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MULTIPLE BACKWARD SCHRAMM-LOEWNER EVOLUTION AND
COUPLING WITH GAUSSIAN FREE FIELD

SHINJI KOSHIDA

ABSTRACT. It is known that a backward Schramm-Loewner evolution (SLE) is cou-
pled with a free boundary Gaussian free field (GFF) with boundary perturbation
to give conformal welding of quantum surfaces. Motivated by a generalization of
conformal welding for quantum surfaces with multiple marked boundary points, we
propose a notion of multiple backward SLE. To this aim, we investigate the commu-
tation relation between two backward Loewner chains, and consequently, we find that
the driving process of each backward Loewner chain has to have a drift term given
by logarithmic derivative of a partition function, which is determined by a system
of Belavin—Polyakov—Zamolodchikov-like equations so that these Loewner chains are
commutative. After this observation, we define a multiple backward SLE as a tuple
of mutually commutative backward Loewner chains. It immediately follows that each
backward Loewner chain in a multiple backward SLE is obtained as a Girsanov trans-
form of a backward SLE. We also discuss coupling of a multiple backward SLE with a
GFF with boundary perturbation and find that a partition function and a boundary
perturbation are uniquely determined so that they are coupled with each other.

1. INTRODUCTION

Recent studies on Schramm-Loewner evolution (SLE) coupled with two-dimensional
Gaussian free field (GFF) [Dub09/SS09/SST3/TKT3DMS14She16/MS16a/MS16bMST6c,
[MS17] have created a new trend in random geometry leading to a canonical construction
of SLE from GFF and an insight into underlying geometry of GFF. In these studies,
a GFF is an ingredient of random objects such as a quantum surface [DMS14}[Shel6]
or an imaginary surface [MS16alMS16blMS16¢,[MS17], roughly, the former (resp. the
latter) of which is an equivalence class of two-dimensional simply connected domains
equipped with random metrics (resp. random vector fields). Given a quantum surface
uniformized to the complex upper half plane, then, one can think of matching bound-
ary segments lying on both sides of the origin so that they have the same length with
respect to the random metric and gluing them together. Consequently, one obtains a
random curve growing in the complex upper half plane and could consider the con-
formal welding problem that requires us to determine its probability law. In the case
that an imaginary surface uniformized to the complex upper half plane is given, one
sees a flow line starting at the origin along the random vector field and could consider
the flow line problem that requires us to determine its probability law. It has been
proved [Shel6lMS16a,MS16b,MS16c,MS17] that, for a quantum surface and an imag-
inary surface with proper boundary perturbations, both problems are solved by SLE
relying on the coupling of SLE with GFF.
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Due to the boundary perturbations, the quantum surfaces (resp. the imaginary sur-
faces) subject to the conformal welding problem (resp. the flow line problem) can be
regarded as being equipped with two marked boundary points (resp. boundary condi-
tion changing points) at the origin and infinity. Therefore, it seems natural to consider
analogues of these problems in the case when the quantum surfaces (resp. the imaginary
surfaces) are equipped with more marked boundary points (resp. boundary condition
changing points) than two. In the previous work [KK20a], we posed such generalizations
and found that they are solved by multiple SLE [BBK05,Dub06l,Dub07,/Gra07, KP16),
PW19], but we also encountered a new problem.

The couplings of SLE with GFF to solve the conformal welding problem and the
flow line problem are slightly different. While, in the case of the flow line problem, the
coupling of the usual forward flow of SLE [Sch00,RS05] and GFF under proper boundary
condition is useful, in the case of the conformal welding problem, one has to make a
backward SLE coupled with a free boundary GFF with a proper boundary perturbation.
These differences not only persist when we move on to the case with multiple marked
boundary points/boundary condition changing points, but also get more serious. It
is known [Law(9b] that a forward SLE and a backward SLE are roughly the inverse
mapping of each other, which is why a forward SLE and a backward SLE generate
essentially the same random curve. Note that the proof of this fact relies on the property
that, for a Brownian motion (B; : ¢ > 0) and a fixed time 7" > 0, the stochastic process
(Br—¢ — By : t € [0,T]) is again a Brownian motion. Therefore, for a multiple SLE,
whose driving process has a drift term apart from a Brownian motion, the same thing
cannot be expected. Nevertheless, a multiple backward SLE naturally gives a solution to
the conformal welding problem for a quantum surface with multiple marked boundary
points. The new problem mentioned above and that we address in this paper is how a
multiple backward SLE makes sense as a stochastic process generating random curves.

Let us take a quick look at construction of a multiple SLE in forward case based
on the commutation relation between Loewner chains [Dub06,Dub07,/Gra07]. Suppose
that we have two Loewner chains (g(-) : t > 0) and (gs(-) : s > 0) driven by some It6
processes. Using these Loewner chains, one can think of two schemes of generating
multiple curves: One scheme is to generate a curve according to (g¢(-) : t > 0) and next
to generate the other curve in the remaining domain letting (gs(+) : s > 0) evolve, and the
other one is to do the same thing in the converted order. In both schemes, one obtains
two random curves in the complex upper half plane. Then, the requirement that their
probability laws are identical imposes strict conditions on the driving processes of the
Loewner chains. In particular, it can be argued that they share a function that solves
a system of Belavin—Polyakov—Zamolodchikov(BPZ)-like equations so that their drift
terms are given by its logarithmic derivatives. What is called a multiple SLE these
days [KP16,/PW19| is a multiple of Loewner chains, the driving process of each of which
has a drift term given by a logarithmic derivative of a single function solving a system of
BPZ equations. Owing to the argument of the commutation relation, it is ensured that
these Loewner chains consistently generate multiple curves in the complex half plane.
It is also known [Wer04,[SWO05,[KP16,[PW19] that, for a multiple SLE, each Loewner
chain is a Girsanov transform of a usual SLE up to some stopping time.

We also comment that a multiple SLE was also constructed in [BBKO05], where it
was thought of as a Loewner chain generating multiple curves, which can be regarded
as a stochastic version of the multiple slit Loewner theory [RS17] and was adopted in
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our previous works [KK20a,[KK20b]. In [BBKO05], drift terms in driving processes were
derived in connection to conformal field theory (CFT) whose probability theoretical
origin was later clarified in [Gra07].

Our aim is to carry out an analogous discussion of commutation relation as above for
the backward case. As was expected,

Rough statement of Thorem 2.7k the commutation relation imposes conditions
on the driving processes of the backward Loewner chains under consideration so
that the drift terms are given by logarithmic derivatives of a function that is a
solution of a system of BPZ equations,

but parameters in the BPZ equations appear in a different way from the case of a multiple
forward SLE. To define a backward multiple SLE, we turn this argument upside down
and start from a solution of a system of BPZ equations, which we call a partition
function. Then a multiple backward SLE associated with that partition function is
defined as a multiple of backward Loewner chains, whose driving processes have drift
terms determined by logarithmic derivatives of the partition function. Similarly as in the
case of a multiple forward SLE, these backward Loewner chains consistently generate
multiple random curves. It can be also seen that

Rough statement of Theorem [B.3k each backward Loewner chain is a Girsanov
transform of a usual backward SLE with the Radon—Nikodym derivative being
written in terms of the partition function.

Therefore, a multiple backward SLE is equivalently defined as a multiple of probability
measures each of which is a suitable Girsanov transform of the law of an ordinary
backward SLE.

After fixing a definition of a multiple backward SLE, we discuss coupling between
a multiple backward SLE and a free boundary GFF with boundary perturbation. We
begin with a precise definition of coupling in such a way that a multiple backward SLE
coupled with a free boundary GFF with boundary perturbation gives a solution to the
associated conformal welding problem. Then, we find that

Rough statement of Theorem the requirement that a multiple backward
SLE is coupled with a free boundary GFF with boundary perturbation imposes
constraints on both the multiple backward SLE and the boundary perturbation
that are strict enough to fix them essentially uniquely.

We also prove an analogue of Theorem for a multiple forward SLE in Theorem [B.6l

Let us make some comments on difference and relation between the current work and
our previous work [KK20a]. In the previous work, we considered a multiple backward
SLE that generates multiple curves at once. On the other hand, what we call a multiple
backward SLE in the current work is a consistent family of backward Loewner chains
by which multiple curves are generated one by one. In the previous work [KK20a],
we obtained a sufficient condition for a multiple backward SLE that generates multiple
curves at once to be coupled with a free boundary GFF (see also [KK20b]). To be
precise, a multiple backward SLE is coupled with a free boundary GFF if the system of
driving processes is given by a Dyson model [Dys62]. We did not, however, manage to
prove the converse direction. In the present work, we study a different multiple backward
SLE, a family of backward Loewner chains, and find in Theorem the necessary and
sufficient conditions for the multiple backward SLE to be coupled with a free boundary
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GFF. In a subsequent work of ours [KK20c], we will prove the converse statement of
that in [KK20al, and the equivalence between [KK20a] and the present work as well.

An implication of Theorem F.6] seems to be of great importance. At first, we intended
to design a boundary perturbation so that the associated conformal welding problem is
solved by a desired multiple backward SLE, but, consequently, Theorem [4.6] prohibited us
from carrying out that program except for one case. Then, a new problem arises whether
it is possible to construct other multiple backward SLE by considering a generalization
of conformal welding problem or whether the chosen multiple backward SLE is the only
one that can be constructed starting from the theory of GFF.

Before closing this introduction, we briefly comment on future directions. It would be
interesting to consider other kinds of SLE such as a radial SLE, a quadrant SLE [Tak14]
and an SLE(k, p) to generalize Theorems and [B.6l We are in particular interested
in cases of multiply connected domains that are treated by means of an annulus SLE
[Zha04, BKT18| or a stochastic Komatu-Loewner evolution [BFOS|CE18,Mur20].

This paper is organized as follows. In the next Sect. 2] after fixing our terminologies
concerning backward Loewner chains, we investigate commutation relation between two
backward Loewner chains and prove Theorem 271 We also discuss the mutual commu-
tativity among backward Loewner chains extending the result of Theorem 2.7, following
which, in Sect. Bl we define a multiple backward SLE as a special case of a mutually
commuting family of backward Loewner chains. We also prove Theorem [3.3]and pose an
equivalent definition of a multiple backward SLE as a multiple of probability measures,
with which we work in Sect. @l In Sect. d, we consider coupling of a multiple backward
SLE with a free boundary GFF with boundary perturbation. To this aim, we begin
with a review of free boundary GFF and then give a definition of coupling. We will find
that the coupling conditions impose strict constraints on both the multiple backward
SLE and the boundary perturbation to give Theorem In this paper, we avoid an
explicit use of CFT and carry our discussion in purely a probability theoretical man-
ner. For readers familiar with CFT, however, it might be more convenient to see CFT
background underlying our discussion. In Appendix [Al we summarize how observables
that play significant roles in our discussion originate as correlation functions of CFT.
Though we focus on a multiple backward SLE in this paper, an analogue of Theorem
can also be considered for an ordinary multiple forward SLE. In Appendix [B], we
discuss a multiple forward SLE coupled with a Dirichlet boundary GFF with boundary
perturbation. We recommend readers to read Appendix Bl separately from the main
text because, to avoid notational complexity, we use the same symbols as in the main
text with different definitions.

Terminologies. Let H = {z € C|Imz > 0} be the complex upper half-plane and let
H be its closure in C. A subset K C H is called a compact H-hull if K = HN K and
H\ K is simply connected. For a compact H-hull K, there exists a unique conformal
transformation gx : H\K — H under the hydrodynamical normalization at infinity:

lim gre(2) = 2[ = 0.
We define the half-plane capacity of K at infinity by

hcap(K) := zan;o 2(gr (2) — 2).
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For N € N, we set
Confy (R) := {z = (z1,...,2n) € RN |z; # a; if i # j}

as the collection of N-point configurations on R. Note that this space is the union of
N! connected components, and each connected component is simply connected.
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Katori, Makoto Nakashima and Noriyoshi Sakuma for discussions and opportunities to
talk in seminars they arranged. He also thanks the anonymous referee for helping the
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2. COMMUTATION RELATION

In this section, we investigate the commutation relation between two backward Loewner
chains and derive conditions so that they consistently generate two curves. To this aim,
we begin with fixing our terminologies concerning backward Loewner chains.

Definition 2.1. Let U : [0,00) — R be a continuous function. The backward Loewner
chain (f;(-) : £ > 0) driven by U is the solution of the equation

d 2

/1) = 20, fo(z) =z€H.

N b2
fi(z) = U(#)
For a backward Loewner chain (f(-) : t > 0) driven by a continuous function U and

a fixed point z € H, the real-valued functions x;(z) := Refi(2), yi(2) := Imfi(z), t > 0
satisfy the system of ordinary differential equations (ODEs)

ix 2) = — 2(x(2) —U(1)) d ) — 2ys(z)
" o v e @ T wmem oo e 20

under the initial conditions zo(z) = Rez € R, yo(z) = Imz > 0. This implies, due to
the general theory of ODEs, that, at each ¢t > 0, f;(H) lies in H and K; := H\ f;(H) is a
compact H-hull. When we set hy := f; ', t > 0, we can see that (h(-) : t > 0) satisfies
the partial differential equation

0 2 0
™) = oo )

and, for each t > 0, h; : H\K; — H is a conformal transformation. Note that the domain
of definition of h; depends on ¢ > 0. Expanding both sides of (Z1]) around infinity, we
can see that, for each ¢t > 0, h; is hydrodynamically normalized and that hcap(K;) = 2t,
t>0.

The definition of a backward Loewner chain obviously works even if a continuous
function U is replaced by a stochastic process as long as its paths are almost surely
continuous. A fundamental example is the backward SLE(x) defined as follows:

(2.1) t>0, ho(w)=weH,

Definition 2.2. Let x > 0 be fixed. A backward SLE(k) is the backward Loewner
chain (f;() : t > 0) driven by (W; = /kB; : t > 0) where (B : t > 0) is a standard
Brownian motion.
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It has been known [RS05,Kan07,Lin08 Law09b] that a backward SLE is easier to
analyze in many ways than a forward SLE. More recent studies on backward SLE include
[RZ16,[MZ19]. A backward SLE(k) is roughly the inverse mapping of an SLE(k). A
proof of the following fact can be found e.g. in [Law09b].

Proposition 2.3. Let k > 0 and let (fi(-) : t > 0) be a backward SLE(k) driven by
(Wt >0). Also let (g¢(-) : t > 0) be an SLE(k), i.e., it is the solution of

d 2

—gi(2) = ———=—, t >0, z) =z € H,

779:(2) o) T g0(2)
where we put Wt = \/Eét, t > 0 with (Et :t > 0) being a standard Brownian motion.
We set fy(z) == fi(z) — Wy, t > 0 and §i(2) := gi(z) — Wy, t > 0. Then, at each t > 0,
we have

76 = g0,

Recall that, for an SLE(k) (g¢(-) : t > 0), there is a random curve 7 : [0, 00) — H and,
at each t > 0, ¢g; is the hydrodynamically normalized conformal transformation from
the unbounded component of H\7(0,¢] to H. Let (K, : t > 0) be the family of compact
H-hulls generated by a backward SLE(k) (f¢(:) : t > 0) driven by (W; : ¢t > 0). Then,
Proposition 2.3 implies that, at each ¢t > 0, the probability law of H\ (K; — W) coincides
with that of the unbounded component of H\n(0,¢]. In particular, if x € (0,4], K; at
each t > 0 is a simple curve a.s. since so is 1(0,¢]. It is not, however, true that there
exists a simple curve 7 : [0, 00) — H such that K; = 7(0,t], t > 0.

The proof of Proposition 23] relies on the fact that for a Brownian motion (B : ¢ > 0)
and T > 0, the stochastic process (Br—¢ — By : t € [0,7T]) is again a Brownian motion.
Therefore, we cannot expect the same property for a backward Loewner chain driven
by a stochastic process with a drift term.

Definition 2.4. Let K >0, N € Nand i € {1,..., N} be fixed and let b = b(z1,...,zN)
be a function on Confy(R) that is translation invariant and homogeneous of degree —1.

We consider the stochastic process (Xt(z) = (Xt(i’l), - ,Xt(i’N)) it > 0) satisfying

dx\") = /kdB; + b(Xdt, t >0,

d i 2 . .

EX]E’]):_W7 t>0, j#i,
where (B; : t > 0) is a standard Brownian motion. We call the backward Loewner
chain (f;(-) : t > 0) driven by the i-th component (Xt(i’i) :t > 0) of the above stochastic
process the i-th backward SLE(k,b) driven by the stochastic process (Xt(i) it > 0).
For an N-point configuration X = (Xi,...,Xn) € Confy(R), we say that the i-th

backward SLE(k,b) starts at X if Xéi) =X.

Remark 2.5. One must not be confused in usage of the term “driving process”. For
an i-th SLE(k, b) driven by (Xt(l) : t > 0), only the i-th process (Xt(i’i) :t > 0) plays
the role of the driving process of a Loewner chain. It is, however, convenient to call
(Xt(i) : t > 0) the driving process of the i-th SLE(k,b) in the case when one needs to
keep track of other points as well.



MULTIPLE BACKWARD SLE AND GFF 7

The assumption that the function b is translation invariant and homogeneous of degree
—1 ensures that the law of the associated family of compact H-hulls (K; : ¢ > 0) is
conformally invariant. Indeed, this homogeneity of b gives the property that

d (Axﬁ’i)) = VrdByz; + b(AX™)d(N2), >0,

for an arbitrary constant A > 0.
Suppose that k; > 0,7 =1,..., N and functions b;, i = 1, ..., N on Conf y(R) that are
translation invariant and homogeneous of degree —1 are given. For each i = 1,..., N,

let < ft(i)(-) > O> be an i-th backward SLE(k;,b;) driven by a stochastic process
<Xt(i) € Confy(R) : ¢t > 0). We write the filtration associated with <Xt(i) > O> as

(fﬂgi))t>07 i=1,...,N, and assume that (fﬂgi)> oo 2F€ mutually independent.
2 t

Let us fix a pair {i,5} C {1,...,N}. Using the backward Loewner chains intro-
duced above, we have two schemes of generating two compact H-hulls given an N-point
configuration X = (X1,...,Xy) € Confy(R) (see Figure [I):

Scheme 1: Generate a compact H-hull Kg(i) according to the i-th backward SLE(k;, b;)

(ft(i)(-) : t > 0) starting at X up to a time € > 0. Next, forgetting the first
compact H-hull Ke(z), generate the second compact H-hull K éj ) letting the j-th
backward SLE(k;, b;) < égj)(-) 15> O) starting at Xg(l) evolve up to a time € > 0.
We also require that

hcap (f(j)(K(Z))> = 2¢¢

for a ﬁxed ¢ > 0. Then, one obtains the union of two compact H-hulls K cl,g =
f(] (K )U K(J)

Scheme 2: Generate a compact H-hull Ké,j ) according to the j-th backward SLE(x;, b;)

( égj)(-) 18> O) starting at X up to a time & > 0. Next, forgetting the first

compact H-hull K (f‘ ), generate the second one K c(? letting the ¢-th backward
SLE(k4, b;) (ftl ():t> O) starting at Xa(f) evolve up to a time c¢£ > 0, where
€ > 0 and ¢ > 0 are those taken in Scheme 1. We also require that

hcap <fc(?(KE(f))) = 2¢.
Then, one obtains the union of two compact H-hulls K2 . := K U foz ® (K. ) ).

Notice that € and ¢’ are determined by &€ and c. In the subsequent arguments, we think
of € and ¢ as independent parameters.

Definition 2.6. The i-th backward SLE(k;, b;) and j-th backward SLE(k;, ;) are said

1
to be commutative if K 6175 law) Kié for an arbitrary initial condition X € Confy(R)

and arbitrary € > 0, ¢ > 0.
Here is the main theorem in this section.

Theorem 2.7. The i-th backward SLE(k;,b;) and j-th backward SLE(k;,b;) are com-
mutative if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:
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Scheme 1 Scheme 2

e
Kol |

(4,%) (. ) ?J i) (4,9)
1,1 , ) J53
X X X7 X
\ 9 fuy
(j) (Z) (J)
12 (D) (law) K &ji{
J i)y (4:9) (8,8) 5 (3,9)
X Xcé Xcé
Ficure 1. Commutation relation of backward Loewner chains.
(1) Either k; = k; or k; = 16/k;.
(2) There exists a translation invariant homogeneous function Z = Z(x1,...,zN) on
Confy(R) with the following properties:
(a) The functions by, k =1,j are given by by, = mk&r logZ, k=1,j.
(b) There exists a function Fi; = Fjj(x,21,...,%i,...,2,...,2n) on Confn_1(R)
homogeneous of degree —2 such that
K; 2 2h,.
- ———0y, + ———= + Fjj(z;,x) | Z=0,
; k%él K — Ti k (wj . wi)Q ]( )
—0; — Oy, + — + Fii(xj,x) | Z=0,
2 % k%y =z (z—x4)? i@ )
K+6

where we set hy, = —%5=.
Moreover, the function Z is unique up to multiplicative constant.
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Proof. The stochastic processes (Xt(k) it > O>, k = 1,7 are Markov processes. Thinking

of Confy(R) as a subset of RV, their generators are derived by means of Itd’s formula
so that
2

Ty — T

K .o
Ly = 731 + b ()0, — D O,y k=1,7.

004

First let us determine the time ¢ in Scheme 1 in terms of €. Let (fs(])() 15> O) be

the j-th backward SLE(k;,b;) starting at Xg(i). From the Loewner equation, we have

i( G)Y(2) = 2(fs(j))/(z), : s>0.

ds*’'® (fS(J)(Z) _ngyﬂ))Q’ -

Then, up to the first order of &,
2¢

Y =1+

€

+ o(é).

Because of the scaling property of the half-plane capacity, we see that

(2.2) hcap (féj)(Ka(i))> = (1 + (X .

— 2¢ + o(&%).
&0 Xﬁ’“)?)

Note that o(¢?) in ([2.2)) is independent of e. Hence, we can determine € in terms of &
and ¢ up to the second order of £ by equating (2.2)) to 2¢£ so that

(2.3) €= (1 - ﬁ) cé + o(&%).

Here, X; and X are the i-th and j-th components of an initial condition X = (X1,...,Xn) €
Conf y (R), respectively. In a similar manner, the time £ in Scheme 2 is determined as

(2.4) e = <1 - ﬁ) £+ o(22).

Set Gt 5 = ?gi) v’fﬁj), t,s > 0. Then, (G¢s)t,s>0 forms a double filtration of o-algebras.
Let ¢ = p(z) € C°(RY) be a bounded smooth function. In Scheme 1, we see that

Seo| | =B [(710) (X0)] = (5™ (X).
On the other hand, in Scheme 2, we have

E[o(XD)] =E[B [p(XD)[g0.] | =B [(50) (XD)] = (¢ Deti00) (X).

E[o(x9)] =E[E[p(x?)

1
Therefore, the desired equivalence Kc1 B g

among operators is valid:

KZ z holds if and only if the following relation

o oaZr Ir . eEL
(2‘5) eaﬁzeeﬁj — ¢f LJBCELZ.
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Using the expressions (2.3)) and (2.4]), each side becomes

Ty N N 4cL; L2 L2 N
et =1 4 &(cly + L) + &2 (—(m — g;~)2 + 5t elily+ 7] + 0(&%),
? J

/ - 4cL; L2 2L?
e'L; cELizl (L L. =2 J 7 L. L. 7 ~2.
e Ve +E(Lj+cLy)+ € 7(%_%)2—1- 5 T cLilit — + 0(£%)
Therefore, we can see, by comparing the coefficients of 2, that if the relation (2.5]) holds,
then it follows that the commutation relation between infinitesimal generators

4
(@ — ;)
holds. Note that the commutation relation (2.6]) imposes conditions on input data r
and b, k=1,7.
Conversely, the analogous argument as in [Dub07, Section 6] allows us to see that the
infinitesimal commutation relation (2.6) ensures the finite commutation relation (2Z.3]).

Notice that (Z6]) implies the finite commutation modulo o(¢2). Informally speaking, for
any M € N, we divide the left hand side of ([2.35]) into

- M g M
eeﬁiesﬁj — (eﬁﬁi) (eﬁﬁj) .

The idea is to compare this to the right hand side of (2.3 by permuting every pair of

(2.6) [Li, Lj] = (Li —Lj)

small pieces en®i and enr®i. Here, notice that permuting a pair of these small pieces
gives an error term of order o((£/M)?), and the number of permutations required is of
order M?2. Consequently, the difference between both sides of (Z.5]) consists of roughly
M? error terms of o((§/M)?). Since M is arbitrary, we can take the limit M — oo to
see that the accumulation of the error terms vanishes and that (2.5) holds.

After some computation, we have

4
(zi —x;)?
= (kiOp,bj — /ijaa:jbi) O O,

(L4, L] — (Li—4Ly)

2b; 20, b; 2k + 12
i 2_2 Ikl+ Ri

(zi — xj)

Kj a2
— | =02 b, +b;0,.b; + Oz,
2wt TR Ky T T (zg —ax;)3 ) 7
N
ij 2833 bj 2/6]' + 12
2 Z -+ ( (91]..

(xj — x;) T (@ z;)3

Ki

Therefore, the commutation relation (2.6]) is equivalent to the following conditions

- 2b. 20, b; 2k; + 12
2.8 L2 by + b0y by + s — T d =0
25 R R N PPN k%w’f_%Jr(%—%)?’ ’
b -7
N
Ki 49 ij 28xkb] 2/<.3j+12
2.9 — 0% b; +b;0;.b; + —————— — =0.
(2.9) 2 mlj—i_lej—i_(xj—xi)Q Zxk—xi+(xj—xi)3
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Since every connected component of Confy(R) is simply connected, from (2.71), we see
that there exists a function Z = Z(x) on Confx(R) such that by = ;0. logZ, k =1, 5.
Note that the function Z is unique up to multiplication by functions independent of x;
and x;. Besides, since by, k = 4,j are translation invariant and homogeneous of degree
—1, the function Z is also translation invariant and homogeneous. Substituting them

into (2.8]) and (2.9]), we see that

07,2 2 0,2 2h
K x T K
/gi8$i MR R k 4 i _ 07
2 Z k;%;j oy —z; Z (@i —xj)?
2
Kj 8332' 2 3ka 2hnj
/@j&v, —_—— — + = 0,
V2 Z k%@ zp—1; % (xj — x;)?
where we set
B K +6
2k
Therefore, there exist functions Fy, = Fj(x, z1,...,Z4,...,&4,...,ZN), k = 1,7 such that
the function Z satisfies the following set of differential equations:
Ki 9 2h,..
—0; — —0 ! Fi(x;, Z =0,
e ka—xz m T (xj — x;)? + Fiai2)

Bigp - N 2 g, 4L piagz) |2 =0,

For this system of differential equations to have a nonzero solution Z, the functions F;
and F}; have to be chosen properly. To find conditions on F; and F}, we set

0= ig2 _ Oy 4 i
2 kkzﬁ o=zt (2 - @)
K 2 2h,,

Qj = —ja2, — Oy, + a .

2 % k%;] o —ay (@ a)?

Then, Z is annihilated by any operators from the ideal generated by Q; + F;(x;, ) and
Q; + Fj(x;, ) in the ring of differential operators. In particular, it is annihilated by the
following operator:

@ - o (@ B @) = (9 + Fi(x;.)))

—3(ki — Kj)(kik; —16)  4(Fi(zi, @) — Fj(z;, )

[Qi + Fi(xi,x), Q5 + Fj(zy, ac)] -

Ki“j(xi - l“j)4 (w5 — l“j)Q
n Z ankFl(xlvm) _ Z 28331@Fj(xj’m)
Y ] ’
k;k#j

which is just a multiplication operator. Therefore, if there exists a nonzero solution
Z, then this operator has to be zero as a function. The contribution from the fourth
order pole of (x; — x;) requires that either x; = k; or k;x; = 16 holds. Similarly,
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for the contribution from the second order pole of (z; — ;) vanishes, we have to
have limg, ,, Fi(z;, @) = limg; 7 Fj(zj,x) for any z. In other words, there exists a
function F;; = Fjj(z,21,...,%i,...,%j,...,2n) such that Fj(z;, &) = F;j(x;,x) and
Fj(zj,x) = Fjj(xj,x). It is also obvious that F;; is homogeneous of degree —2 so that
Z, is homogeneous.

As was noted above, the function Z is unique up to multiplication by functions in-
dependent of z; and z;. Let Cj;(x) = Cij(x1,...,%4,...,&5,...,2n) be a function
independent of z; and x;. Assuming that Z is annihilated by operators Q; + Fj;(z;, )
and Q; + Fj;(z;, ), we also require Cj;(x)Z(x) to be annihilated by them. Then, we
have

> (0Cy) (@) = 0.

- L — Tk
kik#i,g
Multiplying (z; —xy) for some k # i, j and take the limit x; — x, we see that 9, Cj; = 0.
Since k # 1, j is arbitrary, this means that Cj; is a constant. (]

Theorem 2.7 can be immediately extended to a family of mutually commutative back-
ward Loewner chains. Recall that, for each i = 1,..., N, <ftl)(-) it > 0) is an i-th
backward SLE(k;, b;).

Corollary 2.8. The backward Loewner chains (ft(l)() it > O>, i=1,...,N are mutu-
ally commutative if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:
(1) There exists k > 0 such that either k; = Kk or k; = 16/k holds fori=1,...,N.
(2) There exists a translation invariant and homogeneous function Z = Z(x1,...,zN)
on Confy (R) with the following properties:
(a) Each function b; is given by b; = k;05,logZ, 1 =1,...,N.
(b) It satisfies DFZ =0, i=1,...,N, where

Ki 1 Ry,
DE =92 2 " R j=1,...,N.
7 26:131 Z <CC]—,I18$J (xj —-'Ei)2 I ? 9 Y

J3#
Proof. First, it is immediate from Theorem 2.7 that there exists k > 0 and either x; = &
or k; = 16/k holds for every i = 1,..., N. In the same way as in the proof of Theorem
2.7 we have

Iiiaggibj—lijaa;jbi:(), 1<i<j<N.

This is equivalent to that the one-form w = Zf\il Ky 1bidxl- is closed. Hence, there exists
a function Z such that dlogZ = w, in other words, b; = K;0,,logZ, i = 1,...,N.
Furthermore, the function Z satisfies the system of differential equations

/ﬁ},i 2 2 2h,€
Bz N 2 g, +— 4 F(ax) | 2=0
9 “wi kkz;éz Tp — T Ti + (.%'j — .%'i)2 + i (xz $)

for every pair {4,j} C {1,...,N}. Here, Fy; = Fjj(x,21,..., &5, ..., &,...,2N), {i,4} C
{1,..., N} are the functions taken in Theorem [27] Thinking of these equations for a
fixed 7, we see that the function
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is independent of j. For simplicity of description, we consider Gj(x). Let us assume
that G1(x) has the form of

P
2h,, ~
(210) Gl(a’:) = Zﬁ +G1’p(1‘1,1‘p+1,...,1’]\[)
i=2 "t
with somep = 2,..., N, where CNJLp is a function that is independent of xo, ..., x,. Notice

that this assumption is valid for p = 2 by taking C;’l,g(xl, x3,...,oN) = Fia(z1, ). We

can equate (2.10) to
2h

K
G = Gy e + o)
and find that
P
2h,, ~ 2,44
F1 +1\Z, &) — 7’2611 L1y Tp41y:++3y TN —7p+.
p ( ) ; (xl o xl)z 717( p ) (xp—l—l . -%'1)2
Here, the left hand side is independent of &, 1, hence, the right hand side is equal to some
function Gy py1(21,2p42,...,2N) that is independent of xg,...,xpy1. Consequently,
from (2.10]), we have
p+1 9% _
Gi(z) =Y — =+ Gipt1(x1, Tpy2,..., 2N
( ) ZZZ (Cﬂi—xl)2 P ( P2 )’

and can invoke the induction in p. Applying the same argument to other i’s, we conclude
that

N on
Kj = .
GZ($):Zm+Gl($Z), Zzl,...,N,
g
where, for each i = 1,..., N, Gy is a function only of z;. Since they have to be homoge-
neous of degree —2, we may write them as G;(x;) = % with constants ¢;, 1 = 1,..., V.

Therefore, the function Z satisfies
(@;‘wrc—;) 2=0, i=1,...,N,
-
1

and also is annihilated by

~ ~ —4 Ci Cj
|DF + Gy, D + G| = <—§+—J3>
Ty — Ty x; xj
Therefore, the above function itself has to vanish, which implies ¢; =0, =1,...,N. 0O

3. PROPOSAL OF MULTIPLE BACKWARD SLE

Let N € N and k > 0 be fixed. We think of a multiple backward SLE as a special
case of a family of mutually commuting Loewner chains considered in Corollary 2.8
where k; = K, ¢ = 1,..., N are chosen all to be equal. We also write D} := DE“""’H),
i=1,...,N for simplicity.

Note that the system of differential equations DFZ =0,¢=1,..., N on a function Z
is a one of BPZ equations from two-dimensional CFT [BPZ84]. Though this is a system
of partial differential equations and the space of its smooth solutions is difficult to study,
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these BPZ equations only have regular singular points. Hence, the general theory for
partial differential equations with regular singular points [Kna86, Appendix B] can be
applied. In particular, the space of solutions that admit the following properties is finite
dimensional:
(I) it is analytic in Confy(R).
(IT) it admits the Frobenius expansion; for any pair {7,j} C {1,..., N}, there exists
A;j € R such that the solution is expanded as

j Y J
Z(...,xi,...,xi—i—s,...)226 G Z (e Xy e Xy )
n=0

for sufficiently small £ > 0.

Furthermore, it is readily seen that with the differential operators Df, ¢ = 1,..., N,
each exponent A;;, {i,j} C {1,... N} is either —2/k or —(k + 6)/k. Note that these
two exponents do not coincide when k > 0. Therefore, according to the general theory,
a set of exponents {A;;} {i,jyc{1,...n} uniquely determines a solution up to multiplicative

constants.

Definition 3.1. An (N, k)-partition function Z = Z(z1,...,xy) is a translation in-
variant and homogenous function on Confy(R) that satisfies the system of differential
equations

D52, =0, i=1,...,N,
and the properties (I) and (II) described above.

Given an (N, k)-partition function Z = Z(x1,...,zy), what follows is a temporary
definition of a multiple backward SLE:

Definition 3.2. Let X € Confy(R) be an N-point configuration and let Z be an
(N, k)-partition function. A Z-multiple backward SLE(k) starting at X is an N-tuple
. N :
of Loewner chains {(ft(l)(-) it > 0)} , where each <ft(l)(-) it > 0) is an 4-th backward
i=1

SLE(k, b;) starting at X with b; = k0, logZ,i=1,...,N.

Owing to Corollary 28] the members of a Z-multiple SLE(k) consistently generate N
random curves in HL. '

We can see that each flow <ft(l)(-) it > O), 1 =1,...,N is obtained as a Girsanov

transform of a backward SLE(k). Let (f:(-) : t > 0) be a backward SLE(k), which sat-

isfies
2

d

%ft(z) - _ft(z) — Wt’
where Wy = /KBy, t > 0 with (B : t > 0) being a standard Brownian motion with
respect to a probability measure P. For x € R, we write the law of a standard Brownian

motion starting at x as P*. Let Z = Z(x1,...,2zn) be an (N, k)-partition function. For
X € Confy(R) and i € {1,...,N}, we set

t>0, folz)=z¢€H,

(3.1) My, = ] fix)hz (Xﬁl),...,wt,...,xﬁm>, t>0,
Jiiti
X9 = - L t20, XY =X;, jAi

dt X0 _w,
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and consider the stochastic process <M O ¢ > O> under the probability measure PXi,

Here, f{(z) is the derivative in terms of z. Note that f/(X;) > 0, j # ¢, hence, there is
no ambiguity of defining their non-integer powers.
For each i € {1,...,N}, n € N and X € Confy(R), we define a stopping time

b

Theorem 3.3. The stochastic process <M g?t it > O) is a local martingale with respect

Tgpn := inf {t > 0‘ ‘M(i)t

to PXi. For n € N, define a probability measure @()?,n b
Wik

aQy) My innd
(3.2) = lim e
o0 MX,O

Then, the Loewner chain (fi(-) : t > 0) above is the i-th Loewner chain (ft(i)(-) it > 0)
of a Z-multiple backward SLE(k) starting at X under probability measure @()?,n up to

the stopping time Tgc)n

Proof. By It6’s formula, we see that

dMy, = [ £x)m (D2 )(Xfl),...,Wt,...,Xt(N)) dt
Jij#i

+ [T £ (02,2 (Xfl),...,Wt,...,XfN)> dW,, t>0.
JiJ#t

The assumption that Z is an (NN, k)-partition function ensures that the stochastic process

<M g?t it > 0) is a local martingale. Its increment is also written as

(3.3) dMy), = s M aB,, t>0,
where
(3.4) 5%, = V(s log 2) <X§1>, W ,X§N>> . t>0.

Therefore, by Girsanov—Maruyama’s theorem, the stochastic process (B 21 it > O) de-
fined by
(#)
. t/\TX’n .
(3.5) BY .= B, —/ sQ du, t>0
0

n,t U

is a Brownian motion starting at X; with respect to Q()? .- It follows that the backward

Loewner chain driven by (W; : ¢ > 0) under Q()?n is an i-th backward SLE(k,b) with
b = kO, log Z up to the stopping time Tg?n, which is the ¢-th flow of an Z-multiple
backward SLE(k). O
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Owing to Theorem [B.3] a Z-multiple backward SLE(k) is equivalently defined as
follows:

Definition 3.4. Let k > 0, N € N, Z be an (N, k)-partition function and X €
Confy(R). A Z-multiple backward SLE(k) starting at X is a family of probability

measures { (;()n :i=1,...,N,n € N} each of which is defined by (3.2]).

We will work with Definition B.4] as a definition of a multiple backward SLE. When
we consider a backward Loewner chain (fi(-) : ¢ > 0) driven by (W; = \/kB; : t > 0)

with (By : t > 0) governed by Q()?n, it is just the i-th Loewner chain (ft(i)(-) it > 0) of
a multiple SLE (k) defined in Definition up to the stopping time Tg) "

4. CourLING WITH GFF

4.1. Prelimiaries. Let us make some preliminaries on free boundary GFF. Expositions
of this subject can be found in [Shel6,Berl6lQW18]. Let D C C be a simply connected
domain and CF (D) be the space of real-valued smooth functions on D with square
integrable gradients. We equip it with the Dirichlet inner product (-,)y defined by

1
(fag)v :%/vav.ga f,gEC%O(D),

and denote the induced norm by || - ||v = 1/(-,-)v. Since the subspace N C CF (D) of
constant functions coincides with the radical of this norm, the quotient space CF(D)/N
is a pre-Hilbert space. We write [f] := f+N, f € CF (D). The Hilbert space completion
of CF(D)/N by (-,-)v will be denoted by W (D).

Definition 4.1. A free boundary GFF on D is a collection {(H,[f])v|[f] € W (D)} of
centered Gaussian random variables labeled by W (D) such that

E(H, [fDv(H,[g)v] = (f,9)v, [f],lg] € W(D).

We write P for the probability law for these Gaussian random variables.

This family of Gaussian random variables is constructed by means of Bochner—
Minlos’s theorem (see e.g. [Hid80, Chapter 3]). Note that the Dirichlet inner product in
the right-hand side is independent of the choice of a representative.

Let A be the Neumann boundary Laplacian on D and D((—A)~!) be the defining
domain of (—A)~! in W(D). Then, we define (H, [f]) := 27 (H, (—A)"'[f)v, [f] €
D((—=A)7!). The action of (—A)~! is described by means of Green’s function. For
[f] € D((=A)™!), we can find a unique representative f € [f] such that [, f = 0. Then,
we have

8111 = | [ sl

where G(z,w), z,w € D is Neumann boundary Green’s function on D. Motivated by

/
D

(H,f) = (H,[f]), [f€Co(D).

@MD%:{fGC%UD

and
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Then, the collection {(H, f)|f € Cyo(D)} is a one of centered Gaussian random variables
such that

E[(H, f)(H,g)] = /D FE)G(Gw)gtw)dzdu, [ € (D).

It is natural to think of H as a random distribution with test functions taken from
Co(D) to symbolically write

(H.f) = /D H(2)f(2)dz [ € Co(D).

We understand the object H(z), z € D in this sense and also call H a free boundary
GFF on D. The covariance structure is reproduced by the formula

E[H(2)H(w)| = G(z,w), =z,we D, z#w.
Ezample 4.2. In the case that D = H is the complex upper half plane, we set
Gu(z,w):= —log|z —w| —log|z —w|, z,weH, z#w
as Neumann boundary Green’s function on H.

Free boundary GFF plays the role of an ingredient of the Liouville quantum grav-
ity [Pol81alPol81b] and a probability theoretical construction of Liouville CFT. This as-
pect of GFF has been studied extensively [DS09,DS11.[DMS14.RV17,[DKRVI6|GRV19,
DRV16,/[GMS17,[HRV18/[KRV19].

4.2. SLE/GFF-coupling. Let us begin with a definition of boundary perturbation for
free boundary GFF. Here we fix N € N.

Definition 4.3. Let u(-;x1,...,2n) = u(z;x1,...,2x) be a harmonic function of z € H
with additional parameters (z1,...,zy) € Confy(R). We say that u(-;z1,...,zn) is a
boundary perturbation for free boundary GFF if the following conditions are satisfied:

Translation invariance: For any a € R,
u(z+a;xy+a,...,xy +a) =u(z;x1,...,2y5), z€H, (x1,...,zn) € Confy(R)

modulo additive constants.
Scale invariance: For any A > 0,

u(Az; Az, ..., en) = ulzy 2z, ... ,2n), z€H, (x1,...,zn) € Confy(R)
modulo additive constants.

For a boundary perturbation u(-;xy,...,2x), one can think of a random distribution
Hxy = H +u(; X1,...,Xn) on H, where H is a free boundary GFF on H and
X = (X1,...,Xn) € Confy(R). We call the above H, x) a (u, X)-perturbed free
boundary GFF. Note that a free boundary GFF H and a (u, X )-perturbed free boundary
GFF H(, x) cannot be distinguished by test functions in the bulk. In fact, since u =
u(z; X1,...,Xn) is harmonic in z € H, for a test function f € Cy(H) that is supported
in H, we have (H, f) = (H, x), f) as.

Suppose that an (N, k)-partition function Z = Z(z1,...,xy) is given. Let P be
the law of a backward SLE(k) (f:(-) : ¢ > 0) that is independent of a GFF and let

{ ()Z() i=1,... ,N} be the family of laws of a Z-multiple backward SLE(k) starting



18 SHINJI KOSHIDA

at X € Confy(R) defined in ([8.2). For each i € {1,..., N}, we consider the stochastic
distribution <f)(;()t it > O) defined by

hgi(),t(z) (ft( ) X(l Wta---7Xt(N)> +Q10g’ft,(z)‘7 t=> O’ Z € H’

d @) 2 X9 = .
CxD == g0, xV=X;, j#i,
at  x0 _w, !

where W; = /6By, t > 0 with (B; : t > 0) being a P¥Xi_Brownian motion and we set
Q:%_F%a’YG(O’Q]'
Definition 4.4. We say that the Z-multiple backward SLE is coupled with a (u, X)-
perturbed free boundary GFF H, x) with coupling constant ~ if, for all s € {1,..., N'}
and n € N, the stochastic distribution (f)()?t it > 0) is a Qg? ,-local martingale with
cross variation given by
a[6Q(:). 6% w)| = —dGi(z,w), 120, zweH,
¢

where G(z,w) = GH(ft( ) fi(w)), t >0, z,w € H, z # w with (fi(-) : t > 0) being a
Loewner chain obeying @ X -

This definition is motivated by the following fact. For each i € {1,..., N}, let us set

P, =0, + Hofy, t>0.

Note that p()?o = H(, x) regardless of i € {1,...,N}.
Proposition 4.5. Suppose that a Z-multiple backward SLE(k) starting at X € Conf y(R)
is coupled with a (u, X)-perturbed free boundary GFF H, x) with coupling constant
and let (p(;” t> 0), i€{l,...,N} be as above. Then, at each time t > 0, the law of
pg?t under P ® Qg?n is 1dentical to that of H, x) under P for everyi=1,...,N and
n € N.

Proof. Firstly, we note that a (u, X )-perturbed free boundary GFF gives Gaussian ran-
dom variables (H(, x),p), p € Co(H) with mean being shifted by (u(-; X), p) and vari-
ance

E() = [ pla)Galzw)plu)dzdu.
HxH
Therefore, we have
E [GHC(H(u,X)vp)] — e\/f_IC(U(-;X),p)*gE(p)7 p € Cy(H), ¢eR.

Let (J¢)¢t>0 be the filtration associated with a PXi_Brownian motion (By : t > 0).
Then, we have

_ [ VIR 0)- Et(ﬂ)} , pE€C(H), CeR
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where we set

Ey(p) = /H Gz w)p(w)dzdu, p € ColH).

By assumption, we have the quadratic variation of <(h()?t, p):t> O) as d {(h()?,p)] =
’ t
—dFE¢(p), t > 0, which gives
[(h(;?,p)]t =—Eip) + E(p), 120
This leads to
B [eﬁ«pgzt,p)] T [eﬁC(hQﬁp)Jrf[(h()?,p)}t} ’

@) Erop@
where <eﬁ<(hxvf’p)+2[(hx Pt g > 0> is a martingale. Therefore, we have

E [eﬁC(Pgtvp)] - e\/f_lC(U(-;X),p)*gE(p) — K [GHC(H(u,X)vp)] . pECy(H), CER,

which gives the desired result. O

This proposition is interpreted in terms of conformal welding of quantum surfaces
[Shel6lKK20a]. Indeed, the Loewner chain (f;(-) : ¢ > 0) under the law Q()?n gives the
welding map around the i-th point X; up to the stopping time T;?n.

The main theorem goes as follows.

Theorem 4.6. Let N € N, k > 0, Z be an (N, k)-partition function and u = u(z;x1,...,TN)
be a boundary perturbation for free boundary GFF. A Z-multiple backward SLE(k) start-
ing at X € Confy(R) is coupled with a (u, X )-perturbed free boundary GFF H, x) with

coupling constant ~y for an arbitrary initial condition X € Confy(R) if and only if the
following conditions are satisfied:

(1) The relation between parameters \/k =~ or \/k =4/~ holds.
(2) The (N, k)-partition function is given by

Z'(xl""’xN) = H |xi_xj|72/ﬁ
1<i<j<N

up to multiplicative constants.
(3) The boundary perturbation u(-;x1,...,xN) s given by

N
2
w(z; 21, .., xN) = ﬁ210g|2—$i|, zeH
i=1

up to additive constants.
Before proving Theorem 4.6, let us note the following fact.
Lemma 4.7. A Z-multiple backward SLE(k) starting at X € Confy(R) is coupled with

H,,x) with coupling constant v if and only if there exists a sequence € = (,e{£l}:i=1,...

such that, for each i € {1,..., N}, the increment of (h()?t it > O> s given by

2€; dB(i)

(@) —
(41) dhX7t(Z) - Reft(z) _ Wt n,t’

t>0, zeH,
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for every n € N, where <B,(LZ35 it > O> s a @()?m—Browman motion defined by (3.3).

Proof. 1t follows from a direct computation of the increment of the stochastic process
(Gi(z,w) : t >0), z,w € H, z # w that

2 2
R W, Tw) -

Therefore, it is obvious that (4.1]) implies the coupling. Conversely, let us assume the cou-

dGi(z,w) = —

dt, t>0, zweH.

pling. Then, for each ¢ = 1,..., N, the increment of the stochastic process (f)()?t it > O)

has the form of

0%, (2) = Ful(z)dBy}, 120, zcH
with some stochastic process (Fr(lzz(z) : t > 0) depending on z € H for every n € N.
From the assumption on the cross variations, we have

2 2

(@) ® (§] € Z,w
(42) F, t( )Fn,t( ) R, ft(z)_WtR ft(w)_Wt’ ) GH,

which implies that there exists a stochastic process (Un?t :t > 0) independent of z € H
such that

o) _ FT(LTZ(Z) _ F,EZZ (w) -
nt =R 5 R , t>0
TE-W T
Back to (4£.2), we must have (UT(Z%)Q =1, ¢ > 0, which gives the desired result. O
Proof of Theorem [{.6. For a boundary perturbation u(-;z1,...,xn) = u(z;21,...,TN),
we write its holomorphic extension by u(z;z1,...,2y), in other words, we have
u(z;x1,...,xn) = Reu(z;21,...,2n), 2z € H.

Such a holomorphic functlon uniquely exists on H up to addltlve constants. Then, the

stochastic process (E)X it 0) is also realized as hX = = Re f)X o t=0 where

by, (2) =1 (ﬁ() ’HWW@HW@M>+ngma,tZQ z€H.

By definition of the probability measure Q()? ,, in ([B.2), the stochastic process <f~)()? i t> O)
is a Q()? ,-local martingale if and only if the stochastic process (Né?t = 6()? tMg?t it > O>
is a P¥Xi-local martingale. For convenience, we set

(4.3) X(z;z1,...,2Nn) =0(z; 21, ..., 2N)Z(T1,. .., TN),
z€eH, (z1,...,zn) € Confy(R).
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Then, the stochastic process <N ;?t it > O) is explicitly written as

(4.4)
T (i )
Ji3#
+Qlog f1(2) T fi(x hﬂZ( o8 ..,Wt,...,Xt(N)>, t>0, zel.
JijF#e
Its increment is computed as
dNXt H ft ) (ft(z);Xt(l)"--aWta""Xt(N)>
Jid#
2Q R ()
4+ — 2| X W, X dt
(fr(z) — Wh)? ( ! ' !
+ |V T A" (04,%) <ft( ), X Wt,...,Xt(N)>
Jij#i
+Qlog fi(2)s MY, |dB,, t>0, ze€H,
where
K. E 2 h:‘@ _ 2 .
D =50k, 22<%_% (xj_xm) Z_xiaz, i=1,...,N.

Recall that the stochastic process denoted by (S()?t t> 0) was defined in (3.4]). There-

fore, the stochastic process <N g?,t it > 0) is a PXi-local martingale for an arbitrary
initial condition X € Confy(R) if and only if the function X satisfies

2Q
(z —24)?

z€eH, (x1,...,xzn) € Confy(R).

(4.5) (DL X0) (2521, ..., oN) + Z(x1,...,zN) =0,

Assuming (4.5), we write the increment of <N§?t it > 0) as
(4.6) ANY (2) = oY, (2)dB;, t>0, »€H
with

=i [ £#X)"(0.,%) <ft(z),Xt(1),...,Wlft,...,leN))

J3#
+Qlog fi(z )SXtMg?t, t>0, zeH.

Let us get back to consideration of the stochastic process (6()? it > O>. Recall the

relation f)()?t(z) = Ng?t(z)/Mg?t, t >0, z € H. The increment of the numerator is
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given in (4.0]). It also follows from (3.3) that

Then, the increment of the stochastic process <f~)()?t it > 0) is computed as

= (4) O‘E)Z{),t(z) Néé)t(Z)S(X)
dbx (2) = Gl @
MX t MX ,t

)

dB, —s9 dt), t>0, zecH
(480 = s t)

By definition ([3.35]) of the Q(;( -Brownian motion <B( D> O), we have dBS,Z& =dB; —

n,t’
s()? ,dt, t > 0. The coefficient can also be further computed to give

dﬁ(}?,t(’z) :\/E(al'za) <ft(z);Xt(1)a"')Wt7"'? ( )> dB1(122€? tZOa z € H.

From Lemma 7, we can also require that there exists a sequence € = (¢; € {£} : i =
1,...,N) such that

(4.7

2¢;

M, = H’
z — X

so that the Z-multiple backward SLE(k) is coupled with H, (u,x) for an arbitrary X €
Confy(R). The differential equations (A7) are solved by

(0z,0) (2521, ..., ZN) = (x1,...,zn) € Confy(R), i=1,...,N,

w(z;x1,. .., xN) = Zellog i)+ h(z), zeH, (z1,...,zn)€ Confy(R),

where h = h(z) is a holomorphic function only of z € H. It can be seen that the
assumption that u = Reu is a boundary perturbation for free boundary GFF requires
the function h to be constant so that it is translation and scale invariant modulo additive
constants.
Let us write X = uZ with 4 being given above and apply the operators @ZZ, 1=
-, IV on both sides. Note that D7, = D — zfxi 0,and DfZ =0,i=1,...,N. Then
we have, for each i =1,... N,

(DL X)(z21,...,2N) = et 4/Vr)a + A/ vk 5 Z(x1,...,2N)
7 (z — z;)? 2 —m = w—
Jij#i
2 i
\/_6 (8 Z)(wl,..., N), z € H, (1‘1,...,1’]\[) GCOan(R).

z_

For (£3) to be satisfied, we must take \/k =y or /k =4/yand ¢, = —1,i=1,...,N.
We see that additional conditions on the (NN, k)-partition function are imposed so that

(4.8)

—2/K .
(0, 2)(x1,...,zN) = Z ﬁZ(xl,...,xN), (x1,...,zy) € Confy(R), i=1,...,N.
A
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This implies that the (IV, k)-partition function exhibits the asymptotic behavior
Z(x1, -, aN) ~ (x; — xj)*Q/“ as ;| xj
for any pair 4,5 € {1,..., N}. It is readily seen that the function
Z(x1,...,oN) = H |x; — $j|72/li, (x1,...,2n) € Confy(R)
1<i<j<N

is an (NN, k)-partition function. Due to the comments before Definition B.1], an (N, x)-
partition function is uniquely determined up to multiplicative constants by asymptotic
behaviors when any two points approach each other. Therefore, the (N, k)-partition
function under consideration is the above one up to multiplicative constants. O

APPENDIX A. CONFORMAL FIELD THEORY APPROACH

In this paper, we avoided an explicit use of CFT. The idea of the so-called SLE/CFT-
correspondence [BB03,BB04] is to construct several local martingales related to SLE
as matrix elements of operator valued distribution in CFT. We have dealt with several
stochastic processes, some of which are local martingales, related to backward SLE in
the probability theoretical language. For readers familiar with CFT, however, it might
be more useful to interpret those stochastic processes in the language of CF'T.

The free boson field ¢(z) is defined as a formal series:

_ _ n _—n
¢(2) = q+aglog(z) = > o
n#0
where the symbols ¢ and a,, n € Z are subject to the commutation relations:
(Al) [G’M7q] = Om,0, m e Z7 [am7an] = m5m+n,0= m,n € 7.

Here, §; ; is the Kronecker delta. Then, the current field J(z) := 0¢(z) = >, 7 anz "
satisfies the following operator product expansion (OPE):
1
J(2)J(w) ~ ——.
(£)Iw) ~ =
The vertex operator V,(z) of charge o € C is defined by

Val(2) i=1eV100(2),

— ¢V —lag,v~laa exp | —v—-1a Z a—?z_j exp | —vV—1la Z a—?z_j
J

7<0 7>0
Recall that the normally ordered product :e: is defined by
Q" Ay Gy = q"ama(l) Tt my gy, MMMy € Z,

where o is a permutation of (mi,...,my) € ZF such that M1y < -+ < Mgg). The
above definition is independent of the choice of such a permutation because of the
commutation relations (A.Il). Note that the free boson field is also obtained formally as

p(2) = —v/—1 d Va(2).

dola=0
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Given a parameter b € C, the stress-energy tensor (Virasoro field) is defined by
1
Ty(2) = 3 J(2)% V=100 (2),

and the corresponding central charge is checked to be CEB = 1+12b%. A vertex operator
Va(2), a € C is a primary field of conformal weight ki B(a) = a(2b — «)/2 with respect
to Tp(2z). In fact, it exhibits the following OPE with Tj(z):

hEB () V, (w oV, (w
(P @Vaw) | 9Valw)

Ty(2)Va(w) ~

(z —w) z—w

For x > 0, we adopt the parametrization

b(k) = VR84 V2R, (k) = —/2]R,  a_(x) = v/r[2Z+6/VER.

Then, we have eff = ¢ = 1+ 2525 and WP, (0 () =
We also consider a Liouville CFT. Let ¥y, h € C be a Virasoro primary field of

conformal weight h and set
Z(x1, .- wn) = (W, (21) - U, (2n)]0)

where |0) is the vacuum vector of central charge ¢, and (h| is the dual of a suitable
highest weight vector so that the above correlation function is non-trivial. Since the
field Wy, is degenerate, the correlation function Z(x1,...,zy) satisfies BPZ equations:

(A.2) DFZ =0, i=1,...,N.

Therefore, the function Z is considered as an (N, k)-partition function.
Under the free boson theory, we set

(A'?)) Z’FB(xh S, EN) = <Na+(ﬁ)‘va+(n) (z1) - Va+(li)(xN)‘O>
= H (.%'i—m'j)_z/ﬁ, xr1 > X9 > >IN,
1<i<j<N

where |a) is the vacuum vector of charge o and (¢ is its dual. Then, the above corre-
lation function Z¥B(z1,..., 2 y) satisfies the system of BPZ equations (A.2)).
Next, we consider the correlation function

X(z,21,.. ., an) = V=2 (h|Va(2)Up (z1)---Up (zx)]0),

which does not, however, make a rigorous representation theoretical sense because the
vertex operator V,,(z) does not act on a state space of a Liouville CFT. Nevertheless, the

above description verifies a defining property of X(z,z1,...,zy) in (@3] as a solution
of a system of differential equations. Regarding the vertex operator V,(z) as a primary
field of conformal weight hg(,%)(a), we see that
(A.4) DYX =0, i=1,...,N,
where
FB
- . 1 h 2 2y ()
Y S LI N S TR - )
o2 jél wp—xi (25— @) - (2 2)?

i=1,...,N.
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Applying the directional derivative —v/~14|,—o to (AZ), we see that the correlation
function

X(z,21,...,2n) = V=2(h|¢(2)¥p, (21) - - ¥p, (2N)]0)
satisfies the system of differential equations

2Q

(®§7iX)(Z, L1y - ,,IN) + m

Z(x1,...,zny) =0, i=1,...,N,

where @ = % + 4 Therefore, the function X here is identified the function in (A.3)).

We also remark that the correlation function Z'® in (AL3]) satisfies an additional
system of differential equations. Noticing the property

0, Vo (2) = V—1a :J(2)Vy(2):
and an OPE

J(2) Vo (w) ~ J(w) Vo (w):

Z—w

we see that

FB —ay (k)° -
(00,27 (@1, 2n) = Y —=2(x1,...,an), i=1,...,N.
— Ty —Zj

Jii#i /
These are exactly the same as (4.8]) and are regarded as Knizhnik—Zamolodchikov equa-
tions.

Let (f:(-) : t > 0) be a backward SLE(x) and write Wy = /kBy, t > 0 with (B :
t > 0) being a standard Brownian motion for its driving process. The group theoretical
formulation of SLE [BB03,[BB04] (see also [KK20a, Appendix B] and [Kosl8|, Section
I1]) associates to it an operator valued stochastic process (R(f;) : t > 0) satisfying

d
S B(f) = 2R(fi)et W L_gem M >0, R(fo) = 1d,

where L,, n € Z are the standard generators of the Virasoro algebra. A primary field
U}, behaves under conjugation by R(f:), t > 0 as

R(f) " Un(2)R(f) = fi(2)" ¥ (fi(2)), t=0.

Regarding a vertex operator V,(z) as a primary field of conformal weight h} ©(c), we see
that it behaves in the same manner. Then, the application of the directional derivative

—\/—1%\04:0 leads to

RUR) R = 6062 ~ Y5 0w fi(2), 120

Owing to the fact that (2L_o + §L?,)|h.) = 0 in the irreducible representation
of central charge c., and the property ¥, (W;)[0) = e“-1W¢|h,), the vector valued
stochastic process

R(fe)¥h, (W) ]0), t>0
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is a local martingale. Therefore, it follows that, for z € H, X € Confy(R) and i €
{1,..., N}, the stochastic processes

2, = (], (X)W (X)W (Xn)R() 0, (W) | 0)

i

= H fH(X)"2 <ft(X1)=---aWta---aft(XN)> , t20

J3i#i
and
N (=) = V=2 (| 6(2) W1, (X1) -+ W, (X0) -+ W (Xn)R(f) W, (W) |0)
= Hft h,ix( ( )’ft(Xl)""aWta"'aft(XN)>
Jij#
+Q10gft H ft hK“Z <ft(X1),...,V%/t,...,ft(XN)>, tZO
JijFi

are the local martingales that appeared in (B.I]) and (4.4]), respectively.

APPENDIX B. FORWARD FLOW CASE

The aim of this appendix is to present an analogue of Theorem in the case of
forward flow. The coupling between forward SLEs and GFFs has already been studied
in many places [Dub09}[SS13,TK13|MS16a,PW19] (see also [KK20a,[KK20b]). In these
literatures, it has been shown that certain variants of SLE that include members of
commuting Loewner chains are coupled with GFFs under specific boundary conditions.
They did not, however, excluded the possibility that other multiple SLEs are coupled
with GFFs under other boundary conditions. We will exclude this possibility below.

To make notations simpler, we use the same symbols as in the main text with different
definition. Therefore, readers are recommended to read this appendix separately from
the main text. At the same time, we give all descriptions in detail so that readers do
not need to refer to the main text to read this appendix.

B.1. Multiple SLE. We define a multiple SLE as a multiple of probability measures.
Let (B¢ : t > 0) be a Brownian motion and write its law as P. The law of a Brownian
motion starting at x will be denoted by P*. For a parameter x > 0, we consider an
SLE(k) [Sch00], which is a Loewner chain (g;(-) : ¢ > 0) satisfying

d 2

dtgt(z) gt(Z)—Wf t \/E t = U, 90(2’) z

If we set n(t) := limgo g, (Wi +v/—1e), t > 0, then 7 : [0,00) — H is almost surely
a continuous curve [RS05], which we call an SLE(k)-curve. Also we write H for the
unbounded component of H\7n(0,t], t > 0 and set K; := H\H;. Then,

gt : Ht = H\Kt — H

is the hydrodynamically normalized conformal equivalence at each ¢ > 0.
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For N € N and ¥ > 0, an (NN, k)-partition function Z is a translation invariant

homogeneous function on Confy(R) such that DFZ =0,i=1,..., N, where
K 1 h
DE =292 42 _— 0, - — =1,...,N
P =%t Z<x—xl T (zy—m)?))] '
gig#i N J

with h,, = &%, We also assume that an (NN, x)-partition function is analytic in Conf v (R)
and admits the Frobenius expansion. Solutions to this system of differential equations
are studied in detail in [FK15al[FK15b,[FKI15¢, [FK15d, [ KP16,[PWI9,[KP20]. Usually,
given an (N, k)-partition function, the corresponding multiple SLE is defined as a mul-
tiple of Loewner chains properly constructed [KP16,[PW19]. In this appendix, however,
we directly construct Girsanov transforms to define a multiple SLE.

Let (g¢(+) :t > 0) be an SLE(k) driven by (W; : ¢ > 0) and let Z be an (N, k)-
partition function. For X = (X;,...,Xx) € Confn(R) and i € {1,..., N}, we consider

the stochastic process <M§?t it > 0) defined by

Jij#
iXt(j) —

t>0, 44
o , t>0, j#i

x9 —w,

under the probability measure PXi. Here, gj(z) is the derivative in terms of z. For each
ie{l,...,N},neNand X € Confy(R), we set
b

It it checked that it is a local martingale with increment

0 =it {t > 0| | MY,

7n.

dMY), = s M ,dB;, s, = V/k(0s, log 2) <X§1>, W ,Xt(N)> . >0

We define the stochastic process (B 21 it > O) by

©)
i t/\TX’n .
(B.1) BY) = B, — /0 s ds, >0,

n,t
Then, by Girsanov—Maruyama’s theorem, this is a Brownian motion under the proba-
bility measure Q()? ,, defined by

4 (i)
iy, Mx,w;{n

(B.2) - = lim _
% e’} i)
dP t— Mgf,o

Definition B.1. Let N € N and x > 0. Take an (N, k)-partition function Z and
X € Confy(R). A Z-multiple SLE(k) starting at X is a family of probability measures

{ ()?n ti=1,...,N,n¢€ N}, each of which is defined by (B.2)).

It has been shown [PW19] that this construction of multiple SLE coincides with a
global definition of multiple SLE [KL0O7,Law09al BPW21].
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B.2. Dirichlet boundary GFF. Let D C C be a simply connected domain and write
C§°(D) for the space of smooth functions on D that are supported compactly. We equip
it with the Dirichlet inner product

1

and write its Hilbert space completion as W (D).
A Dirichlet boundary GFF on D [She07] is a collection {(H, f)v|f € W(D)} of
centered Gaussian random variables so that

E[(H, f)v(H,g)v] = (f,9)v, [,g9€ W(D).

We write P for the probability law of these Gaussian random variables. Using the
Dirichlet boundary Laplacian A, we also set (H, f) := 2n(H,(—=A)"'f)v, f € W(D).
Then, we have

E[(H, f)(H, g)] = /D HG)G(w)g(u)dzdu, f.g € WD),

where G(z,w) is Dirichlet boundary Green’s function of D. It is reasonable that we
formally write

(H, ) = /D H(2)f(z)dz, f€W(D)

and also call the random distribution H a Dirichlet boundary GFF on D. The desired
covariance structure can be recovered by thinking of

E[H(2)H(w)| = G(z,w), =z,we D, z#w.
Ezample B.2. In the case of D = Hi,
Gu(z,w) = —log|z —w| +log|z —w|, zweH, z#w
is Drichlet boundary Green’s function.
B.3. SLE/GFF-coupling.

Definition B.3. A function u = u(z;z1,...,xn) of z € Hand (z1,...,zx) € Confy(R)
is called a boundary perturbation for Dirichlet boundary GFF if it is harmonic in z € H
and has the following properties.

Translation invariance: For any a € R, we have

ulz4+a;x1+a,...,xn +a) =u(z;z1,...,2n), z€H, (x1,...,z5) € Confy(R).
Scale invariance: For any A > 0, we have
u(Az; Az, ..., en) = u(zy 21, ..., 2n), z€H, (z1,...,zn) € Confy(R).

For a boundary perturbation v = u(z;z1,...,2y5) and X € Confy(R), we call the
random distribution H(, x) := H + u(-; X) with H being a Dirichlet boundary GFF
a (u, X)-perturbed Dirichlet boundary GFF. Note that for f € C§°(H), which is com-
pactly supported, we have (H, x), f) = (H, f) a.s. That is, a (u, X )-perturbed Dirichlet
boundary GFF cannot be distinguished from the original Dirichlet boundary GFF by a
test function supported in the bulk.
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Given a boundary perturbation v = w(z;x1,...,zy) and X € Confy(R), for each
i€ {l,...,N}, we consider the following stochastic process

hg?,t(z) =u <gt(z)7Xt(1)7 . '7Wt7 e 7Xt(N)> - Xarggl/g(z), t Z 07

d + () 2 X = oy
“xW == >0, XV=x, j#i
et x0) ’

under PX¢, where (g¢(-) : t > 0) is an SLE(x) driven by (W; : t > 0) and x > 0. We
also assume that the probability measure P¥X¢ is independent of the law of a Dirichlet
boundary GFF.

Definition B.4. Let N € N, x > 0 and Z be an (NN, k)-partition function. We also
let u = u(z;x1,...,2x) be a boundary perturbation for Dirichlet boundary GFF. For
X € Confy(R), we say that a Z-multiple SLE(x) starting at X is coupled with a (u, X)-
perturbed Dirichlet boundary GFF H(, x) with coupling constant x if, for every n € N,

each (h()?t it > O> is a @(;2 n-local martingale with cross variation given by

4[5, 02(w)] = -dGi(zw), zwen t>o0,
where Gi(z,w) := Gu(g:(2), gt(w)), z,w € Hy, z # w.
To motivate this definition, let us consider the following stochastic processes. For
X € Confy(R) and each i € {1,..., N}, set

p(;“ b, +Hog, t>0.

At t = 0, we have p()?o = H, x) regardless of i € {1,..., N}.

Proposition B.5. Suppose that a Z-multiple SLE(k) starting at X € Confy(R) is
coupled with a (u, X )-perturbed Dirichlet boundary GFF H, xy with parameter x. Then,
at each time t > 0, the law of p()?t under P ® @(;()m is identical to that of H, x) under
P (see Subsect. [BD) for everyi=1,...,N and n € N.

Proof. The proof is identical to the case of backward flow, but we present it here again.
It can be seen that

E e\/—_lc(Hm,x)vp)] = emg(“(';x)’p)_%E(p), peW(H), (eR,

where we set
B = [ ple)Galz w)p(uwdzd
Hx H

for the Dirichlet energy of p € W (H).
On the other hand, writing (F;);>0 for the filtration associated with a PXi-Brownian
motion (B; :t > 0), we have

E |:e\/_1C(P()?,t7P):| — E |:e\/_1C(fJ()?,t7P E \/74- Hoghp ‘9‘::|:|

g E |:e\/__1<(hg?,t7p) s‘QEE]’E(/)):| , p e W(H), C 6 R’
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where we set

Bip)= [ pe)Guwlptw)dzdu, p e W)

Here, we restrict the test function on H;. By assumption, we have d [(h()?,p)] =
t

—dFE¢(p), t > 0, which ensures that [(h()?,p)} = —Ei(p) + E(p), t > 0. This leads to
t

[ Vet C(pxﬁm] _ —~SEOR [emqh?()ﬁp)wté[(hé?vp)} } ’

(4) ( (1)
where <e‘/_1<(hx oP) L5 4 > 0) is a martingale. Therefore, we have

E[emmaé?,t,p)] NI X)p) =G Bp) _ [eﬁﬂﬂ(uxwm} ( €R,

which gives the desired result. O

This proposition admits an interpretation in terms of the flow line problem [Shel6)
MS16al[KK20a). Indeed, it says that the i-th curve is the flow line starting at X; along
a random vector field generated by H, x).

The main result here is the following theorem.

Theorem B.6. Let N € N, 0 < k # 4 and Z be an (N, k)-partition function. We
also let w = u(z;x1,...,xN) be a boundary perturbation for Dirichlet boundary GFF. A
Z-multiple SLE(k) is coupled with a (u, X)-perturbed Dirichlet boundary GFF H, x)
with coupling constant x > 0 for arbitrary X € Confy(R) if and only if the following
conditions are satisfied:

(1) The (N, k)-partition function is
Z(x1,...,oN) = H |x; — ﬂ:j|2/“
1<i<j<N
up to multiplication by nonzero constants.
(2) FEither
(a) The parameters are related as x = % - 4, 0<k <4
(b) The boundary perturbation is given by

N
u(z; 1, ..., N TZ (z —x;)

up to addition of constants.
or
(a) The parameters are related as x = \/— + \/_, k> 4.

(b) The boundary perturbation is given by

N
2
u(z;xy, ..., xN) = ﬁ Zarg(z
=1

up to addition of constants.

holds.
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Before proving Theorem [B.6] we note the following fact.

Lemma B.7. A Z-multiple SLE(k) is coupled with H.x) with coupling constant x
if and only if there exists a sequence € = (¢; € {£1}) such that the increment of

<f)()?7t it > O) becomes

2¢ i
€i dB()

df)()?,t(z) = Imm .t

zeH, t>0

for every i € {1,...,N} and n € N, where (B(i) :t>0)isa Q()?n—Bmwm'an motion

n,t *
defined by (B).

Proof. Note that we have

Gi(z,w) = —log|gi(2) — gi(w)| +log|g:(2) — ge(w)|,  z,w € Hy, zF#w, ¢=0.
The assertion immediately follows from the fact that

2 2
dGi(z,w) = —Im Im dt, z,weH;, t>0
t( ) ge(z) = Wy gt(w) - W !

holds. O

Proof of Theorem[B.f. Let @ = u(z;21,...,2Nn), 2 € H, (21,...,2x) € Confy(R) be a
holomorphic function in z so that

u(z;x1,...,xn) = Ima(z;x1,...,2n), z€H, (z1,...,2zy5) € Confy(R).
Such a function is determined uniquely up to addition of constants. Then, for X €

Confy(R) and ¢ € {1,..., N}, the stochastic process (f)(}?t it > O) is the imaginary
part of

Gg?t(z) =1 <gt(z);Xt(1), o W ,Xt(N)> —xloggi(2), 2z € H,quadt>0.

We set (Ng)t = Gg?tMg?t it > O>, X € Confy(R), i € {1,...,N}. Then, the stochas-
tic process <6()?t it > O> is a Q()? ,-local martingale if and only if <N§?t it > O> is a

PXi-local martingale. For convenience, we set

X(z;z1,...,2n) = U(z; 21, ..., zN)Z(T1, ..., 2N), 2z €H, (z1,...,zn) € Confy(R).
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By direct computation, the increment of < NG ) it > 0) is given by

dNXt H gt
Jij#i

DC) (gt(z);Xt(l),...,Wt,...,le(N))

2 ® )
+WZ<Xt ""’Wt""7Xt dt

e Tt ()
Jij#i

—Xloggg(z)s()?tMg)t dB;, t>0, zeMH,
where
h 2
Df, :—82 2 ~ t d,, i=1,...,N.
" Z(] ($j—$i)2>+z—$i oot

JijFi

Requiring that <N§?t it > 0) is a PXi-local martingale for every i € {1,..., N} and an

arbitrary initial condition X € Confy(R), we see that the differential equations

(B.3) (DZiX)(z5 21, ) + (2372)2

zeH, (x1,...,zn)€ Confy(R), i=1,...,N

Z(wl,... ,.%'N) = O,

have to be satisfied.
Assuming (B.3]), we compute the increment of (h( Dot > 0) to obtain

dhx +(2) = VE(0y,ii) <gt(z);Xt(1), e W ,X}N)> dBY), zeH, >0,

where (B( Dit>0)isa Q ,,-Brownian motion defined by (B.I). By Lemma [B.7] there
exists a sequence € = (¢; € {il}) so that we can require

2¢; .
(Oni) (2520, an) = 2EYE g

zZ— X

They are solved by

w(z; 21, ... TN Zellog i)+ h(z)

with h(z) being a holomorphic function only of z. For u = Imu to be translation
invariant, h(z) must be a constant.
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We again require XX = aZ with @ given above to solve (B.3]). We have
VE-4yRa  AE — g
DL X)) (2521, .. = — J Z e
( 2,8 )(Zaxl, axN) (Z—$Z')2 Z—x; (561,
i

2\/E€i

zZ— X

+

(03,2)(x1,...,TN).

Therefore, either of the followings has to occur:

(1) X:%—4with0<n<4andei:1,z':l,...,N. In this case, we also have

N

- 2

a(z; 21, .., N) = _ﬁ Zlog(z — ;)
i=1

up to additive constants.
(2) x = —% + 4 with Kk >4 and¢; = —1,7=1,...,N. In this case, we also have

N

- 2

u(z; 21, ..., TN) = ﬁ Zlog(z — ;)
i=1

up to additive constants.

In both cases, the partition function Z is subject to additional conditions

2/K .
(02, 2)(21,...,zN) = Z / Z(x1,...,zN), i=1,...,N.
i Tt

This implies that the partition function has asymptotic behavior
(B.4) Z(z1,...,xeN) ~ (x; —xj)Q/"“, x| x;
for every pair {i,j} C {1,..., N}. We can check that, in the asymptotic behavior of the
(N, k)-partition function
Z(x1,...,xN) ~ (T — xj)A, i | @i,

the exponent A can be either 2/x or (6 — k)/k, which are distinct if k # 4. Therefore,
following the general theory of partial differential equations with regular singular points
[Kna86l, Appendix B], if x # 4, the asymptotic behaviors (B.4]) are sufficient to fix the
(N, k)-partition function as

(@i, an) = [ lw—ay”
1<i<j<N
up to multiplicative constants, which is certainly an (N, k)-partition function. O

Remark B.8. As we anticipated above, when k = 4, the requirement of asymptotic
behaviors cannot fix a partition function because two possible exponents coincide. In-
deed, coupling with a multiple SLE(4) and GFF was considered for any partition func-
tion [PW19] in connection to the level lines of a GFF.
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