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Abstract

We give a generalization of the Komatu-Loewner equation to multiple
slits. Therefore, we consider an n-connected circular slit disk  as our
initial domain minus m € N disjoint, simple and continuous curves that
grow from the outer boundary 0D of Q) into the interior. Consequently
we get a decreasing family (€¢);c(0,7) of domains with Qp = Q. We will
prove that the corresponding Riemann mapping functions g; from €2; onto
a circular slit disk, which are normalized by ¢;(0) = 0 and g¢;(0) > 0, satisfy
a Loewner equation known as the Komatu-Loewner equation.

1 Introduction and results

Our aim is to generalize the Komatu-Loewner equation (see [I] or [§]) to multiple
slits. Therefore, we choose circularly slit disks, that is the unit disk D minus
proper concentric slits, to be the class of standard domains. First of all we start
with an n-connected (n € N) circularly slit disk €2 and m € N disjoint, simple
and continuous curves 7 : [0,7] — Q (k = 1,...,m) with strictly increasing
parametrizations, 7, ((0,7]) C Q\ {0} and 7,(0) € OD. This induces a family of
conformal mappings (g:):cpo,r], using an extended version of Riemann’s well known
mapping theorem for multiply connected domains:

gr =0\ (U yk(((),t])> — Dy

k=1

where D; denotes a circularly slit disk. If we claim ¢;(0) = 0, ¢;(0) > 0 and
that the outer boundary component of €2; corresponds to the unit circle 9D, this
mapping is unique. See [4], Chapter 15.6, for further details. Sometimes we write
D(t) instead of D, and () instead of €2;. Later we will show (see Proposition
[9) that the function ¢ — g;(0) is strictly increasing and continuous in [0, 7] (see
Proposition . As go(z) = =z, it is always possible to choose a parametrization
t(r) with g;,,(0) = €.



oD

A very important quantity in the single slit case and also in this case is the so called
logarithmic mapping radius in terms of lmr(g) := In|g¢’(0)|, where g needs to be
analytic and locally injective in z = 0. Now, we will define a term that "measures”
the logarithmic mapping radius relative to the total logarithmic mapping radius

induced by each v, with k = 1,..., m. Therefore, we introduce the abbreviation
Fk(tu 7-) = U Y5 ((07 T]) U Vk((()? t])a
j=1
Gk

with ¢,7 € [0,T]. We will denote the corresponding normalized mapping function

by fk;t,T7 Le.
fk;t,T : Qk(ta 7_) = \ Fk(t7 T) — Dk(ta 7_)

where Dy (¢, 7) denotes a circularly slit disk.

fk;t,r

Next, we define the following limit

Ai(to) := lim tonr(froety) — 1000 (it 1)
t—to t _ t()

9

i.e. A\i(to) exists, if ¢ — lmr(fr.y,) is differentiable at ¢,. The first theorem states
the existence of the functions Aj.

Theorem 1. Fach function t — Ag(t) (with k = 1,...,m) exists almost every-
where in [0,T].

The next theorem shows a connection between the existence of \;, and differentia-
bility of the trajectories t — g;(z). Therefore, we denote by z — ®(&, z;t) for all
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t>0,£ € 0D and z € D; the unique conformal mapping that maps the circularly
slit disk D; onto the right half-plane minus slits parallel to the imaginary axis with
O(£,&5t) = oo and P(E,0;t) = 1. The existence and uniqueness of ® is given by
[5], Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 2. Denote by g; the corresponding mapping function as mentioned be-
fore. Assume the values A\g(to) (k= 1,...,m) exist for some ty € [0,T], then the
function g4(2) is differentiable (w.r.t. t) at to for every z € Qy, and it holds

Gto(2) = g1o (2 ZAk (to) - ®(&k(to), gro (2); t0)-

Furthermore, the functions Ay(to) fulfil the condition Y, Ai(to) = 1 if the con-
dition g;(0) = ce' holds in some neighbourhood of ty with an arbitrary constant
c>0.

The so called driving terms & (to) stands for the images of the tips 4 (to) under
the mapping g, i.e. &(to) = g1, (7x(f0)). Later (see Proposition |8)) we will also
prove the continuity of the functions t — & ().

If m = 1, that means we consider the one slit case, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 3. Denote by g; the corresponding mapping function as mentioned be-
fore. Assume the slit is parametrized in such a way that g;(0) = €' holds. Then
the function g,(z) is differentiable (w.r.t. t) for allt € [0,T] and every z € £ and

it holds
9:(2) = g1(2) ®(&k(t), 9:(2); 1)
for allt € [0,T] and every z € Q.
This result is well known as the radial one slit Komatu-Loewner equation, see [1]
or [§].
In the simply connected case we get
(+z
(—=2
since D, = D. If we take this into account, we get the following corollary in case of

simply connected domains. Here we will also denote by g; the normalized Riemann
map, where 2 = D.

®((, 1) =

Corollary 4. Denote by g, the corresponding mapping function as mentioned be-
fore. Assume the values \g(to) (k= 1,...,m) exist for some ty € [0,T], then the
function g4(z) is differentiable (w.r.t. t) at to for every z € Qy, and it holds

gto(z) - gto( );/\k(t(]) §k(to) - gto(z>‘
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Furthermore, the functions \gy(to) fulfil the condition Y, Ai(to) = 1 if the con-
dition g;(0) = ce' holds in some neighbourhood of ty with an arbitrary constant
c>0.

In the single slit case, this equation is known as the slit radial Loewner ODE for
inclusion chains.
By combining Theorem [1| and Theorem [2| we finally get the following corollary.

Corollary 5. Denote by g; the corresponding mapping function as in Theorem[3.
Then there exists a zero set N with respect to the Lebesque measure such that the
functions t — g,(z) are differentiable on [0, |\ N for all z € Qr and it holds

m

9(2) = gul2) D Aelt) - (& (1), gu(2):t).

k=1

for allt € [0, T)\ N and each z € Q. Furthermore, the functions A\i(to) fulfil the
condition Y - Ai(to) = 1 if the condition g;(0) = ce' holds in some neighbourhood
of to with an arbitrary constant ¢ > 0.

As a combination of our results with the results of Earle and Epstein from [6] we
immediately get the following result for simply connected domains.

Corollary 6. Let n = 1 and let the slits vy, ...,%m be in C*([0,T]) and regular.
Denote by g; the corresponding mapping function as mentioned before. Then the
limits A\ (t) exist for all t € [0, T] and it holds for all z € Q; and all t € [0,T]

3u(=) = ail EW &) —gie)

Moreover the functions t — A\g(t) are continuous.

A proof of this corollary is given at the end of chapter [4

As an application, see [3], S. Schleiffinger and the first author used the methods
presented in this paper to show that we can always parametrize the m slits in such
a way, that the functions ¢t — A\ (t) (k = 1,...,m) are constant in [0, 7], i.e. there
are parametrizations of the slits 71, ..., 7, so that the Komatu-Loewner equation
is fulfilled everywhere with constant coefficients Aq,...,\,,. Hereby Proposition
and Theorem [2| play a major role and we do not assume any regularity for the
slits 1, . .., ¥m. This generalizes a result of D. Prokhorov, see [10], who considered
the simply connected case and piecewise analytic slits.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In section [2] we will prove some
continuity properties (see Proposition [7| and Proposition [§) and a monotonicity
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property (see Proposition @ concerning the logarithmic mapping radius. A proof
of Theorem [2] will be given in chapter [3] Chapter [4] consists primarily of the proof
of Theorem [1] and the proof of a powerful proposition (see Proposition , which
is used in a major way in the proof of the theorem which can be interpreted as the
connection between Theorem [I] and Theorem [2, Moreover Proposition [16] is used
in great effect to prove Corollary [6] and has a lot of applications in [3]. Finally, in
chapter [5| we generalize Theorem [2| to arbitrary finitely connected domains where
the curves 71, ..., v, are attached to accessible boundary points.

Remark 1. One of the first persons who extended Loewner’s differential equation
to multiply connected domains was Komatu [7], where he discussed an annulus
as the initial domain minus one slit that grows from the outer boundary into the
interior. Later he derived a result for more general circular slit annuli, see [§]. Re-
cently, Bauer and Friedrich continued Komatu’s ideas and found analogous results
for circular slit disks and parallel slit domains, see [I] and [2]. All these equations
are based on one slit that grows from the outer boundary component into the inte-
rior, where the slit is parametrized in such a way that the normalization g;(0) = e’
is fulfilled. In this work we continue the ideas of Bauer and Friedrich, whereby we
have summarized these in Lemma[I0] The proof of this Lemma follows exactly the
same steps of [I], Theorem 5.1. The essential difficulty in extending the previously
known results to multiple slits is, that in this case the "speed factors” A\i(to) with
respect to the logarithmic capacity enter the picture.

A proof of the chordal single slit Komatu-Loewner equation mostly based on prob-
abilistic arguments is given in [I1]. Furthermore, the authors of [I1] point out a
problem with the proof of the right differentiability of ¢, in [1] and [2]. We con-
sider the left and right differentiability separately. Our argumentation in the right
case is mainly based on the fact, that the image domain of D; under the mapping
w — ®(&, w;t) is the right half plane minus slits parallel to the imaginary axis in
combination with an extended version of kernel convergence due to Caratheodory,
see Lemma [T9

Remark 2. An interesting question concerning Theorem [2] we do not deal with in
this paper is the following. Denote by & : [0,7] — 0D and X : [0,7] — [0, 1]
for all & = 1,...,m continuous functions with > 7", Ay = 1. Moreover let
be an arbitrary n-connected circular slit disk. Consider the implicit initial value
problem:

9(2) = i(2) Y M(t) - (&(1), gu(2)it), go=id: Q= C
k=1

Is there always a (unique) solution to this problem, i.e. a family of normalized
conformal mappings g; : 2y — D, for t € [0, T] whose driving and weight functions



equal the given (; and Ay, respectively? Which regularity conditions on the driving
terms & and weight functions )\, are necessary in order to generate slits?

2 Some basic tools

The first very useful property concerning the functions fy. . is given by the fol-
lowing proposition. In order to do that, we need an extension of the concept of
compact convergence to dynamic domains due to [4], Chapter 15, Definition 4.2.
Denote by (£2,)nen @ sequence of regions with kernel 2. Furthermore, 0 € €, for
all n € N. A sequence f, : Q, — C is said to be locally uniformly convergent on
the sequence (£2,,)nen to a function f : Q2 — C if for all € > 0 and all compact
subsets K of Q exists a ng € N such that |f,(z) — f(z)] < € for all z € K and all
n > ng.

Proposition 7. Let ty, o € [0,T] be fized and denote by (t,),cn and (7,),cy two
sequences (in [0,T]) that converge to ty and 1y, respectively. Then the sequence of
functions (fi, .z, ),en converges locally uniformly to frig .z on (Q(tn, Tn))nen-

Proof. Since there is no risk of confusion, we omit the index k. Note that Q(¢,,, 7,) —
Qt,7) if n — oo, i.e. Qty, 79) is the kernel of the sequence ((t,, T))nen. We
will prove that the sequence h, := f;, - is normal. Let (hnj )jen be a subse-
quence of (h,)nen. We show that we find a subsequence (m;);cy of (n;)jen so
that for every compact set K C Q(to, 79) and for every e there is a jo € N so that
|hm; (2) — ho(2)| < € holds for all z € K and all j > jo.

Denote by (K, )nen a sequence of compact sets with K,, C Q(t,,7,), K, C f(n+1
and |J,,cn Kn = Q(to, 70). By Montel’s theorem we find a subsequence (1) en of
(n5)jen such that hy,, , converges uniformly to an analytic function kg on K. Again
we find by Montel’s theorem a subsequence (m;2),en of (mj1),en that converges
uniformly to hg on K5. This can be done for every compact set K, so hg is an
analytic function on (to,79). Thus we define m; := m;;, so this subsequence
fulfils the condition as stated before.

Next we will show hg = f, ,- By using the extremal property of the functions h,,,
we can see h! (0) > 1 for all n € N. More details concerning the extremal property
of the functions h,, can be found in the proof of Proposition[d} Thus the function kg
is nonconstant and injective by Hurwitz’s theorem. By using an extended version
of Caratheodory’s kernel theorem, we get D(t,,;, ;) — D, where the limit is in
the sense of kernel convergence. Further details can be found in [4], Chapter 15.4.
Since D is n-connected and represents the kernel of the sequence (D(tmj, ij)jeN,

which includes zero, D is necessarily a circularly slit disk. See [], Chapter 15,
Lemma 7.6. Summarizing, hg is a function from (¢, 79) onto a circularly slit disk



with ho(0) = 0 and hy(0) > 0. By using the uniqueness of the extended Riemann
mapping theorem we get ho = fy, 7 -

As all subsequences (hmj)jeN converge to the same function hy also the whole
sequence (hy,)nen converges locally uniformly to hg on (2(t,, 7)) nen- O

For later use we define & (¢,7) = fuur((t)) € OD and & (t) == & (¢, t) as the
image of the tip of 74([0,¢]) under fy.;,, where 7,¢ € [0,7]. Furthermore, we
introduce the abbreviations:

Sieir = Srar (W(67])) CDULGE T siir 1= fiar (W ((67])) € D,

where 0 <t < ¢ < T and 7,79 € [0,7]. We note that all the images are with
respect to prime ends. An important fact is given by the following proposition,
which describes the movement of the functions & (t,7) for fixed &k = 1,...,m.
Moreover we will state an arc convergence of s ; . and a slit convergence of Sy, 7 ,
in this proposition.

Proposition 8. Let k € {1,...,m} be fized. With the notations from above, the
function (t,7) > & (t,7) is continuous in [0,T] x [0, T]. Moreover

Skair = &k(t,70) as (t,7) — (£, 70) (wheret /t)
Spiir — et 10) as (6, 7) = (¢, 70) (where t \( 1).

Proof. Since there is no risk of confusion, we omit the index k. We will only show
Siir — &(t,70) as (t,7) — (£, 70) (where t t). The other case 5,7, — £(t,79) as
(t,7) = (t,70) (where £\, t) can be proven in the same way. Since £(¢,7) € Sz,
and {(t,7) € 5,3, the continuity of £ follows immediately. )




As described before, we will show that for every ¢ > 0 there is a § > 0 with
Siir C Be(&(t, 1)) forall t € [t —6,t] and 7 € [19 — 6, 70 + 0]

Since the function Jir, does not depend on ¢ we can can find for every € > 0
a 01 > 0 with s;5, C Bc(£(t, 7)) for all t € [t — 6;,%]. Moreover, the function
fir o f{% converges by Proposition (7| locally uniformly to the identity if (¢, 7)
tends to (¢,79). By using the Schwarz reflection principle, we can see that these
functions can be extended analytically to B(£(%,70))\ S;7.r,, if € and |[f—t| are small

enough. Considering the uniform convergence on 0B,, we can find a § € (0, ;)
with S, 7, C B(§(t, 1)) for all 7 € [rg — §, 79+ 6] and all t € [t — 0, 1]. O

Another useful property concerning the logarithmic mapping radius of the mapping
fr:t,- 1s given by the following proposition.

Proposition 9. The function (t,7) — f;., (0) is strictly increasing in each vari-
able for fixed k =1,...,m.

Proof. Since there is no risk of confusion, we omit the index k. First of all we
will discuss a very important extremal property concerning the function f; .. We
denote

F(t,7):={f:Q(,7) — D|f univalent, f(0) =0, f(0) > 0}.
Then f, . fulfills the extremal property as follows:

fi+(0) = max f(0).

feFr

Further details can be found in [9], Chapter VII, Section 2.

Let 0 <t <t <Tand 1 € [0,7]. Denote the outer boundary component of the
domain f; ,(2(¢,7)) by A. As int(A) & D, there is a unique conformal mapping
h:int(A) — D with 2(0) = 0 and //(0) > 0. Since h~! fulfills the condition of the
Schwarz Lemma, we necessarily get A'(0) > 1. Thus we have ho f;, € F(t,7).
This implies

W(0) - f17,(0) = (ho fir)'(0) < £7,(0),

by using the extremal property. Finally, we have f; - (0) < fi_(0).
The monotonicity in the second variable 7 can be proven in the same way. O]

As an immediate consequence (by setting 7 = t) we get the strict monotonicity of
the function ¢ — ¢;(0).



3 Proof of Theorem 2

By adapting the methods in [I] to multiple slits, we get easily

Lemma 10. Denote by g; the mapping function as mentioned before. Furthermore,
let 0 <t<t<T and Gt = gzoggl. Thus we have

log 24 Z/ (@) 2(¢ Dl

where z — ®((, z;t) denotes the unique conformal mapping that maps D(t) onto
the right half plane minus n — 1 slits parallel to the imaginary axis with the nor-
malization 0 — 1 and ( — oo. The set Bi(t,t) stands for image of the prime ends
of v ([t, t]) under the mapping g.

Proof. This proof is analogous to the one of Bauer and Friedrich (see [I], Theorem
5.1), so most of the details can be found there. First of all we consider the function

z
z +— log 92,;( )
z

which is analytic in D(f). We denote the boundary components of D(t) by
Ci(t),...,Cn(t), where C,(t) = OD.

Consequently In |g;,(2)/2| is harmonic in D(t) and by Poisson’s formula we get

1 t(O' 8G(C < t)

= —— In
21 Jape)

9?;(2)
z

In

> d
e
where G(, z;t) denotes the Green function of D(t) with pole at z. The left hand
side of the previous formula will be denoted as u(z). Since w is harmonic in
D(t) and the real part of an analytic function, the periods with respect to C;(?)
(j=1,...,n—1) are zero. Thus we get forall j=1,...,n—1

- o = u Ow;(¢, 1)
0= [ aond= [ wacngiond= [ a5,

J
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where w;(¢,?) denotes the harmonic measure with w;((,t) = 0, for ¢ € Ci(t).
Note that the last equation is an application of Green’s theorem. By combining
these two equations we find

(2 1 oG .t _ 0d(¢,t
ln gt,t( ) _ __/ U(C) ( (Cazv ) +£I}’<Z,t)TP:1 w(Ca )) |dC|a
z 27 oD(T) 8”4 t 8n<
where & = (wy,... ,wn_1)T denotes the harmonic measure vector. The matrix

P; contains the periods of the harmonic measures w; with respect to Cy(¢). This
matrix is symmetric and positive definite, so the inverse matrix exists, see [9], page
39. Furthermore, the function

L 0G(GEh 9. 7)

@(z,0) P

8n4 8n<

has a single valued harmonic conjugate. We denote the corresponding analytic
function by ®((, z;t), where ®((, z; ) is determined up to an arbitrary imaginary
constant. Furthermore, z — ®((,z;%) is an univalent conformal mapping that
maps D(¢) onto the right half plane minus n — 1 slits parallel to the imaginary
axis with ¢ +— oo. Details can be found in [5], page 257, or [I], equation (8).
Consequently we get

9?;(2) 1
log( . )_%/aptln C

where ¢ € R. Since In|g;,(¢)/¢| is constant on each C;(t) (j = 1,...,n — 1),
Ci(t) = 0D and ¢ — G(¢, 2 1) + &(z, 1) Py 'w(¢, ) has vanishing periods we get

9.4(2) 1 & ~ .
10g< E ) - gk;/ﬁk(m I [g2,(O)] (¢, 2 HAC] + e,

where Sy (¢, t) denotes the image of the prime ends of y4([¢, #]) under the mapping
g;. Finally, we will show ¢ = 0. For, we have
z:O)

by normalization of the Riemann mapping function. Furthermore, we can choose
®((, 2;t) in a way that ®((,0;¢) = 1 holds. If we put both arguments together,
we get ¢ = 0. [

\®«¢@mq+m

%;(Z)

0> In(g{(0)) ~ In(gf(0)) = log

Proof for t \, tg. By using Lemma [10] we get

m

Gr10(2 1
log 910(2) _ —Z/ I |gs (O)] - B(C, 25 £)]dC].
k=1 * Br(t:to)

z 2T
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Since the functions ¢ — In|g:+,(¢)| and ¢ — ®((, 2z;t) are continuous by Lemma
in Bi(t,tp) and In |g; 4, (¢)] < 0, we deduce

log Gt to (Z ) o

=
1 S k,1 . k2
il 1 N 2 | .
o kz <§R(®(Ct,tou zit)) 1S (D¢, Z,t))> /b’k(t,to) n |ge.4, ()] dC],

1

by using the mean value theorem with ij;f{) € Br(t,to) for 7 = 1,2. Denote the
remaining integral by cx(t,to) for every k = 1,..., m. Thus we get by substitution

eultsto) = / In [geeo (O] 1dC]
B (t,to)
— [ Wl s (O] Iy (O]
B (t,to)

[ gl W (O] 1L
ﬁk(tvto)

Wlth gk;t,to = gto o f];tl’tm hk;t,to =gt © f];tl’to and Bk(t>t0) = hl;%,to (5k<t7t0)) We
note that hy,,, is analytic in B;(¢,%y) by the Schwarz reflection principle, so the
substitution holds.

Gt.to
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Since the image of the function gy, is a subset of I we have In |g 1, (¢)| < 0 for
every ¢ € Bi(t,to). Furthermore, the functions ¢ + hy ,, (¢) and ¢ = In |gx.t.¢,(C)]

are continuous in Bk(t, to), SO we get

c(tyto) = ey Coro)l [ I [ghinse ()] |AC]
Bk(t>t0)

as an application of the mean-value theorem with ft,to € Bk(t, tp). Furthermore we
have limy 4, h;c;t,to(é:t,to) = 1. For by proposition ﬁ the functions h,;;to tend to the
identity locally uniformly on D; for ¢ \, t; and this compact convergence can be
extended to a disk B.(&(tp)) for some € > 0 with

It — to| < 0 = B.(&(to)) NID; C D

(cf. [], Lemma 7.6) for a sufficiently small § > 0 by the Schwarz reflection
principle. By use of Cauchy’s theorem and the normalization of g, we see for

the real value
d Gk A (Z)
lmr(gk;t,t0> = log <& kst to (Z) 2=0) = log <%

_ i log <gk;t,to(<)> d¢ — i/ log <—gk;t’t°(o) darg ¢
27 Dy (t,to) C C 2m 0Dy (t,to) C

1 .
_ M‘ darg .
2m 0Dy (t,to0) C

The boundary 0Dy(t,ty) consists of D and concentric slits. We note, that the

function In }g’“%o(o‘ is constant on these concentric slits, so we obtain

1
Imr (g, o) = %/g( )111
k(t,t0

as we integrate on both sides of each concentric slit and fj(t,t,) C dD. Since
Gk:toto = 1d we have

2=0

In

gk;tﬂfo(C) o 1
2l ag)= - [ a1 (0

Ck (ta to) = QWImr(gk;tytO) : |h;€;t,to (5t,t0)|
=27 (lmr(gk;t,to) - lmr(gk;to,to)) |h;€;t,t0 (Ct,to) |

Now we will use two useful properties concerning the logarithmic mapping radius.
These are

Imr(f o g) = Imr(f) +lmr(g) and Imr(f™') = —lmr(f),
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with (in z = 0) analytic and locally injective functions g and f. Thus we get
1mr(gk;t7to> = lmr(fk_;tl,to) + lmr(gto) = _lmr(fk;t,to) + lmr<9t0>
Since lmr(gy,) does not depend on ¢ it follows

lim Ck(t7t0) — 97 lim lmr(fk;tto) — lmr(fk;t(),to) _
tNto  — to t™\ito t— t(]

—27T)\k (to),

as |, (Gieo)| tends to 1 for ¢\, to. Summarizing we get

log gto( )

i 2 = hmZ[ (s 9e(w); 1)) +i%(<1>(<t’f;§,gt(w);t))}Ck(t’to).

tNto t— to 27T t\(to t— t(]

By using Lemma [19] we can see that the functions w — @(Cﬁ;{), g¢(w), t) converge
locally uniformly to ®(&(to), g1, (W), to) if t \ to. Thus we get

. log gi(w) —log gy, (w
}{‘r% ro— Z/\k: to) @ (& (o), giy (W), to).

Finally, by using the same calculation as in @ we see

. 1 « tt 1
ZAk(to) =5 lim cx(t, o) = — lim tmr(ge.e, ) =1,
2m L= i\to t — to SNto t — tg

where the last equation follows from the condition ¢;(0) = €' in some neighbour-
hood of ¢y as assumed in the theorem. O

Before we can prove the other case we need a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 11. Let log (7) be analytic on a compact set A(rg,01,05) = {z = re? €
Clr € [ro,1], 0 € [01,62]}, where 0 < 19 < 1 and |0y — 61| < 2w. Furthermore,
|f(2)| =1 for all z € OD N A(ro, b1,02) and for some § > 0 the inequality

fou(12)

holds for all z € A(ro,01,02). Then the inequality

<0

1+9 1-9
|27 < |f(2)] < 2]

is true for all z € A(rg, 01, 6s).
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Proof. Let y5(r) :=r - € with r € [ro, 1] and 6 € [0, 6,]. Denote by

Yo(r) r)

Consequently the function hy is in C*((rg, 1), R). Thus we get

RE
— |y (% log <f22)) 2=5(r) | 610)

< % log (@) < 6.

Furthermore, we have hg(1) = 0, £61n(1) = 0 and 62 > § (for all € [ro, 1]), so
we get

z=0(r)

In(r’) = 6In(r) < he(r) < =81n(r) = In(r=°),

for all r € [rg,1] and 6 € [0y, 605]. Since to every z € A(rg,0:,602) corresponds a
r € [ro, 1] and a 0 € [0y, 05] with v5(r) = z, we get for given z € A(rg, 0y, 602)

/()

In(]z]°) < In —‘ <In(|z] ™).
2

Finally, we get the asserted equation by applying the exponential function. O

According to this lemma we define A.(¢) := A(1 —¢€,0 — me, § + me), where ¢ = e
and 0 <e < 1.

Lemma 12. Let be (7,)nen @ sequence (in [0,T]) converging to 19 and (t,,)nen and
(tn)nen converging to to, where 0 <t, <t, <T holds for alln € N. Then we can
find for every e >0 a ng € N such that

St (%([Emfn])) C Ac(&(to, 10))
holds for all n > ny.

Proof. This lemma follows immediately from Proposition [8], as the diameter of the
set frit (%([Emfn])) tends to zero and & (t,, 7,,) tends to & (tg, 79) if n — oo and
gk(tnv’rn) S fk:;tn;rn (’Ykz([tmgn])) for all n e N. [l
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Proof of Theorem [J in the case t / ty. Analog to the other case we start with

to,t(z 1 < 3
logu = %; ( ( (Cto t % tO)) + 1‘5( (Ctot’z;to))> / g1 (O] ldC]

z Bk (tO 7t)

where Ct € Br(to,t) with j = 1,2. We denote the integral by ¢, so we get

altor) = [ lgu@1dc = [ bl (g€ 14l
B (to,t) B (to,t)

with the abbreviations gr.,+ := frit4 © gt_o1 and hyo ¢ := fritto © gt

gt(),t

gt gtg
PR 77N
T~—F
Vi (1 3 (to, t)

>hk:to t fk Lo

I
0.

Ae £k 7LO

Gksto,t

We will now discuss the map h,;%ojt. First of all, we notice that (by Lemma
for each € > 0 there is a p;(€) > 0 such that the images of the set v([t, %)) under
the functions fy.; 4, lie in A, (ék(to)) for all ¢t € [ty — p1,to]. If € > 0 is chosen small
enough, the functions h/;%o,t are analytic in A (&(to)) by reflection.

Consequently, the functions log (hkt (2)/ z) are analytic in A, (§k(t0)) Further-
more, this sequence of functions tends (by Proposition ' 7) locally uniformly on
Dy (t, to) for t 7 to to the function identically zero as t tends to ¢y, so the first
derivative tends (uniformly on compact sets) to zero too. Thus we find for every

0>0ap>0with
io hk%ot()
dz & z

15
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for all z € A, (fk(to)) and t € [to — p, to], where p < p;. Hence we can use Lemma

[I1] to get

2" < iy ()] < [

for all z € A (&(to)) and ¢ € [tg — p,to]. By using this estimate we get

(1+ 8) / In [ ghpo4 ()] €]
B (to,t)
<[ ko £ =000 [ nlgelQ)ldc]
B (to,t) B (to,t)

where d;, ; is chosen in such a way, that the previous estimation holds and d;,; — 0
as t ' ty. Furthermore, we find

/ 10 g o (O1dC] = 27 (I (g — I (gioe))
B (to,t)

in the same way as in equation (ED Thus we get

i Chltort) _ 97 lim Imr( fise,o) — Ir(fritoto)

=21\, (to).
t o t—to t o t—to m k( 0)

by using Imr( fx.¢+,) = Imr(gg.t.s, ) +1mr(g:,) combined with the previous inequality.
Summarizing we find

1 m ) . . t7t
= ol [ROVGE g (w)it) + I (B(G g w)it)] - i S

so the differential equation is proved. O

4 Proof of Theorem (1

First of all we will introduce the abbreviations

-1 1
Ttz = St © Jigprr Wkitir = Jistr © fk;i—r'

forall 0 <7 <7< Tand 0 <t <T. Before we can prove Theorem [l| we need
some lemmas.

16



Lemma 13. For each € > 0 there exists a & > 0 so that for all 0 < t,t,7,7 < T
with 0 <t —t,7—1 <0 and all z € $;,47, holds
75

kit,z,7

(2) — 1] <e

Proof. Since there is no risk of confusion, we omit the index k. We assume the
opposite: Assume there exists an € > 0 so that for all § > 0 exists 0 < ¢, ¢,7,7 < T
with 0 <t —1,7—17 < ¢ and z € 5,7, so that

T/ (2) —1] > €

t,T,T
holds. Let (d,), oy be a sequence that converges to zero, and denote by (%,)nen,
(tn)nens (Tp)nens (Tn)nen and 2, € s, 3 . sequences that fulfil the condition
described before. Without restricting generality we can assume (by boundedness)

that all these sequences are convergent, i.e.
by = to 4 tn, Tp = T04 Tn, 20— 20 = E{(to, M),

where the last equation follows from Proposition [8] Thus we find for every p > 0
ang € N with 2, € B,(z) for all n > ng. If p is small enough we find a n§ > ng
so that the functions Ty . - are analytic in B,(zy) by reflection. Consequently
by using Proposition m the sequence of functions 77 , = converges uniformly on
B,(%) to the identity mapping. Thus TZ’n _ . converges uniformly on B,(z) to

TIpsTn

1. This is a contradiction, so the proof is complete. O

Lemma 14. For all ¢ > 0 exists a § > 0 so that for all 0 < t,t,7,7 < T with
0 <t—t,7T—1 <0 existsap >0 with Sy7- C Ay(&(¢,T)) so that for all

z € A, (&(t, 7)) holds
d (Tk;tlﬂ','r(z) )
dz z

17
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If we combine this lemma with Lemma [l 1}we can easily derive the following lemma.

Lemma 15. For all ¢ > 0 exists a § > 0 so that for all 0 < t,t,7,7 < T with
0<t—t,7—7<0 and z € Sy, 7> holds

1 — 1-
|27 < T ()] < 12l

Proof of Lemma([1j Since there is no risk of confusion, we omit the index k. We
assume the opposite: Assume there exists an € > 0 so that for all § > 0 exists 0 <
t,t,7,7 < T with 0 <t —1¢,7—1 < ¢ so that for all p > 0 with S,;- C A,(&(t, 7))
exists a z € A,(£(¢,7)) so that

dz z

holds. Let (d,),c be a sequence that converges to zero, and denote by (t,)nen,
(tn)nen, (T,)nen and (T )nen sequences as described before. Without restricting

~n

generality we can assume that all these sequences are convergent, i.e.

> €

t, —>to<tn, T, —>To% Tn.

As n tends to infinity, {(¢,,,7») tends to £(to, 70) and the diameter of the set S, 7 =
tends to zero. Thus we can find a sequence (p,)nen that fulfils the condition
Sy Fnn C Ap,(€(t,,Tn)) and tends to zero. Consequently we find for every given
¥ > 0ang € Nwith A, (£(,,7n)) C Ay(E(to, 7)) for every n > ng. If ¢ is
small enough, we find a nj > ny so that the functions Tt_}T ~, are analytic in
Ay(&(to, 7)) by reflection for all n > nj. Consequently the Séauence of functions

t - =, converges uniformly on Ay({(to, 7)) to the identity mapping. Thus the

sequence of functions
d ((T[}T JTL(Z))
dz z

converges there uniformly to zero. This is a contradiction, so the proof is complete.
O

Proposition 16. For all € > 0 ewists a § > 0 so that for all0 < t,t, 7,7 < T with
O0<t—t<dand0<7—1 <6 holds

[ tr) — 1 g
mr(frit.r) mr(sz,t,f) “14e

tmr(frez) = tmr(friz)

18



Proof. Since there is no risk of confusion, we omit the index k. As0 < ¢,t,7,7<T
with 0 < t—¢ and 0 < 7 — 1 we get by using Cauchy’s formula and the mean value
theorem of integration

lmr(fy,,) —Imr(f;,) o (u;,(0)) [uss
nr(fi7) —Imr(fez) I (uy; (0)) [, Infug-(2)]]dz]
S 0T (i (T (D) 1de] f, Ty (g (Ti ()] 2
| I [uy7 (T pr(2)) ] - 177, (2)] 2]

Consequently we find by Lemma [I5] for any given ¢ > 0 a 6 > 0 with

e _lm(fg)—lelf,) 14
() " me(fyr) — e(fyr) 1T, L()]

forall 0 <t,t,7,7<T with0<t—t<dand 0 <7— 17 <4. Finally, we find by
Lemmaa 6" <o with 1 —e < [T} __(2)] <1+ e thus we have

1—e Imr(fy;) —lmr(f;,) 14e
l+e < Imr(fy7) — Imr(f; ) ST

forall 0 < t,t,7,7<T with 0 <t—t <6 and 0 <7 — 7 < ¢*, so the proof is
complete. O]

Proof of Theorem [1] 1) Since there is no risk of confusion, we omit the index
k. First of all we consider the term

s—1

S lml" ftl+1 t lmr(fthtl)] )
=0

where Z = {to,t1,...,ts} with tg = ¢ and ¢, = t denotes a partition of the interval
[t,t] with 0 <t <t <T. We denote by |Z| the norm of the partition Z, i.e.

|Z| = Jmax lt; —ti_1]-

-----

Furthermore we set S(f,t,Z) := S(f,[0,t], Z).

2) We will show now, that S(f,t,7) converges to a value ¢(t) > 0 if |Z| — 0.
Therefore, we consider two partitions Z; = {t;, ..., t; } and Z, of the interval [0, ]
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with |Z1],|Z2] < § where 6 > 0. Denote by Z = {t,...,ts} the union of Z; and
Zy. By adding zeros we achieve

|S(f,t,Z)—S(f,t,Zl)| <

s—1

|[1mr(ftz+1,tz) - 1mr(ftz7tz)] - [lmr(ftz+17¢(tl)) - lmr(ftla¢(tl)>]|7

1=0
where ¢(t;) = t} if t; € [tj,t;,,) with [ = 0,...s =1 and j = 0,...,5 — 1.
Consequently |¢p(t;) — ¢;| < d. Thus we get
|S<f,t,Z)—S(f,t,Zl)| S

s—1

Imr(fy,,,, — Imr(fy,
Z |1mr(ftl+17tl) - lmr(ftz,tlﬂ 1= ( e ¢(tl)) ( b ¢(tl))
=0

lmr(ftz+1,tz) - lmr(ftz,tz)

For any given € > 0 we can choose ¢ > 0 (by using Proposition in such a way
that
hnr(fn@(h)) - lmr(ftl+17¢(tl))

lmr(ftz,tz> - lmr(ftl+1utl>
holds for all [ = 0,...,s. Thus, by using Proposition [9, we get

1—e< <l+e

s—1

|S(f7 tv Z) - S(f7 t, Zl)l S € Z (lmr(ftz+1 tl) - lmr(ftz tl))
s—1 =0 s—1
<€ Z (lmr<ftz+1,tz+1> lmr ftz+1 17 _'_ € Z lmr ftl+1 17 lmr(ftl,tz))
=0 =0

=€ (lmr(ftsﬂts) - lmr(ftoﬂfo)) =€ (lmr<gt) - lmr(f}o))

By replacing Z; with Zy we get |S(f,t,Z) — S(f,t, Z»)| < e(lmr(g;) — lmr(go)).
Consequently we have |S(f,t, Z1)—S(f,t, Z)| < e(Imr(g;) —Imr(go)), so S(f,t, Z)
converges to a value ¢(t) € [0, 00) if |Z| — 0.

3) Next we will show that the function ¢ — ¢(¢) is increasing. Let 0 < t; <
ty < T, Zy(n) = {0, 25, ...}, Zo(n) o= {ty, t + 550 4 + 2550t} and

'm0

Z(n) := Z1(n) U Zy(n). Thus we have

c(tz) = c(tr) = lim S(f,t1, Z(n)) = S(f, 2, Z1(n))
= lim S(f, [t1,ta], Za(n)) > 0.

()

Consequently, ¢ — ¢(¢) is an increasing real-valued function. Thus this function
is differentiable on [0,7] \ Ni, where N; denotes a zero set with respect to the
Lebesgue measure.
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4) Now we will show that A(¢) exists almost everywhere. First we consider
the function ¢ — lmr(f;;) = lmr(g;) which is strictly increasing. Thus we find
a zero set Ny such that ¢t — lmr(f;;) = lmr(g,) is differentiable on [0,77] \ N>.
Let to € [0,T] \ NV, where N := N; UN; and denote by (t,),.y @ sequence that
converges to to with ¢, > t5. Let ¢ > 0 and ng € N be chosen in a way that
|t — to| < & holds for all n > ng, where § is chosen according to Proposition
with respect to €. For now we fix n > ng. Let Z = {ty,...,ts} be an arbitrary
partition of the interval [ty,t,]. Thus we get

s—1
Z[lmr<ftz+1,tz) - lmr(fthtl)] - [lmr(ftn,to> - lmr(ftoﬂfo)]
1=0
s—1
= Z ([lmr(ftz+1,tz) —Imr(f )] = [Imr(fe,0) — lmr(ftz,to)]) =X
1=0

where the first equality follows by adding zeros. By using Proposition and
Proposition [J] in combination with a telescoping sum as before, we see

lmr(fy ) — W0r(fo)
hnr(fturhtl) - hnr(ftl ,tl)

* < Z “mr(ftl+1,tz) - lmr(ftz,tz)l |11
=0

< Z (Imr(fy,,0) —Imr(fy,0)) - € < - (Imr(ge,) — Imr(g,,)).
1=0

Thus we get

|etn) = c(to) = Imr(fi, 10) = To0x(fig 1)1 < €[lmr(gy, ) — Imr(gy,)],

as |Z| tends to zero. By dividing with ¢,, — t, we obtain

ctn) = c(to)  Imr(ft, ) — Imr(feyz)
tn - tO tn - tO

¢ Imr(gy,) — lmr(gto)
tn - tO .

Since t +— ¢(t) and t — lmr(g;) are differentiable at ¢, we get finally the existence
of A(to). Furthermore, we conclude A(tg) = ¢(tg). The other case t,, 7ty follows
in the same way.

U

However, this proof shows further interesting details, which we put together in the
following proposition.

Proposition 17. Denote by g, and fi., the corresponding mapping functions as
mentioned before. Then the limits

cp(t) == lim S(fg,t,2)

|Z|—0

21



exists and form increasing functions ¢ : [0,T] — [0,00) with ¢(0) = 0 for all
k=1,....m. Ift — c(t) and t — Imr(g) are differentiable at ty then the
relation M\(to) = cx(to) holds, i.e. Ny exists in to. Furthermore, if g,(0) = €', i.e.
Imr(gs) =t for all t € [0,T] the functions t — cx(t) are Lipschitz continuous in
[0,T] for all k = 1,...,m and fulfil the condition > ;" , cx(t) =t for all t € [0,T].

Proof. First of all we will prove the Lipschitz continuity of ¢ (¢) if g; = €' holds for
allt € [0,T] and k = 1,...,m. Therefore, let k € {1,...,m}and 0 <t; <ty <T
be fix. By using the same notation as in equation @ we get

cx(ts) — cx(tr) = Jim |S(fk, [t1,ta], Za(n))]

< lim lmr(gs,) — lmr(gy, ) = to — 4,
n—oo

so ¢ is Lipschitz continuous, since all values are nonnegative. Consequently the
function ¢(t) := >_,_, cx(t) is Lipschitz continuous too and we get by Theorem
¢(t) =7, A(t) = 1 almost everywhere in [0, 7). Thus ¢(t) =t as ¢(0) =0. O

Proof of Corollary|[6 Let ty € [0,T] and k € {1,...,m} be fixed.

1) First of all we will prove that the value A\i(to) exists. Since k and t, are
arbitrary chosen, the differential equation immediately follows by Corollary [4]

Therefore let be 1, ..., vm € C*([0,T]), k € {1,...,m} and ¢y € [0,T]. We denote
H := fr04- Consequently § := Ho~;, € C*([0,T]). Next we define G, := D\ [0, ¢]
and denote by h; the unique conformal mapping that maps G; onto D with the
normalization h(0) = 0 and h’'(0) > 0. Observe that H and h; depend on t.

Consequently, by applying Theorem 2 of [6], we find that the function t
Imr (k) = InR}(0) is in C*[0,T7], so that we have due to fy.is, = hs o H:

—Imr(hy) = lim loor (o) — I (froro.to )

= Me(to).
dt t=ty  t—to t—to k(to)
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2) Next we prove the continuity of A\,. Therefore, let € > 0 and denote I(t) :=
Llmr(h). By Proposition [16{ we find a § > 0 according to €. Since {(t) is continu-
ous, we find a 0 < p < ¢ so that

|[(to) —1(1)] <€

holds for all t € (tg — p,to + p).
Moreover let M := maxyco 11 (t) and t; € (to — p,to + p) be fixed.
Let p > 0 be chosen so small that

‘ mr(fk,tg+h7t0)h mr(fist; t0) _ I(ty)| <e,
| B N1 -
‘ mr(fk,tg+h7tg >h mr(fk’t”t]) —Aty)| <e

holds for j = 0,1 and |h| < p. It follows

Imr(fie+nte) = IMr(fiserto) IS ne) — Imr(fuge o)
h h
_ [ (frts +hito) = 1007 (frotr )| 1— e (festy 4a,t) — M0 (i, 1)
h 1mr(fk;t1+h,to) - lmr(fk;tl,to)
< (Ut) + e < (M + o).

Summarizing we have for all t; € (to — p, to + p)

[Ak(to) = Ak(ta)] = [1(to) — Ak(ta)]

< ‘l(to) _ lmr(fk;t1+h,t1)h— lmr<fk;t1,t1)
T (fy — lmr( fy,
< ‘l(to) B mr(fk,t1+h,to)h mr( frit, 1) e (Mt o

< |l(to) = U(t1)| + 2€ + (M + €)e < 3e + (M + €)e,

+ €

so the proof is complete.

5 Generalization to arbitrary domains

Theorem [2] can also be extended to arbitrary domains. Let ©* be an arbitrary n
connected domain and ~; : [0,7] — Q*\ {20} with 7;((0,7]) € Q*\ {2} and
accessible boundary points 7;(0) € 9Q* for all k = 1,...,m. Denote by

g () = Q7 (U %’5((071?])) — D*(t)
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a conformal mapping with g;(zp) = 0 and g;'(29) > 0, where D*(¢) stands for a
circularly slit domain. As mentioned before, this function is unique. The function
fi1- is defined analogous as before. By ;(t) we mean the image of v;(t) under
the function g¢; for all £ = 1,...,m. Similar to Theorem [2| we get the following
theorem.

Theorem 18. Denote by g; the corresponding mapping function as mentioned
before. Assume the values Xi(to) (k = 1,...,m) exist for ty € [0,T], then the
function g; (z) is differentiable (w.r.t. t) at ty for every z € Q*(ty) and it holds

G (2) = 95, (2) D Nilto) - @ (& (to), 97, (2): o).

k=1

Furthermore, the functions X;(to) fulfill the condition > ;" | A\i(to) = 1, if the con-
dition g;'(0) = ce' holds in some neighborhood of ty with some ¢ > 0.

Proof. Since there is a conformal mapping h that maps Q* onto a circularly slit
disk Q with h(zp) = 0 and h'(z) > 0 we can transform the domain Q*(¢) to Q(t)
by using the mapping h. Thus we get

lmr(f]:;;t,to) - lmr(f/:;t,to) lmr(fk;t,to o h) - lmr(fk;t,to o h)

Ak(to) = Jim t—tg = fim t—tg
| . —1 .
— lim mr(fk,t,tg) mr(f/at,to) — )\k (750)
t—to t—1to

where f corresponds to €(t) as before. We can easily derive this result now from
Theorem 2 O

Appendix

Lemma 19. Let (&,)neny C 0D and (tn)nen C [0,T] be sequences that converge
to & € ID and ty € [0,T) respectively. Then the sequence (@(gn,gtn(w),tn))neN
converges locally uniformly to ®(&o, g1, (W), to) on (Qy, Jnen-

Proof. Since t,, — ty we have , — (2, in the sense of kernel convergence due to
Caratheodory.

We will prove that the sequence h,(z) := ®(&n, g1, (2), tn) is normal. Let (hy;)jen
be a subsequence of (hy,)nen. We show that there is a subsequence (m;);eny of
(nj);en so that for all compact sets K C Q;, and all € > 0 exists a jo € N, so that
|hm; (2) — ho(2)| < € holds for all z € K and all j > jj.

Therefore let (K,,)nen be a sequence of compact sets, so that K,, C Q,, K,, C Io(nH
and (J, oy Kn = . By Montel’s theorem we find a subsequence (m;);en of
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(n;)jen, o that h,,, = converges uniformly on K. Inductively we find for all n € N

a subsequence (my,41;)jen of (My, ;) en so that h

mngr,; converges uniformly on K.

Consequently we set m; := my;, 80 h,,; converges locally uniformly on (thj )jen
to the analytic function hy.

Next, we are going to show hg = ®(&o, g4y, to). Since hg is not constant, hg is a
conformal mapping of 2, onto the n-connected domain R. Hereby R is neces-
sarily the right halfplane minus slits parallel to the imaginary axis. By using the
uniqueness of the function ® we find hy = P (&, g4,, to)-

As all subsequences (hm].)jeN converge to the same function hg, also the whole

sequence (hy,)nen converges locally uniformly to hg on (24, )nen- O
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