂEQ_k occurs and the strands E’f, E'ﬁ, El_k, 62_’“
link to one single loop of IT" is positive. If k is chosen sufficiently large, we see that (6.1) fails on this
event as on E§ N E; " we have that (¢ (), 0(yx); @(T')) is comparable to R(p(z_1), o(y_i); (T'))
but on E¥ N Efk we have that R(xg, yx; ') is not comparable to R(x_k, y_; T).

APPENDIX A. MOMENTS OF THE CLE,; 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 CLE,s gasket in a small ball. Throughout, we let £’ € (4,8) be fixed
and let dopg be as in (1.1). Let p(+;T") denote the volume measure on the CLE,/ 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 I' is a CLE. on a simply connected domain D C C, let Y1 be its
gasket, and let pu(-;T) be the volume measure on Yp. For everyn € N, a,b >0 and K C D compact
there is a constant ¢ > 0 and events Ep; with P[Epy] > 1 — cM~b for each M > 1 such that for all
z € K andr >0 so that B(z,2r) C D we have that

E[u(B(z,1);T)"1p,,] < My*+(r=ldetn=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 ¢ > 0 so that the following is true. Suppose that ' is a CLE,
on a simply connected domain D C C, let Y be its gasket, and let p(-;T') be the volume measure on
Yr. Then for every z € D and r > 0 so that B(z,2r) C D we have that

(A1) E[u(B(z,1);T)] < er?(dist(z, dD))%cre—2,
We emphasize that in the statement of Lemma A.2 the constant ¢ does not depend on D, z, or r.

Proof of Lemma A.2. Suppose that isa CLE, on D and u(+; f‘) is the corresponding measure on
its gasket Y. Then it is shown in [MS22, Lemma 5.1] that the measure E[u(-;T")] has a smooth
density with respect to Lebesgue measure. In particular, there exists a constant ¢; > 0 so that

(A.2) Elu(B(0, 5);T)] < e15%
We are going to deduce (A.1) from (A.2) and conformal covariance.

Let ¢: D — D be the unique conformal transformation with ¢(0) = z and ¢/(0) > 0. By the
distortion estimates for conformal maps, we have that

(A.3) |’ (w)] < [¢'(0)] =< dist(z,0D) for all w € B(0,1/2).
Further, there exists co > 0 such that if r < idist(z,0D) and s = r/dist(z,0D) we have that
B(z,cor) C ¢(B(0, s)).

Let I' be the CLE,s in D given by I' = ©(T). Then we have by [MS22, Theorem 1.2] that
dp(5T) = |¢' ()% e dp(-;T) 0 o™ !, consequently
(A1) B carsT) < i BODRD) = [ [T

Inserting (A.3) into (A.4) and then taking an expectation and applying (A.2) we see for a constant
co > 0 that

2
_— i dcLE — 2(71: dorp—2
dist(z, 0 D)) dist(z,9D) cor?(dist(z, D)) ,

which completes the proof. O

(A.5) E[u(B(z,cor); )] < ¢ (

We will also need the result from [SSW09] which gives the exponent for the probability that the
CLE,, gasket intersects a given ball.

Lemma A.3 ([SSW09, Theorem 2]). There exists a constant ¢ > 0 so that the following is true.
Suppose that I' is a CLE, on a simply connected domain D C C. Let z € D and r > 0 so that
B(z,2r) C D. Then

r 2—dcLe
P[Yr N B(z,r) # 0] Sc(dist(z@D)) :

We now generalize the Lemmas A.2 and A.3 to the case of a multichordal CLE,; (see Section 2.2.2).
Suppose in the following that (D;z; ) € D55, let (1,T') be sampled from the law P%ﬂg'ﬁﬁ), and
let Tr be the set of points that are connected to 9D by a path not crossing any loofiof I' or
chord from 7, in other words the union of the gaskets for each of the CLE,/ in the complementary

connected components of 7.



THE BROWNIAN MOTION IN NON-SIMPLE CLE GASKETS 63

Lemma A.4. For each N € N and rep > 0 there exists a constant ¢ > 0 so that the following is
true. Suppose that (n,T) is a multichordal CLE, in a marked domain (D;x;3) € D%, let Y be
the gaskets of I' (as described in the paragraph above), and let p(-;T) be the volume measure on Y.
Let z € D and r > 0 so that B(z,2r) C 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 recp. Then
CLE, , . _
E 525 (1(B(z,7);T)] < er?(dist(z,0D))dcre=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 n assumes any given interior link pattern is bounded
below by a positive constant depending only on 7sp,. Moreover, by [AMY25a, Theorem 1.3(i)], the
conditional law of (n,I") given the interior link pattern « of 7 does not depend on /5. Therefore
it suffices to assume that the exterior link pattern is fo = {{1,2},{3,4},...{2N — 1,2N}}. By
symmetry, we can also assume that we only consider the gaskets Y cven 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 CLE,;.

Concretely, suppose that [isa CLE, in D. For each ryp > 0, by [AMY25a, Proposition 1.9,
Lemma 3.10, and Proposition 3.15] there is a constant py > 0 such that the following is true. For
each (D;z) € Doy where min;-j|z; — x| > reep there is a Markovian exploration of [ 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;z; By) is at least pp. Combining this with Lemma A.2 shows
that
E(C]g;i’;ﬁo)[u(B(z, 7); Teven)] < cpglrz.

O
Lemma A.5. For each N € N and 7, > 0 there exists a constant ¢ > 0 so that the following is
true. Suppose that (n,T) is a multichordal CLE, in a marked domain (D;z;3) € DY, Let z € D
and r > 0 so that B(z,2r) C 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 recp. Then

POLEs (Y1 A B(z,r) £ 0] < ¢ (T)Q_dm .
(D;z:B) ’ — \dist(z,0D)

Proof. This follows from Lemma A.3 by the exact same argument used to deduce Lemma A.5 from
Lemma A.3. 0

Lemma A.6. Suppose that I is a CLE. on a simply connected domain D C C, let Y1 be its
gasket, and let pu(-;T) be the volume measure on Yp. Then almost surely, for each x € Tr we have

p({zh ) =0.

Proof. Fix & > 0, and consider the event G4 that u({z};T) > ¢ for some x. We aim to show that
P[GP*] = 0. For each § > 0, consider

Xeg= Y, w(B(26);D)1lyp0sm)se-
2€0Z2NK
Note that X, 5 > ¢ on G?4 hence E[X, 5] > eP[Gd]. We will show that E[X. 5] — 0 as § \, 0,
and for this we will show that

E[u(B(2,8); T)1,(B(z0)m)<] = 0(6%) as 6\, 0
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with a rate that is uniform in z € K.

For each z € K let 1), be the exploration path that traces the loops of I' clockwise targeting z, and
let 7, 5 be the first time when it hits 0B(z,25). We have

(A.6) P[1|[0,r, 5] has not surrounded z clockwise] = P[Yr N B(z,26) # 0] < §2-dere

by Lemma A.3. The conditional law of T' given 7/[jg -, ,] is that of a monochordal CLE. If the two
marked points are sufficiently separated, we get by conformal covariance and Koebe’s distortion
theorem that

E[1u(B(2,0); D) 1u(B(6)r)ze | 1lj0.7. 4]
(A7) 5dCLEE8§EN )[ 1(B(0,1 = co); F)1H(B(0,1—60);F)Zcoez§*dCLE]

where ¢g > 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[,LL(B(Z, 5)7 F)lu(B(z,(S);F)Za | 77/|[0,7'Z75}]

(A.8) §5dCLEED [1(B(0,1 = co); P)1;/,(B(0,1—co);F)Zcoa(s_dCLE]'
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 § ~\, 0. Combining (A.6), (A.7), and (A.8) completes the proof. O

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]). Fizn € N, rg > 0, and K C H compact. There exists a
constant C = C(n, K,rg) so that the following is true. Suppose that z1,...,z, € K are distinct. For
each 1 <i < n there exists n; € N and s;, i € [0,70) such that 0 < s; <1 for1 <k <mn;—1
and 0 = s; 5, < 1ipn, so that the annuli A(z;, s; ki k) are pairwise disjoint and

(A.9) an 13”“<c]‘[

i iy rik m1n1<l\zz—zzl|

with the convention HZ;_ll Sig=114fn; =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 I is a CLE. on a simply connected domain D C C, let Yr be its gasket,
and let p(+;T) be the volume measure on Yr. For everyn € N, a,b > 0, and K C D compact there
is a constant ¢ > 0 and events Eyy with P[Eyf] > 1 —cM™° for each M > 1 such that the measure
E[(p(T)® - @ u(;1))1g,,] has a density g with respect to Lebesque measure that satisfies the
bound
n
(A.10) g(z1, - 2n) < M(min |z — 20)) ™" [T (min 2z — 20 ) "7 21, 20 € K
174 o 1<

Proof. By the conformal covariance of the gasket measure, it suffices to assume D = H. Our aim
is to define events E)y; with P[Ey] > 1 — O(M™°) so that the following is true. Suppose that
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Z1,...,2n € K are distinct and that r > 0 is small enough so that the balls B(z;,r) are disjoint.
Then
n

. doLe—2
(A.11) Hu (2i,7);T)1g,, <]\47“2"(r171’ém\zz—zz 1) ag(rlpg\zi—zi/\) CLE™2
From this we conclude that the measure E[(u(;T') ® --- ® u(-;I'))1g,,], 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, u(-;T') a.s. does not have atoms, we obtain that E[(u(;T) ® -+ ® u(;T'))1g,,] is 0 on
the diagonals. This will conclude the proof of the lemma.

Let Eiejp = Eze]p(rsep) be the events defined in Section 4.1, and let ]?z,j be as defined in Section 4.1.
Fix @ > 0 small. For j € N, 277 < dist(K, 6D) let E; be the event that for each z € 277Z2 such
that B(z,277) N K # ) there is (1 — a)j < j/ < j such that Esep, occurs. Let Ej) = Nj>j, F;. Given

any b > 0, by Lemma 4.3 there is rep > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that P[(E;,)¢] < ce b,

Suppose that we are on the event Ej,. Let ro = 2770, Given z1,...,2n, let ik (resp. s; 1) be the
outer (resp. inner) radii for the annuli centered at the points z1, ..., z, from Lemma A.7. We explore
the CLE,, from the outside to the inside. For each of the annuli A(z;,s;,7ix), we find the first
scale j' within B(z;,r; ) so that ES?FJ’, occurs where 2’ € 7"1+“Z2 is the point closest to z;. For each
of the annuli A(z;, s;k,ri k) with k£ < n; we get from Lemma A.5 that

P[Yrn B(Zi,si,k) £ 0 | ﬁzly ]1Esep < c(s; k/2 J )2 dcLE < C(Szk/ﬁ k)2 dCLE»,«Zk’
and for each B(z;, ;) we get from Lemma A.4 that
E[u(B(zi,1): D) | Forjllpsn, < e 0emm2) < o 2 doverte

Noting that we can choose the annuli so that the total number of annuli is at most ), n; < 2n, we
conclude by (A.9) that for some constants c1,cy > 0 that

Hm_ls k 2—dcLE
H/’L Z’La 7 S clrzn(miin ri,ni)_Zna (H k L= )

i=1 k::l Tik

n 1 2—dcLr
< 2n : . \2na )
< cor (13%1 |zi — zi]) (H - Zi’|>

g I <4 |2i —

This proves (A.11) for a fixed M. Finally, note that changing r¢ to 7p in Lemma A.7 corresponds
to an extra factor of (ro/7o)" in (A.9). This implies that we can take Ey = Ej, with jo =< log M as
M — oo in (A.11), concluding that P[(Ey)¢] = O(M™°). O

Proof of Proposition A.1. Let Epr, M > 1, be the events from Lemma A.8. Then Lemma A.8
implies that E[(u(;T) @ -+ @ p(;T))1g,,| 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) C K. Then

E[u(B(z,7);1)"1g,,] :/B( )ng(zl,---,zn)er-'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 pu(-;T') is a.s. positive.

Lemma A.9. Suppose that I' is a CLE, on a simply connected domain D C C, let Y1 be its
gasket, and let u(-;T) be the volume measure on Yp. Then p(D;T") > 0 a.s.

Proof. We have that p(D;T") is not identically zero, therefore p = P[u(D;T") > 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. O

Proof of Proposition 2.7. Suppose that a,b > 0 and a compact set K C D are fixed. Let M > 1 and
let E; be the event that the following holds. For each z € 2770+®Z2 such that B(2,277) N K # 0)
there exists 2770114 < < 277 such that the following holds.

e There is a collection of at most M points {u;} in A(z,r,2r) that separate 0B(z,r) from
0B(z,2r) in Yp.

e For each u;, the two strands intersecting at u; intersect at a point v; near wu; so that if V; is
the region bounded between the two strands from wu; to v, then u(Vj;T') > M~ 1pdoLe

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[(E;)¢] < O(e~%).

Suppose that 277 < dist(K, dD) and we are on the event F;. Let x € TrNK and w € dBpaen(z,277).
Let By C Bg(z,277) be a simply connected set containing all simple admissible paths within
Bg(z,277) from x to w. Let z € 277119 Z2 he the point closest to z, and let 2770+0) < < 9277

be as in the definition of the event E;. Since w € 0Bpatn (2, 277), there is an admissible path ~y from
x to w crossing A(z,,2r). Then 7 needs to cross one of the V;, and we have V; C B, ,,. Therefore

M(Bx,mr) > u(VisT) > M~ 1pdeLe > M 19—i(l+a)dcre

Taking a union bound over j gives the result. O
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