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OBLIQUE DERIVATIVE BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEMS ON FAMILIES OF

PLANAR DOMAINS

ZIMING SHI

Abstract. We consider second-order elliptic equations with oblique derivative boundary condi-
tions, defined on a family of bounded domains in C that depend smoothly on a real parameter
λ ∈ [0, 1]. We derive sharp regularity properties of the solutions in all variables, including the
parameter λ. More specifically we show that the solution and its derivatives are continuous in all
variables, and the Hölder norms of the space variables are bounded uniformly in λ.
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1. Introduction

In this paper we study the domain dependence of solutions to the oblique boundary value problem
on the plane. We consider the following problem on a family of “smoothly varying” bounded
domains Ωλ in C that depend on some parameter λ ∈ [0, 1]:

(1.1) Lλuλ = fλ in Ωλ ,
duλ

dΥλ
= γλ on bΩλ.

Here Lλ is a second-order elliptic operator defined by

(1.2) Lλuλ = aλ(x, y)uλxx + 2bλ(x, y)uλxy + cλ(x, y)uλyy + dλ(x, y)uλx + eλ(x, y)uλy ,
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and Υλ is an arbitrary non-vanishing directional vector field along bΩλ. We assume aλ > 0 and the
uniform ellipticity condition:

(1.3) aλcλ − (bλ)2 ≥ δ0 > 0, ∀ λ ∈ [0, 1].

We show that if all the coefficient functions aλ, bλ, cλ, dλ, eλ, F λ, γλ depend on the parameter λ
“smoothly”. Then with certain suitable conditions to guarantee the existence and uniqueness of
the problem (1.1), the family of solutions uλ will also depend on the parameter “smoothly”.

We now make the concept of domain dependence precise. Let N be the set of non-negative
integers. Let Ω be a bounded domain in C, and let k, j ∈ N satisfy k ≥ j. Given a family of
functions uλ defined on Ω, we say that uλ is in the space Ck+µ,j(Ω) if for every integer i with
0 ≤ i ≤ j, [λ 7→ ∂iλu

λ] is a continuous map from [0, 1] to Ck−i(Ω) and a bounded map from [0, 1]

to Ck−i+µ(Ω). Our main result is

Theorem 1.1. Let k, j be in N∪{∞} with k ≥ j, and let 0 < µ < 1. Let Ω be a bounded domain in
C with Ck+2+µ boundary. Let Γλ be a family of maps that embed Ω onto Ωλ, with Γλ ∈ Ck+2+µ,j(Ω)
and Γ0 being the identity map. Suppose that aλ, bλ, cλ, dλ, eλ, fλ are functions in Ωλ, such that
aλ ◦Γλ, bλ ◦Γλ, cλ ◦Γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ω), dλ ◦Γλ, eλ ◦Γλ, fλ ◦Γλ ∈ Ck+µ,j(Ω), and suppose that Υλ, γλ

are functions on bΩλ such that Υλ ◦ Γλ, γλ ◦ Γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(bΩ). Suppose certain well-posedness
conditions (see Proposition 3.8) are given so that (1.1) with (1.3) has a unique solution for each
λ. Then uλ ◦ Γλ ∈ Ck+2+µ,j(Ω).

The existence and uniqueness theory for fixed λ are classical results and we shall review them in
Section 3.

In Bertrand-Gong [1] the analogous results were proved for the Dirichlet and Neumann problems
for the Laplacian equation. As a corollary, they proved a parameter version of the Riemann
mapping theorem, namely, for any family of simply connected domains Ωλ given by the embeddings

Γλ : Ω → Ωλ with Γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ω), there exists a family of Riemann mappings Rλ : Ωλ → D

such that Rλ ◦ Γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ω), where D is the unit disk. We shall use this result in our proof of
Theorem 1.1 when the domains are simply-connected.

For fixed λ, we apply the classical theory of Vekua to solve equation (1.1). The idea is to first
find an isothermal coordinates in which the problem takes the form

(1.4) ∆U + a(x, y)Ux + b(x, y)Uy = f(x, y), αUx − βUy = γ.

By setting w = u+ iv for u = Ux and v = −Uy, (1.4) takes the form

∂zw +Aw +Bw = F, in Ω,(1.5)

Re[lw] = γ, on bΩ,(1.6)

where we assume l = α + iβ is nowhere vanishing on bΩ. Problem (1.5)-(1.6) is called a gener-
alized Riemann-Hilbert problem. (The classical Riemann-Hilbert problem is the special case when
A,B,F ≡ 0.) Vekua tackled this problem by introducing the theory of generalized analytic func-
tions. His idea is to find an integral representation formula for a solution w satisfying equation
(1.5). The boundary condition (1.6) then translates into a singular integral equation on curves for
which there is well-known theory.

For our problem on domains with parameter, we will first reduce the problem to the ∂ form
(1.5)-(1.6). If the domains are simply-connected, we can pull back the problem onto the fixed unit
disk D by using the parameter version of the Riemann mapping theorem proved in [1]. The solution
is shown to satisfy a Fredholm integral equation on D, and the smoothness in parameter follows
from a standard compactness argument.

The problem becomes more difficult for families of multiply-connected domains. In this case one
may also pull back the equations onto some fixed domain. However, now the pull back maps are
no longer biholomorphic, so this procedure will destroy the ∂ form (1.5). Thus we are forced to
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deal with variable domains in this case. We use Vekua’s idea to reduce the problem to a singular
integral equation on bΩλ, and then reduce it into a Fredholm equation in order to use compactness
argument.

We mention that one could certainly obtain an estimate of the form

‖wλ‖
Ck+1+µ(Ωλ)

≤ Cλ‖fλ‖Ck+µ(Ωλ)
,

for each fixed λ, by solving the problem on each fixed domain. However this estimate is not useful
since in general we do not have any information as to how the the constant Cλ depends on λ.

Following Vekua, we will henceforth call (1.5)-(1.6) Problem A for ∂ or simply Problem A. There
is a vast literature on the oblique derivative boundary value problem. See for example Miranda [4,
Chapter 3] and Hörmander [3, Chapter 10].

The paper is organized as follows:
In Section 2, we introduce the notations used in our paper. We review the definition of Hölder

spaces with parameter as were used in [6] and [1], and we show some basic properties of these spaces.
In particular, we prove a result (Proposition 2.3) which will be used repeatedly throughout the paper
to simplify our arguments. Section 3 contains an exposition of Vekua’s theory on the solvability and
regularity of Problem A without parameter. The solvability properties are determined by the index
of the problem (see Definition 3.1) and the number of connected components of the boundary bΩ.
All the results in this section can be found in [7]. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.1 for families of
simply-connected domains Ωλ. In Section 5 we examine how the kernel in Vekua’s integral solution
formula depends on λ. These results will be used in Section 6 to prove Theorem 1.1 for families
of multiply-connected domains Ωλ. For our proof we are able to avoid taking derivatives on the
kernel as was done in [1].

In the end we attach an appendix, where we provide either complete proofs or precise references
to the various claims used in earlier proofs. For the reader’s convenience we also include a few of
Vekua’s results that we used frequently in the paper. For the constants appearing in our estimate, we
use the notation C1,0 (resp. Ck+µ,j) to indicate that it depends on ‖Γλ‖C1,0(Ω) (resp. ‖Γλ‖Ck+µ,j(Ω)).

For a family of functions uλ defined on Ωλ, we shall write either uλ ∈ Ck+µ,j(Ωλ) or uλ ◦ Γλ ∈
Ck+µ,j(Ω). We shall write |f |k+µ instead of |f |Ck+µ(Ω) whenever the domain Ω is clear from the
context.

Acknowledgment. The author would like to express his deep gratitude to Professor Xianghong Gong
and Professor Xiaojun Huang for providing innumerable inspiration, encouragement and guidance
through many years, without which this project would never be completed. The author would
also like to thank the anonymous referee for reading the paper carefully and for many valuable
suggestions.

2. Hölder spaces with parameter

In this section we introduce Hölder spaces with parameter as in [1], which can be used to study
boundary value problems on families of domains.

We denote by Cr(Ω), r ≥ 0 the space of complex-valued functions which are Hölder continuous
with exponent r on a bounded domain Ω ⊆ C. When the domain Ω in question is clear, we also
write |f |r in place of |f |Cr(Ω). The space Cr−(Ω) consists of those functions that are in Cr−ε(Ω),

for all ε > 0. We write D for the unit disk in C, and we write dA(z) = i
2dz∧dz for the area element

in C. The Cauchy-Green or ∂ solution operator on a domain Ω ⊆ C is defined by

(2.1) TΩf(z) := − 1

π

∫∫

Ω

f(ζ)

ζ − z
dA(ζ), z ∈ Ω.
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For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and ν ∈ R, we denote by Lp,ν(C) the space of functions f satisfying

(2.2) f ∈ Lp(D), fν(z) := |z|−νf
(
1

z

)
∈ Lp(D),

with the norm |f |Lp,ν(C) = |f |Lp(D)+ |fν |Lp(D). The space Lp,ν(C) is a Banach space with this norm.
Intuitively the lower index ν describes the rate of growth of f at∞, and we have Lp,ν1(C) ⊂ Lp,ν2(C),
if ν1 > ν2. It is easy to see that fν ∈ Lp(D) if and only if

∫

C\D
|u|νp−4|f(u)|p dA(u) <∞.

For 0 < µ < 1, we let Lpµ(Ω) denote the set of functions f that satisfy f ∈ Lp(Ω), f ≡ 0 outside Ω,
and

B(f,Ω, µ, p) = sup
h∈C

(∫∫
Ω |f(z + h)− f(z)|p dA(z)

) 1
p

|h|µ <∞.

Then Lpµ(Ω) is a Banach space with the norm:

(2.3) |f |Lp
µ(Ω) = |f |Lp(Ω) +B(f,Ω, µ, p).

We say that w is a solution to the equation

(2.4) ∂zw +Aw +Bw = F, in Ω,

if w, ∂zw ∈ L1(Ω), and the above equation holds in the sense of distributions in Ω. We denote by
Lp(A,B,F,Ω) (resp. Lp,2(A,B,F )) the set of w ∈ L1(Ω) that satisfy (2.4) with A,B,F ∈ Lp(Ω)
(resp. Lp,2(C)) If F ≡ 0, we write Lp(A,B,Ω) (resp. Lp,2(A,B)) for the spaces defined as above.

We adopt the following notations for differences of functions:

(2.5) δz,ζ(f(·, λ)) := f(z, λ)− f(ζ, λ), δλ1,λ2f(z, ·) := f(z, λ1)− f(z, λ2).

We denote the difference quotient with respect to the parameter by

(2.6) Dλ,λ0f(·) := f(·, λ)− f(·, λ0)
λ− λ0

.

To study boundary value problems on families of domains, we use the Hölder space with param-
eter Ck+µ,j(ΩΓ) from [1](our space is the same as the B space in [1].) First we define the spaces for
a fixed domain:

Definition 2.1. Let k, j be in N ∪ {∞} with k ≥ j, and let 0 < µ < 1. Let Ω be a bounded
domain in C with Ck+µ boundary, and let {uλ}λ∈[0,1] be a family of functions on Ω. We say that

{uλ}λ∈[0,1] is in the class Ck+µ,j∗ (Ω), if for all 0 ≤ i ≤ j, |∂iλuλ|k+µ are uniformly bounded in λ, and

∂iλu
λ is continuous in λ in the Ck(Ω) norm. The norm on Ck+µ,j∗ (Ω) is defined to be

(2.7) |uλ|k+µ,j := sup
0≤i≤j,λ∈[0,1]

{|∂iλuλ|k+µ}.

Similarly we define Ck+µ,j∗ (bΩ) by replacing Ω with bΩ in the above expressions.

For our problem with parameter, we consider functions defined on a family of domains Ωλ, for
λ ∈ [0, 1]. We assume there is an embedding Γλ : Ω → Ωλ, where Γ0 is the identity map from Ω to
itself.

Now we make the following observation. Suppose for each λ ∈ [0, 1], uλ is defined on an open

set V with ∪λΩλ ⊂⊂ V . Let Γλ ∈ Ck+µ,j∗ (Ω), and uλ ∈ Ck+µ,j∗ (V ). But then ũλ(z) := uλ(Γλ(z))

is not in the space Ck+µ,j∗ (Ω), since when one takes derivative in λ, by the chain rule one needs to

take the space derivative of uλ. Hence instead of Ck+µ,j∗ (Ω), we shall adopt the following definition
in [1] for a family of functions defined on a family of domains:
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Definition 2.2. Let k, j, µ be as in Theorem 1.1. Let {Γλ : Ω → Ωλ}λ∈[0,1] be in the class Ck+µ,j∗ (Ω).

Let uλ be a family of functions defined on Ωλ, and put ũ(z, λ) := uλ(Γλ(z)). We say that

uλ ∈ Ck+µ,j∗ (ΩΓ) if ũ(z, λ) ∈ Ck+µ,j∗ (Ω), uλ ∈ Ck+µ,j∗ (bΩΓ) if ũ(z, λ) ∈ Ck+µ,j∗ (bΩ).

For 0 ≤ j ≤ k, define the spaces

Ck+1+µ,j(ΩΓ) :=

j⋂

i=0

Ck−i+µ,i∗ (ΩΓ), Ck+1+µ,j(bΩΓ) :=

j⋂

i=0

Ck−i+µ,i∗ (bΩΓ).

The space Ck+1+µ,j(ΩΓ) is a Banach space with the norm defined by ‖uλ‖k+µ,j := max0≤i≤j
{|ũ(z, λ)|k−i+µ,i}. In other words, we say that uλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(ΩΓ) if |∂iλũ|k−i+µ is uniformly

bounded in λ, and ∂iλũ is continuous in the Ck−i(Ω) norm, for each i with 0 ≤ i ≤ j. Since

|∂i′λu|k−i+µ ≤ |∂i′λu|k−i′+µ, for any i′, 0 ≤ i′ ≤ i, we have

‖uλ‖k+µ,j = max
0≤i≤j

{|∂iλũ(z, λ)|k−i+µ}, ũ(z, λ) := uλ(Γλ(z)).

We denote the restriction of Γλ to bΩ by ρλ(s), where s is the arclength element on bΩ. Then
dtλ = (ρλ)′(s)ds.

Proposition 2.3. Let k be a non-negative integer and 0 < µ < 1. Let Ω be a bounded domain in
R
n.

(i) For any 0 < µ′ < µ, Ck+µ
′

(Ω) is relatively compact in Ck+µ(Ω).
(ii) Let {fλ} be a family of functions in the class Ck+µ(Ω) such that |fλ|k+µ is uniformly bounded

in λ, and fλ is continuous in λ in the | · |0 -norm. Then fλ is continuous in λ in the | · |k+µ′-norm,
for any 0 < µ′ < µ.

Proof. (i) Taking ε < µ−µ′

µ
(so that µ(1− ε)− µ′ > 0), we have

‖gn‖k+µ′ = sup
x,y∈Ω

|Dkgn(x)−Dkgn(y)|
|x− y|µ′

≤ sup
x,y∈Ω

|Dkgn(x)−Dkgn(y)|1−ε
|x− y|µ′ sup

x,y∈Ω
|Dkgn(x)−Dkgn(y)|ε

≤ C (‖gn‖k+µ,0) sup
x,y∈Ω

|x− y|µ(1−ε)−µ′ |gn|εk ≤ C (‖gn‖k+µ,0) |gn|εk,

where the constant C depends on Ω, µ, µ′, ε. By the Ascoli-Arzela theorem, there exists a subse-
quence {gnj

} which converges uniformly to some function g∗ in the | · |k norm. Using the above

estimates, the sequence {gnj
} is Cauchy in the | · |k+µ′ norm, hence must converge to some Ck+µ

′

(Ω)
function, which is just g∗.

(ii) Seeking contradiction, suppose there exists some λ0 and a sequence λj → λ0 such that |fλj −
fλ0 |k+µ′ ≥ δ > 0. By part (i) and passing to a subsequence if necessary, fλj converges to some

function f̂ in the | · |k+µ′ -norm, and thus

(2.8) |f̂ − fλ0 |k+µ′ ≥ δ > 0.

On the other hand, we have |f̂ − fλ0 |0 ≤ |f̂ − fλj |0+ |fλj − fλ0 |0. The right-hand side converges to

0 by assumption, so f̂ ≡ fλ0 , which contradicts (2.8). Hence fλ is continuous in λ in the | · |k+µ′
norm. �

The following result shows that the definition Ck+µ,j(ΩΓ) is independent of the embedding Γλ.

For this reason we shall from now on write Ck+µ,j(Ωλ) instead of Ck+µ,j(ΩΓ).
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Proposition 2.4 ([1, Lemma 2.2]). Let k, j, µ be as in Theorem 1.1. Let Ω be a bounded domain

with bΩ ∈ Ck+µ,j∩C1. Let Γλ1 and Γλ2 be two embeddings from Ω to Ωλ. If Γλi ∈ Ck+µ,j(Ω)∩C1,0(Ω).

Then Ck+µ,j(ΩΓ1) = Ck+µ,j(ΩΓ2).

Lemma 2.5. Let k, j, µ be as in Theorem 1.1. Let Ω,Ω′ ⊂ R
2, and F : Ω× [0, 1] → Ω′ × [0, 1] be a

Ck+1+µ,j-mapping, defined by

F (x, y, λ) = (f1(x, y, λ), f2(x, y, λ), λ) := (ξ, η, τ).

Suppose that f(·, ·, λ) = (f1(·, ·, λ), f2(·, ·, λ)) are bijections from Ω to Ω′ for each fixed λ, and the
Jacobian matrix DF has non-vanishing determinant in Ω× [0, 1]. Then F−1 ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ω′× [0, 1]).

The proof can be done by induction on k, j. The details are left to the reader.

Proposition 2.6 ([1, Corollary 9.4]). Let k, j, µ be as in Theorem 1.1. Let Ω be a simply-connected

domain in C with bΩ ∈ Ck+1+µ, and let Γλ : Ω → Ωλ be in the class Ck+1+µ,j(Ω). Then there exists

a family of Riemann mappings Rλ : Ωλ → D such that R̃(z, λ) := Rλ ◦ Γλ(z) ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ω).

Proposition 2.7. Keep the assumptions in the last theorem. Let Rλ be the family of Riemann
mappings in Proposition 2.6. For each λ ∈ [0, 1], let (Rλ)−1 : D → Ωλ be the inverse of Rλ. Then
(Rλ)−1 ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(D).

Proof. Define F ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ω× [0, 1]) : Ω× [0, 1] → D× [0, 1] by

F (z, λ) = (R̃(z, λ), λ) := (R(Γ(z, λ), λ), λ).

Since Γ(·, λ) is an embedding from Ω to Ωλ, and R(·, λ) is a Riemann mapping, the map R̃ is a
bijection for each fixed λ, and its Jacobian is invertible. It follows that the Jacobian of F is invertible
(when j ≥ 0.) By Lemma (2.5), F is invertible and the inverse F−1 is in Ck+1+µ,j(D× [0, 1]). F−1

is given by

F−1(w, τ) = (R̃−1(w, τ), τ).

Write R−1(z, λ) = Γ(R̃−1(z, λ), λ). Since Γ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ω), and R̃−1 ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(D), we obtain
R−1 ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(D). �

In order to reduce our oblique derivative boundary value problem to Problem A for ∂, we need
to change coordinates to reduce the second-order terms in Lu in the elliptic operator to Laplacian.
This is the classical problem of finding isothermal coordinate on the plane. We state some of the
results which are well-known.

Proposition 2.8. Let Ω be a bounded domain in C, and consider the following elliptic equation
defined on Ω:

(2.9) a(x, y)uxx + 2b(x, y)uxy + c(x, y)uyy + F (x, y, u, ux, uy) = 0,

where the derivatives are taken in the sense of distributions. We assume the following uniform
ellipticity condition:

d = ac− b2 ≥ d0 > 0 a.e. in Ω.

(i) Suppose Ω has Lipschitz boundary, and a, b, c ∈ W 1,p(Ω), for 2 < p < ∞. Then there exists a

1-1 map ψ : z = x + iy 7→ w = ξ + iη on Ω such that ψ ∈ W 2,p(Ω) ⊂ C1+αp(Ω), for αp := p−2
p
.

Moreover, if we set u(x, y) = ũ(ψ(x, y)), then u is a solution to equation (2.9) if and only if ũ is a
solution to the following equation

ũξξ + ũηη + F1 (ξ, η, ũ, ũξ, ũη) = 0

on the domain ψ(Ω).
(ii) For k ≥ 0 and 0 < µ < 1, let Ω be a bounded domain in C with Ck+1+µ boundary. Suppose
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a, b, c ∈ Ck+1+µ(Ω). Then the coordinate map ψ constructed in (i) belongs to the class Ck+2+µ(Ω).
(iii) The Jacobian of the map ψ is positive at each point of Ω:

J(z) = |∂zw|2 − |∂zw|2 > 0, z ∈ Ω.

The reader can refer to [7] Theorems 2.5, 2.9 and 2.12 for the proofs of above statements.

Lemma 2.9. Let Ω be a bounded domain in C with C1 boundary, and let ψ be the map from
Proposition 2.8. In particular ψ ∈ C1(Ω). Then ψ defines a one-to-one onto homeomorphism from
Ω to Ω′. Let I be a non-vanishing vector field along bΩ, and ψ∗(I) be the push-forward of I by ψ,
so that ψ∗ is a non-vanishing vector field along bΩ′. Then

[I]bΩ = [ψ∗I]bΩ′ ,

where [I]bΩ denotes the change in the argument of I(z) as z moves along bΩ once in the positive
direction.

The proof is left to the reader. We now prove a result on the parameter version of isothermal
coordinates:

Proposition 2.10. Let k, j, µ be as in Theorem 1.1. Let Ω be a bounded domain in C with Ck+2+µ

boundary, and Γλ : Ω → Ωλ be a family of embeddings in the class Ck+2+µ,j(Ω), with Γ0 being the
identity map. Keep the assumptions in Theorem 1.1. Consider the second-order elliptic equation
with oblique derivative boundary condition:

(2.10)
aλ(x, y)uλxx + 2bλ(x, y)uλxy + cλ(x, y)uλyy + dλ(x, y)uλx + eλ(x, y)uλy = fλ(x, y), in Ωλ.

αλuλx + βλuλy = γλ, on bΩλ.

Suppose aλ, bλ, cλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ωλ), dλ, eλ, fλ ∈ Ck+µ,j(Ωλ), αλ, βλ, γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ωλ). Then for
all |λ| < ε0 for some small ε0, there exists a family of coordinate maps ϕλ : Ωλ → Dλ with
ϕλ ◦ Γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ω), and the functions Uλ(τλ) := uλ((ϕλ)−1(τλ)) (τλ = sλ + itλ) satisfies:

∆Uλ + pλ(sλ, tλ)Uλsλ + qλ(sλ, tλ)Uλtλ = hλ(sλ, tλ), in Dλ,

νλ1 Uλs + νλ2 Uλt = gλ(sλ, tλ), on bDλ,

where pλ, qλ, hλ ∈ Ck+µ,j(Dλ), νλ1 , ν
λ
2 , g

λ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Dλ). Moreover, the winding number of the
vector field Uλ = (αλ, βλ) along bΩλ is the same as the winding number of Uλ1 = (νλ1 , ν

λ
2 ) along

bDλ.

Proof. First we pull back (2.10) by the maps Γλ to the fixed domain Ω. Let vλ(ξ, η) := uλ◦Γλ(ξ, η).
Then vλ satisfies

ãλ(ξ, η)vλξξ + 2b̃λ(ξ, η)vλξη + c̃λ(ξ, η)vληη + d̃λ(ξ, η)vλξ + ẽλ(ξ, η)vλη = f̃λ(ξ, η), in Ω.(2.11)

α̃λvλξ + β̃λvλη = γ̃λ, on bΩ.(2.12)

The second-order coefficients ãλ, b̃λ, c̃λ are given by

(2.13)

ãλ(ξ, η) = (aλ ◦ Γλ)(ξλx)2 + 2(bλ ◦ Γλ)ξλxξλy + (cλ ◦ Γλ)(ξλy )2,
b̃λ(ξ, η) = (aλ ◦ Γλ)ξλxηλx + (bλ ◦ Γλ)

(
ξλxη

λ
y + ξλy η

λ
x

)
+ (cλ ◦ Γλ)(ξλy ηλy ),

c̃λ(ξ, η) = (aλ ◦ Γλ)(ηλx)2 + 2(bλ ◦ Γλ)ηλxηλy + (cλ ◦ Γλ)(ηλy )2.

Hence ãλ, b̃λ, c̃λ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ω). The first-order coefficients d̃λ, ẽλ are linear combinations of the

products of aλ, bλ, cλ, dλ, eλ and the first and second derivatives of (Γλ)−1, and hence d̃λ, ẽλ ∈
Ck+µ,j(Ω). Since f̃λ = fλ ◦ Γλ, we have f̃λ ∈ Ck+µ,j(Ω).
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For the boundary coefficients, we have

(
α̃λ(ξ, η)

β̃λ(ξ, η)

)
=

(
∂(Γλ)−1

∂x
(Γλ(ξ, η)) ∂(Γλ)−1

∂y
(Γλ(ξ, η))

∂(Γλ)−1

∂x
(Γλ(ξ, η)) ∂(Γλ)−1

∂y
(Γλ(ξ, η))

)(
αλ(Γλ(ξ, η))
βλ(Γλ(ξ, η))

)
,

or put it differently, Ũλ = (Γλ)−1
∗ (Uλ). It follows that α̃λ, β̃λ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ω), and γ̃λ = γλ ◦ Γλ ∈

Ck+1+µ,j(Ω). Since Γ0 is the identity map, the above matrix is close to the identity matrix (in matrix
norm) when λ is close to 0. Consequently we observe that for |λ| small, the winding number of the

vector field Ũλ(α̃λ, β̃λ) along bΩ is the same as that of (αλ, βλ) along bΩλ: 1
2π [Ũλ]bΩ = 1

2π [Uλ]bΩλ =

χ0. Since Γ0 is the identity map, by (2.13) we have ã0 = a0, b̃0 = b0 and c̃0 = c0. Therefore for

|λ| < ε, we have d̃λ := ãλc̃λ − (̃bλ)2 ≥ ε0 > 0, in other words equation (2.11) is uniformly elliptic
for λ close to 0. Applying Proposition 2.8 for λ = 0, we get a map Ψ0 : Ω = Ω0 → D0, such that
Ψ0 ∈ Ck+2+µ(Ω0). Writing Ψ0(ξ, η) = (ξ′, η′), one can transform equations (2.11) and (2.12) to

∆Vλ + aλ0Vλξ′ξ′ + 2bλ0Vλξ′η′ + cλ0Vλη′η′ + dλ0Vλξ′ + eλ0Vλη′ = fλ0 , in D0;(2.14)

αλ0Vλξ′ + βλ0Vλξ′ = γλ0 , on bD0.(2.15)

Here V(ξ′, η′) = v ◦ Ψ−1
0 (ξ′, η′), a00 = b00 = c00 = 0, and |aλ0 |, |bλ0 |, |cλ0 | < ε if |λ| < δ0 for some small

positive δ0. By expressions similar to (2.13), we see that the second-order coefficients aλ0 , b
λ
0 , c

λ
0 are

linear combinations of the products of ãλ ◦ Ψ−1
0 , b̃λ ◦ Ψ−1

0 , c̃λ ◦ Ψ−1
0 and the first space derivatives

of Ψ0, and thus they are in the class Ck+1+µ,j(D0). The first-order coefficients dλ0 , e
λ
0 are linear

combinations of products of ãλ ◦Ψ−1
0 , b̃λ ◦Ψ−1

0 , c̃λ ◦Ψ−1
0 , d̃λ ◦Ψ−1

0 , ẽλ ◦Ψ−1
0 and the first and second

derivatives of Ψ0, so dλ0 , e
λ
0 ∈ Ck+µ,j(D0). In a similar way fλ0 ∈ Ck+µ,j(D0) and αλ0 , β

λ
0 , γ

λ
0 ∈

Ck+1+µ,j(D0).

Let Uλ0 = (αλ0 , β
λ
0 ). Then Uλ0 = (Ψ0)∗Ũλ. By Lemma 2.9, the winding number of Uλ0 = (αλ0 , β

λ
0 )

is the same as the winding number of Ũλ: 1
2π [Uλ0 ]bD0 = 1

2π [Ũλ]bΩ = χ0. Rewrite equation (2.14) as

(2.16) aλ1Vλξ′ξ′ + 2bλ0Vλξ′η′ + cλ1Vλη′η′ + dλ0Vλξ′ + eλ0Vλη′ = fλ0 , in D0,

where aλ1 = 1 + aλ0 and cλ1 = 1 + cλ0 . For |λ| < δ1, the determinant for the above equation
satisfies dλ0 = aλ1c

λ
1 − 2bλ0 ≥ ε1 > 0. By above we have that aλ1 , b

λ
0 , c

λ
1 , d

λ
0 ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(D0). Let

ψλ : ζ ′ = ξ′ + iη′ 7→ τλ = sλ + itλ be a family of coordinate systems that satisfies:

τλ
ζ′
+ qλ(ζ ′)τλζ′ = 0, qλ =

aλ1 −
√
dλ0 − ibλ0

aλ1 +
√
dλ0 + ibλ0

.

Note that for λ = 0, the map ψ0 is the identity map, q0 ≡ 0, and the above equation is trivially
satisfied.

By Lemma 2.9, ψλ ∈ Ck+2+µ,j(D0). Let ψλ : D0 → Dλ. Then (2.16) and (2.15) are transformed
into

∆Uλ + pλ(sλ, tλ)Uλ
sλ

+ qλ(sλ, tλ)Uλ
tλ

= hλ(sλ, tλ), in Dλ;

νλ1 Uλs + νλ2 Uλt = gλ(sλ, tλ), on bDλ,
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where hλ(sλ, tλ) =
Jλfλ0

4
√
dλ0
, and

pλ =
Jλ

4
√
dλ0

(
1 + aλ1s

λ
ξ′ξ′ + 2bλ0s

λ
ξ′η′ + cλ1s

λ
η′η′ + dλ0s

λ
ξ′ + eλ0s

λ
η′

)
,

qλ =
Jλ

4
√
dλ0

(
1 + aλ1 t

λ
ξ′ξ′ + 2bλ0 t

λ
ξ′η′ + cλ1t

λ
η′η′ + dλ0t

λ
ξ′ + eλ0t

λ
η′

)
.

Hence pλ, qλ ∈ Ck+µ,j(Dλ). Since fλ0 ∈ Ck+µ,j(D0), we have hλ ∈ Ck+µ,j(Dλ). Similarly it is

easy to see νλ1 , ν
λ
2 , g

λ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Dλ). Let Uλ1 = (νλ1 , ν
λ
2 ). Then Uλ1 = ψλ∗ (Uλ0 ). Since ψ0

∗ is the
identity matrix, we see that the winding number of Uλ1 is the same as that of Uλ0 for |λ| small:
1
2π [Uλ]bΩλ = 1

2π [Uλ1 ]bDλ = χ0.
We now put together the series of transformation from earlier

ϕλ = ψλ ◦Ψ0 ◦ (Γλ)−1 : Ωλ −→ Dλ.

Since Γλ ∈ Ck+2+µ,j(Ω), Ψ0 ∈ Ck+2+µ,j(Ω0), and ψ
λ ∈ Ck+2+µ,j(D0), we have ϕλ ◦ Γλ : Ω → Dλ ∈

Ck+2+µ,j(Ω). �

3. A review of Vekua’s theory on fixed domains

In this section we review Vekua’s theory for solving oblique derivative boundary value problem.
First we introduce Problem A (as in [7]) on a fixed domain.
Problem A (Generalized Riemann-Hilbert problem). Let Ω be a bounded domain in C. Given
functions A,B,F defined in Ω and α, β, γ defined on bΩ. Find a solution w(z) = u(z) + iv(z) of
the equation

(3.1)

{
LA,B(w) :≡ ∂zw +A(z)w(z) +B(z)w(z) = F (z) in Ω;

αu+ βv ≡ Re[l(z)w] = γ on bΩ,

where l := α+ iβ and is assumed to have unit length.

Definition 3.1. The index of Problem A, denoted by n, is the winding number of l along bΩ:

n :=
1

2π
[l]bΩ.

Here we denote by [l]bΩ the change in the argument of l(t) as t loops around the boundary bΩ once
counterclockwise.

For now let us assume that

bΩ ∈ C1+µ, A,B, F ∈ Lp(Ω), 2 < p <∞; l, γ ∈ Cµ(Ω), 0 < µ < 1.(3.2)

A priori, we seek a solution w in the class C0(Ω).
First let us consider the case when Ω is simply-connected. By the Riemann-mapping theorem it

suffices to assume Ω = D. In this case n = 1
2π [l]S1 , where S1 is the boundary circle. We now reduce

the problem to a simpler form. Set q(t) = − arg(l(t)) + n arg(t). Then q is a well-defined function
on S1 and q ∈ Cµ(S1). We have

l(z) = e−i arg(l(z)) = ep(z)+i(− arg(l(z))+n arg z)e−p(z)e−i(n arg(z)) = eχ(z)e−p(z)z−n.

Here χ is the holomorphic function in D taking the value p+ iq on S1. It is defined by the Schwarz
integral:

(3.3) χ(z) :=
1

2π

∫

S1

q(t)
t+ z

t− z

dt

t
, z ∈ D.
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By Proposition 7.11, χ ∈ Cµ(Ω). Using the substitutions

(3.4) l(z) = z−neχ(z)e−p(z), w∗(z) = eχ(z)w(z),

w∗ is then a solution to the problem

(3.5)

{
∂zw∗ +A∗w∗ +B∗w∗ = F∗, in D;

Re[z−nw∗] = γ∗, on S1,

where

(3.6) A∗ = A, B∗ = Be2iImχ(z), F∗ = Feχ(z), γ∗(z) = γ(z)ep(z) in D.

Conversely, given any solution w∗ to the problem (3.5), a solution to the original problem (3.1) is

given by w(z) = e−χ(z)w∗(z). From now on we can assume the problem takes the form (3.5), and
we write w,A,B, F, γ without the ∗.

By assumption ∂zw ∈ L1(Ω) and Proposition 7.4, w satisfies the integral equation

(3.7) w + TD(Aw +Bw) = Φ + TDF, in D,

where Φ is some function holomorphic in D. Now in view of Proposition 7.2, any continuous solution
w of the above equation satisfies LA,B(w) = F (z). We would like to choose Φ in such a way that
the solution to equation (3.7) also satisfies the boundary condition Re[z−nw] = γ on S1, where n
is the index of (3.1). Then such solution will solve the original Problem A.

First suppose n ≥ 0. We write Φ in the form

Φ(z) = Φ0(z) +
z2n+1

π

∫∫

D

A(ζ)w(ζ) +B(ζ)w(ζ)

1− ζz
dA(ζ)− z2n+1

π

∫∫

D

F (ζ)

1− ζz
dA(ζ),(3.8)

where Φ0 is some function to be determined, and it is holomorphic in D. Substituting (3.8) into
equation (3.7), we obtain the following integral equation for w:

(3.9) w(z) + Pn(Aw +Bw) = Φ0(z) + PnF,

where Pn is the operator defined by:

(3.10) Pnϕ(z) := − 1

π

∫∫

D

(
ϕ(ζ)

ζ − z
+
z2n+1ϕ(ζ)

1− ζz

)
dA(ζ).

The integral equation (3.9) is of Fredholm type, which we now describe. Denoting by D
c the exterior

of the unit disk, we can write Pnϕ in the form

(3.11) Pnϕ(z) = TDϕ(z) + z2n+1TDcϕ1(z), ϕ1(ζ) = ζ−1(ζ)−2ϕ(ζ
−1

).

If ϕ ∈ Lp(D), 2 < p ≤ ∞, ϕ1 satisfies
∫

D

∣∣ϕ1

(
ζ−1
)∣∣p |ζ|−2pdA(ζ) =

∫

D

|ϕ (ζ)|p |ζ|3p−2pdA(ζ) <∞.

According to Proposition 7.5, TDcϕ1 is αp-Hölder continuous in the entire plane, for αp =
p−2
p
. By

Proposition 7.3 the function TDϕ is αp-Hölder continuous in the plane. Hence from (3.11) Pnϕ is
αp-Hölder continuous. It is easy to check that Re[z−nPnϕ] = 0 on S1. By assumption, F ∈ Lp(D)
for 2 < p <∞, so by letting F be the ϕ above, we see that PnF is Hölder continuous in the entire
plane, and Re[z−nPnF (z)] = 0 on S1. As we will see below, the solution w is Hölder continuous in
D, and thus Aw +Bw ∈ Lp(D), for p > 2 and Re[z−nPn(Aw +Bw)] = 0 on S1.

Now by (3.9), if the holomorphic function Φ0 satisfies the boundary condition

(3.12) Re[z−nΦ0(z)] = γ on S1,

then the solution of the integral equation (3.9) is a solution of the boundary value problem (3.5).
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By Proposition 7.19, the general solution of the problem (3.12) is given by

Φ0(z) =
zn

2πi

∫

S1

γ(t)
t+ z

t− z

dt

t
+

2n∑

k=0

ckz
k,

where the ck’s are complex numbers satisfying the relations

(3.13) c2n−k = −ck, k = 0, 1, . . . , n.

Thus for n ≥ 0, the problem is reduced to the equivalent integral equation of Fredholm type:

(3.14) w +Qnw = PnF +
zn

2πi

∫

S1

γ(t)
t+ z

t− z

dt

t
+

2n∑

k=0

ckz
k,

(see [7, p. 225, (1.10)]), where operator Qn and ck are defined by

Qnw := Pn(Aw +Bw),(3.15)

2n∑

k=0

ckz
k =

n−1∑

k=0

ak(z
k − z2n−k) + ibk(z

k + z2n−k) + ic0z
n,(3.16)

with ak, bk, c0 being arbitrary real constants. As shown earlier, PnF ∈ Cαp(D) for αp = p−2
p

.

The second term on the right-hand side of equation (3.14) can be written as znSγ, where S is the
Schwarz integral operator. By Proposition 7.11 applied to γ ∈ Cµ(S1), one has Sγ ∈ Cµ(D). Hence
the right-hand side of the equation lies in the class Cν(D), for ν := min(αp, µ).

It is shown in [7, p. 296] that equation (3.14) has a unique solution w in the class Lq(D),
p
p−1 < q < ∞, for any right-hand side function in the class Lq(D). By Theorem 1.25 in [7, p. 50],

one has Qnw ∈ C0(D), and so it follows from equation (3.14) that w ∈ C0(D). By Proposition 7.3
and Proposition 7.5 applied to expression (3.11) where we replace ϕ by w, we have Qnw ∈ Cαp(D).
By equation (3.14) again we obtain that w ∈ Cν(D), ν := min(αp, µ).

Therefore when the index n ≥ 0, the solution to the non-homogeneous Problem A exists for
any boundary data, and the homogeneous Problem A (F ≡ 0, γ ≡ 0) admits 2n + 1 R-linearly
independent solutions.

If n < 0. Referring to [7, p. 302], the solution to Problem A (see (3.1)) exists if and only if the
following conditions are satisfied:

(3.17)
1

2i

∫

bΩ
l(t)w′

i(t)γ(t) dt−Re

∫∫

Ω
w′
i(z)F (z) dx dy = 0,

for i = 1, . . . , 2k − 1, k = −n, and (w′
1), . . . , (w

′
2k−1) are linearly-independent solutions of the

homogeneous adjoint problem A′:

(3.18) ∂zw −Aw −Bw = 0, in Ω; Re[l(z)z′(s)w(z)] = 0, on bΩ.

Here we write z′(s) = dz(s)
ds

. In this case if the solution for Problem A (3.1) exists, then it is unique,
and the solution can be expressed as the unique solution to the integral equation (see [7, p. 300]):

(3.19) w + (Q∗
k)w = P ∗

kF +
1

πi

∫

bΩ

γ(t) dt

tk(t− z)
, k = −n,

where P ∗
k and Q∗

k are defined to be

P ∗
k f := − 1

π

∫∫

Ω

(
f(ζ)

ζ − z
+
ζ
2k−1

f(ζ)

1− zζ

)
dA(ζ), (Q∗

k)f := P ∗
k (Bf).(3.20)

The above method of reducing the problem to a Fredholm integral equation on the domain no
longer applies for multiply-connected domains. The geometry of the circle allows for the vanishing
of the term Re[z−nPnϕ] on S1. To deal with the general case, Vekua introduced the theory of
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generalized analytic functions. We state here a few of his results without much elaborations. The
reader can refer to [7] for details.

We say a function w belongs to the class Lp,2(A,B,C) if w satisfies LA,B(w) = 0 in the sense
of distributions, for A,B ∈ Lp,2(C). (The latter is defined in (2.2).) In our application, A,B are

defined only on Ω in which case we extend A,B trivially to C by setting them to be 0 on C \Ω.
Following Vekua, we call such w a generalized analytic function of the class Lp,2(A,B,C). For

fixed t ∈ C, and A,B ∈ Lp,2(C), consider the following integral equations ([7, p 167]):

(3.21) Xi(z, t) −
1

π

∫∫

C

A(ζ)Xi(ζ, t) +B(ζ)Xi(ζ, t)

ζ − z
dA(ζ) = gi(z), i = 1, 2,

where g1 = 1
2(t − z)−1, g2 = 1

2i(t − z)−1. It is proved in [7, p. 156] that equation (3.21) admits
a unique solution in the class Lq,0(C) if A,B ∈ Lp,2(C) and the right-hand side lies in the class
Lq,0(C), for q ≥ p

p−1 = p′. Since 2 < p < ∞, we have 1 < p′ < 2, and 1
t−z ∈ Lq,0(C), for any

p′ ≤ q < 2. Equation (3.21) admits solution Xi ∈ Lq,0(C) for any q ∈ [p′, 2). For z 6= t, Xi satisfies

∂zXi(z, t) +A(z)Xi(z, t) +B(z)Xi(z, t) = 0, i = 1, 2.

Furthermore, we have the following representation for Xi:

(3.22) X1(z, t) =
eω1(z,t)

2(t− z)
, X2(z, t) =

eω2(z,t)

2i(t− z)
,

where

(3.23) ωi(z, t) =
t− z

π

∫∫

C

1

(ζ − z)(t− ζ)

[
A(ζ) +B(ζ)

Xi(ζ, t)

Xi(ζ, t)

]
dA(ζ);

(3.24) |ωi(z1, t)− ωi(z2, t)| ≤ Cp|z1 − z2|αp , αp =
p− 2

p
;

(3.25) |ωi(z, t)| ≤ Cp|z − t|αp , i = 1, 2.

Hence by (3.22), Xj(·, t) is Hölder continuous everywhere in the plane except at z = t.
Define Gi, the fundamental kernels of the class Lp,2(A,B,C) as follows:

G1(z, ζ) = X1(z, ζ) + iX2(z, ζ), G2(z, ζ) = X1(z, ζ)− iX2(z, ζ).(3.26)

By (3.22) we have

G1(z, ζ) =
eω1(z,ζ) + eω2(z,ζ)

2(ζ − z)
, G2(z, ζ) =

eω1(z,ζ) − eω2(z,ζ)

2(ζ − z)
.(3.27)

The G′
is satisfy the relation:

(3.28) ∂zGi(z, ζ) +A(z)Gi(z, ζ) +B(z)Gi(z, ζ) = 0, i = 1, 2,

for any z, ζ ∈ C, z 6= ζ. In addition we have the estimates

(3.29) G1(z, ζ) =
1

ζ − z
+O(|z − ζ|−

2
p ), G2(z, ζ) = O(|z − ζ|−

2
p ).

Hence G1 behaves like the Cauchy kernel, modulo a mild singularity.
Denote by G′

1(z, ζ) and G
′
2(z, ζ) the adjoint fundamental kernel of the adjoint equation L′(w′) =

∂zw
′ −Aw′ −Bw′ = F ′. The following relations hold: ([7, p.174])

(3.30) G1(z, ζ) = −G′
1(ζ, z), G2(z, ζ) = −G′

2(ζ, z).

We will denote by G1(z, t,Ω) and G2(z, t,Ω) the fundamental kernels of the class Lp,2(A,B,C), if
A ≡ B ≡ 0 in Ωc = C \Ω. Given A,B ∈ Lp(Ω), we let Ã, B̃ be the trivial extensions which vanish
outside Ω.
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For the parameter problem, we need the following representation formula.

Proposition 3.2. [7, p. 176] Suppose w is continuous in Ω and satisfies the equation LA,B(w) = F
in Ω, where A,B,F ∈ Lp(Ω), p > 2. Then w has the representation formula:

w(z) =
1

2πi

∫

bΩ
G1(z, ζ)w(ζ) dζ −G2(z, ζ)w(ζ) dζ(3.31)

− 1

π

∫∫

Ω
G1(z, ζ)F (ζ) +G2(z, ζ)F (ζ) dA(ζ), z ∈ Ω.

Remark 3.3. When A ≡ B ≡ 0, by formula (3.23) we have ω1(z, t) ≡ ω2(z, t) ≡ 0. Hence from
(3.27) we get G1 =

1
ζ−z and G2 ≡ 0, and (3.31) reduces to the Cauchy-Green formula.

Next we state some existence and uniqueness results for Problem A. For homogeneous boundary
value problems, we call a finite set of linearly independent solutions which spans the solution space
a complete system.

Proposition 3.4 ([7, p. 253] Theorem 4.10, Theorem 4.12.). Consider Problem A on a multiply-
connected domain Ω whose boundary bΩ has m+1 connected components. Let h, h′ be the numbers of
linearly-independent solutions to the homogeneous Problem A and the homogeneous adjoint Problem
A′ (3.18), respectively. Let n be the index of Problem A.

(i) Suppose that n < 0. Then

h = 0, h′ = m− 2n− 1.

The non-homogeneous Problem A has a (unique) solution if and only if the following rela-
tions are satisfied:

(3.32)
1

2i

∫

bΩ
l(t)w′

i(t)γ(t) dt−Re

∫∫

Ω
w′
iF (z) dxdy = 0,

for i = 1, ...,m−2n−1, and w′
1, ..., w

′
m−2n−1 is a complete system of solutions of the adjoint

homogeneous Problem A′ (3.18).
(ii) Suppose that n > m− 1. Then

h = 2n+ 1−m, h′ = 0.

The non-homogeneous Problem A is always solvable and its general solution is given by:

(3.33) w(z) = w0(z) +
2n+1−m∑

j=1

cjwj , cj are real constant,

where {w1, ..., w2n+1−m} is a complete system of solutions of the homogeneous problem A,
and w0 is a particular solution of the non-homogeneous problem A.

Remark 3.5. When the domain is simply-connected, we have m = 0, and the above theorem reduces
to the results we obtained earlier. When 0 ≤ n ≤ m− 1 (m ≥ 1), the existence and uniqueness of
solutions to Problem A are more subtle, and we refer the reader to [7, chapter 4, §5].

From now on we only consider the case n > m− 1. We can impose some additional conditions
on the solution of Problem A to make it unique. This will be necessary when later on we add
parameter since regularity in parameter depends on the uniqueness of these solutions.

Definition 3.6. Let Ω be a bounded domain in C whose boundary bΩ contains m+ 1 connected
components, for m a non-negative integer. Let z1, ..., zN0 and z′1, ..., z

′
N1

be fixed points of Ω and
its boundary bΩ, respectively, satisfying the following conditions:
(i) The numbers N0 and N1 satisfy the relation:

2N0 +N1 = 2n+ 1−m.
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(ii) There are m curves, e.g. Γi1 , ...,Γim , among the m + 1 boundary curves bΩ0, ..., bΩm, on each
of which an odd number of z′s are situated.

Then we call {{zr}N0
r=1, {z′s}N1

s=1} a normally distributed set, henceforth denoted by (N0, N1,Ω).

Remark 3.7. In our choice of N0 and N1, two extreme cases are possible:

(1) N0 = 0 and N1 = 2n+ 1−m.
(2) N0 = n−m and N1 = m+ 1.

Consequently, we have 0 ≤ N0 ≤ n −m, m+ 1 ≤ N1 ≤ 2n + 1 −m. If m = 0, i.e. the domain is
simply-connected, condition (i) becomes 2N0 +N1 = 2n+ 1, and thus in this case N1 needs to be
odd.

We can specify on (N0, N1,Ω) the values of the unknown solution of Problem A:

(3.34) w(zr) = ar + ibr, r = 1, ..., N0; w(z′s) = l(z′s)(γ(z
′
s) + ics), s = 1, ..., N1.

Proposition 3.8. Let n be the index of Problem A on a domain Ω in C, and let m be the number of
connected components of bΩ. Assume that on a normally distributed point set (N0, N1,Ω) conditions
of the form (3.34) are given. Then for n > m−1, Problem A has always a solution satisfying these
conditions, and this solution is uniquely determined.

The reader can refer to Vekua [7, p. 285 - 287] for the proof.
The following regularity result for simply-connected domains follows from the above construction

of the solution by Vekua, though it is not explicitly stated in his book. For the reader’s convenience
we provide details of the proof here. Furthermore, the same estimates hold for multiply-connected
domains and one can prove it using a trick of Vekua to reduce the simply-connected case (See [7,
p. 228, p. 336].)

Proposition 3.9. (i) Let Ω ⊂ C be a domain with C1+µ boundary, for 0 < µ < 1. Let 2 < p <∞.
Suppose A,B,F ∈ Lp(Ω), l, γ ∈ Cµ(bΩ). Then the solution to Problem A (3.1), if it exists, belongs

to the class Cν(Ω), for ν := min{αp, µ}, αp = p−2
p
, and there exists a constant C depending on the

coefficients A,B, l, p, such that

|w|ν ≤ C(A,B, l, p)
(
|w|0 + |F |Lp(Ω) + |γ|µ

)
.

(ii) Let k ≥ 0, and 0 < µ < 1. Let Ω be a domain in C with Ck+1+µ boundary. Suppose
A,B,F ∈ Ck+µ(Ω), l, γ ∈ Ck+1+µ(bΩ). Then the solution w of Problem A, if it exists, belongs to
the class Ck+1+µ(Ω), and there exists a constant Ck depending on the coefficients A,B, l such that

|w|k+1+µ ≤ Ck(A,B, l) (|w|0 + |F |k+µ + |γ|k+1+µ) .

We remark that the regularity results are in [7, p. 228 and p. 336]. The main purpose of the
following proof is to derive the above two estimates. The constants cannot be controlled since the
proof uses the open mapping theorem.
Proof. We treat only the non-negative index case. The proof is similar if the index is negative.
(i) By the Riemann mapping theorem it suffices to take Ω = D. Moreover by the earlier remarks it

suffices to assume that the Problem A has the form (3.5). Let ν = min(αp, µ), αp =
p−2
p
. In view

of equation (3.14), any solution w has the form

(3.35) w = w∗ +

2n∑

j=0

djwj

where dj are complex constants and w∗ is the (unique) solution to the integral equation

(3.36) w∗ +Qnw∗ = PnF + S(γ),
and for each 0 ≤ j ≤ 2n, wj is the (unique) solution to the integral equation

(3.37) wj +Qnwj = gj , 0 ≤ j ≤ 2n,
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where the gj-s are the set of 2n+1 functions {zk−z2n−k, zk+z2n−k, zn}n−1
k=0 from expression (3.16).

First we estimate w∗. Since the operator I +Qn is a bijective bounded linear operator from the
space C0(Ω) to itself, by the open mapping theorem it has a bounded inverse (I + Qn)

−1, whose
operator norm depends only on A and B. Hence in view of Proposition 7.6 and Proposition 7.11
we have for Ci = Ci(A,B)

|w∗|0 ≤ C1|PnF + S(γ)|0 ≤ C2 (|PnF |0 + |S(γ)|0) ≤ C3

(
|F |Lp(D) + |γ|µ

)
.

Next we estimate the Hölder norm of w∗. From (3.36) we have

|w∗|ν ≤ |Qnw∗|αp + |PnF |αp + |Sγ|µ.

By Proposition 7.6 we have

|Qnw∗|αp = |Pn(Aw∗ +Bw∗)|0 ≤ C(p)|Aw∗ +Bw∗|Lp(D) ≤ C(A,B, p)|w∗|0,

and |PnF |αp ≤ C(p)|F |Lp(D). By Proposition 7.11 we have |Sγ|µ ≤ C|γ|µ. Hence

|w∗|ν ≤ C0(A,B, p)
(
|w∗|0 + |F |Lp(D) + |γ|µ

)
≤ C1(A,B, p)

(
|F |Lp(D) + |γ|µ

)
.(3.38)

We now estimate wj. Applying open mapping theorem to (3.37) we have

|wj |0 ≤ Cj(A,B), 0 ≤ j ≤ 2n;

|wj |αp ≤ |Qnwj |αp + |gj |αp ≤ C(A,B, p)(|wj |0 + 1) ≤ Cj(A,B, p).

It remains to estimate the coefficients dj in (3.35). By the remarks in [7, p. 286-288, equa-

tion (6.10)] (see also Proposition 4.4 below), they can be expressed as in the form P
Q
, where

Q 6= 0 and P and Q are linear combinations of the products of wj(zr), wj(z
′
s) with terms like

ar, br, cs, γ(z
′
s), w∗(zr), w∗(z

′
s). Since |(ar, br, cs)| ≤ |w|0, we have

|dj | ≤ Cj(A,B) (|w|0 + |γ|0 + |w∗|0) ≤ Cj(A,B)
(
|w|0 + |F |Lp(D) + |γ|µ

)
.(3.39)

Hence by (3.35) and combining the above estimates we get

|w|ν ≤ |w∗|ν +
2n∑

j=0

|dj ||wj |αp ≤M(A,B, p)
(
|w|0 + |F |Lp(D) + |γ|µ

)
.

Finally, let w̃ be a solution to the original Problem A (3.1) on D:

(3.40)

{
L
Ã,B̃

(w̃) ≡ ∂zw̃ + Ã(z)w̃(z) + B̃(z)w̃(z) = F̃ (z) in Ω;

αu+ βv ≡ Re[l(z)w̃] = γ̃ on bΩ.

Then we have the following relations:

(3.41)
A(z) = Ã(z), B(z) = B̃e2iχ(z), F (z) = F̃ (z)eχ(z), z ∈ D;

w̃(z) = e−χ(z)w(z), z ∈ D, γ(ζ) = γ̃(ζ)ep(ζ), ζ ∈ bS1,

where χ and p = Re(χ) are related to l by formula (3.3). Hence

|w̃|ν ≤ C(Ã, B̃, l, p)
(
|w̃|0 + |F̃ |Lp(D) + |γ̃|µ

)
.

(ii) Let us first consider Problem A in the reduced form (3.5). Write (3.36) as

(3.42) w∗ = −Qnw∗ + PnF + S(γ)
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First let us prove the statement for k = 0. We have

|w∗|1+µ ≤ C (|Qnw∗|1+µ + |PnF |1+µ + |Sγ|1+µ)
= (|Pn(Aw∗ +Bw∗)|1+µ + |PnF |1+µ + |Sγ|1+µ)
≤ C (|Aw∗ +Bw∗|µ + |F |µ + |γ|1+µ)
≤ C {(|A|µ + |B|µ) |w∗|µ + |F |µ + |γ|1+µ} .

By (3.38), we get |w∗|µ ≤ C(A,B) (|F |µ + |γ|µ) . Hence |w∗|1+µ ≤ C0(A,B) (|F |µ + |γ|1+µ) .
For k > 0 we apply induction. By Propositions 7.7 and 7.11 applied to equation (3.42) one gets

|w∗|k+1+µ ≤ C (|Qnw∗|k+1+µ + |PnF |k+1+µ + |Sγ|k+1+µ)

= (|Pn(Aw∗ +Bw∗)|k+1+µ + |PnF |k+1+µ + |Sγ|k+1+µ)

≤ C ′ (|Aw∗ +Bw∗|k+µ + |F |k+µ + |γ|k+1+µ)

≤ C ′ {(|A|k+µ + |B|k+µ) |w∗|k+µ + |F |k+µ + |γ|k+1+µ} .
By the induction hypothesis, we have |w∗|k+µ ≤ Ck−1(A,B) (|F |k−1+µ + |γ|k+µ) .Hence |w∗|k+1+µ ≤
Ck(A,B) (|F |k+µ + |γ|k+1+µ) .

Next we estimate wj, 0 ≤ j ≤ 2n. From equation (3.37) we have

(3.43) wj = −Qnwj + gj .

First we prove for k = 0, so that A,B ∈ Cµ(D). By part (i), we know that ws ∈ C
p−2
p (D) for any

2 < p <∞. Hence ws ∈ C1−(Ω). By Proposition 7.7 we have

|wj |1+µ ≤ C(|Qnwj|1+µ + 1) = C (|Pn(Awj +Bwj)|1+µ + 1)

≤ C{(|A|µ + |B|µ)|wj |µ + 1} ≤ C(A,B).

By (3.43) again and iterate the process we get wj ∈ Ck+1+µ and |wj |k+1+µ ≤ Ck(A,B). Now for
the coefficients dj we have estimate (3.39), |dj | ≤ Cj(A,B) (|w|0 + |F |µ + |γ|µ) . Finally putting
together the estimates we get

|w|k+1+µ ≤ |w∗|k+1+µ +

2n∑

j=0

|dj ||wj |k+1+µ ≤ Ck(A,B) (|w|0 + |F |k+µ + |γ|k+1+µ) .

Finally we let w̃ be the solution to the original Problem A (3.40) on D. In view of the relations

(3.41) we easily get |w̃|k+1+µ ≤ Ck(Ã, B̃, l)
(
|w̃|0 + |F̃ |k+µ + |γ̃|k+1+µ

)
. �

Remark 3.10. In our study of the boundary value problems with parameter, the above estimates
imply that for each fixed λ, the solution wλ satisfies

|wλ|k+1+µ ≤ C(A,B, l, λ)
(
|wλ|0 + |F λ|k+µ + |γλ|k+1+µ

)

on bΩλ. However, this estimate is not useful since we do not know how the constant depends on λ.

We end this section by connecting the oblique derivative boundary value problem for the Lapla-
cian elliptic operator (hereafter called Problem B) to Problem A.
Problem B Consider the following boundary value problem:

(3.44)
∆U + a(x, y)Ux + b(x, y)Uy = f(x, y);

αUx + βUy = γ.

To solve this problem we follow Vekua and reduce it to Problem A. Let

u = Ux, v = −Uy, w = u+ iv.
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The equation (3.44) reduces to the following specialized Problem A:

(3.45)
∂zw +

1

4
(a+ ib)w +

1

4
(a− ib)w =

1

2
f, in Ω;

Re[lw] = γ, l = α− iβ, on bΩ.

If w is the solution to (3.45), then the solution to Problem (3.44) is given by

U(x, y) = c0 +Re

∫ z

z0

w(ζ) dζ = c0 +

∫ z

z0

Ux(x, y) dx+ Uy(x, y) dy.(3.46)

Now, U is globally well-defined only if the closed form Ux dx + Uy dy is exact. This occurs when
the domain is simply-connected. Thus in the case of simply-connected domain, Problem B is
completely equivalent to Problem A.

In the case bΩ has m+1 connected components, for m > 0, in order to guarantee the right-hand
side of (3.46) is single-valued, it is necessary and sufficient to add m solubility conditions:

(3.47) Re

∫

Γj

w dζ =

∫

Γj

u dx− v dy = 0, (j = 1, 2, . . . ,m)

where Γ0,Γ1, . . . ,Γm are simple closed contours bounding the domain Ω, Γ1, . . . ,Γm being situated
inside Γ0. Hence a solution w to (3.45) is a solution to the original Problem (3.44) if and only if it
satisfies conditions (3.47).

4. Families of simply-connected domains

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1 for families of simply-connected domains. First we need to
define the index for oblique derivative boundary value problem:

Given the oblique derivative boundary value problem (1.1), we define its index κ as the winding

number of Uλ:
(4.1) κ :=

1

2π

[
Υλ
]
bΩλ

=
1

2π

[
ξλ − iηλ

]
.

Note that since κ is an integer, it is stable under small perturbation of λ.
We formulate our results in two parts depending on the sign of κ. First we consider the case

κ ≥ 0.

Theorem 4.1 (Simply-connected, non-negative index case).
Let k, j, µ be as in Theorem 1.1. Let Ω be a bounded, simply-connected domain in C with Ck+2+µ

boundary. Let Γλ be a family of maps that embed Ω to Ωλ, with Γλ ∈ Ck+2+µ,j(Ω). Consider problem
(1.1) with κ ≥ 0, and where Lλ is given by (1.2). Suppose aλ, bλ, cλ, dλ, eλ, fλ are functions in Ωλ

such that aλ, bλ, cλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ωλ), and dλ, eλ, fλ ∈ Ck+µ,j(Ωλ). Suppose that Υλ, γλ are functions

in bΩλ such that Υλ, γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(bΩλ). For each λ ∈ [0, 1], let {{zλr }N0
r=1, (z

λ
s )

′}N1
s=1} be a normally

distributed set for Ωλ, and let uλ be the unique solution to (1.1) on Ωλ satisfying

uλx(z
λ
r )− iuλy (z

λ
r ) = ar(λ) + ibr(λ) (r = 1, ..., N0);

uλx((z
′
s)
λ)− iuλy ((z

′
s)
λ) = lλ((z′s)

λ)(γλ((z′s)
λ) + ics(λ)), (s = 1, ..., N1),

uλ(zλ0 ) = g(λ), zλ0 ∈ Ωλ;

for some functions ar, br, cs, g ∈ Cj([0, 1]). Then uλ ∈ Ck+2+µ,j(Ωλ).

By Proposition 2.10, we can reduce the problem to the following“canonical” form (Problem B)
with the same index:

∆Uλ + aλ(x, y)Uλx + bλ(x, y)Uλy = fλ(x, y), in Ωλ;

αλUλx + βλUλy = γλ, on bΩλ,



18

where aλ, bλ, fλ ∈ Ck+µ,j(Ωλ), αλ, βλ, γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ωλ). Furthermore, by the remark in the last
section (see (3)), if one sets wλ = Uλx − iUλy then

(4.2) Uλ(x, y) = c0(λ) +Re

∫ z

z0

wλ(ζ) dζ.

Hence it suffices to consider the corresponding Problem A for wλ:

(4.3)
∂zw

λ +Aλwλ +Bλwλ = F λ, in Ωλ;

Re[lλwλ] = γλ, lλ = αλ − iβλ, on bΩλ,

with the corresponding index n = 1
2π [l

λ]bΩλ = 1
2π [Uλ]bΩλ = κ ≥ 0, Aλ, Bλ, F λ ∈ Ck+µ,j(Ωλ), and

lλ, γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ωλ).
Our strategy is to use a smooth family of Riemann mappings proved in [1] to reduce the problem

to one on a fixed domain, where only the coefficients and the right-hand side of the equation depend
on the parameter.

Let us first consider the following homogeneous Problem A on a fixed domain:

(4.4)

{
L(wλ) ≡ ∂zw

λ +Aλ(z)wλ +Bλ(z)wλ = 0 in Ω;

Re[lλ(z)wλ] = 0 on bΩ.

Let wλs , 1 ≤ s ≤ 2n + 1 be the solutions to the integral equation wλ +Qλnw
λ = gs, where gs is one

of the functions:

(4.5) zℓ − z2n−ℓ, i(zℓ + z2n−ℓ), izn, ℓ = 0, . . . , n− 1.

By (3.14) and (3.16), {wλs }2n+1
s=1 forms a basis of R linearly-independent solutions to Problem (4.4).

We now prove regularity of wλs with respect to λ.

Proposition 4.2. Let k be a non-negative integer and let 0 < µ < 1. Let Ω ⊂ C be a simply
connected domain with Ck+1+µ boundary. Let wλ1 , · · · , wλ2n+1 be linearly-independent solutions to
the homogeneous Problem A (4.4) with parameter as given above, with index n ≥ 0. Suppose
Aλ, Bλ ∈ Ck+µ,0(Ω), lλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ω). Then wλs ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ω), for s = 1, . . . , 2n + 1.

Proof. First we reduce the problem to one on the unit disk. Since Ω is a simply-connected domain,
there exists a biholomorphic map Γ : Ω → D which is Ck+1+µ up to the boundary. Define w̃ on D

by w(z) = w̃ ◦ Γ(z). Then w̃(ζ) is the solution to the problem:

(4.6)

{
∂ζw̃

λ + Ãλ(ζ)w̃λ + B̃λ(ζ)w̃λ = 0 in D;

Re[l̃λ(ζ)w̃λ] = 0 on S1,

where Ãλ = AλD−1, B̃λ = BλD−1,D(ζ) = ∂zΓ ◦ Γ−1(ζ) 6= 0. Since Γ ∈ Ck+1+µ(Ω) and Γ−1 ∈
Ck+1+µ(D), we have Aλ, Bλ,∈ Ck+µ,0(D), and l̃λ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(D). Thus the problem is reduced to
Ω = D.

By (3.5), it suffices to consider the reduced boundary value problem

(4.7)

{
∂zw

λ +Aλwλ +Bλwλ = 0, in D;

Re[z−nwλ] = 0, on S1,

where wλ(z) = eχ
λ(z)w̃λ(z), Aλ = Ãλ, Bλ = B̃λe2iImχλ(z), and χλ(z) is defined in (3.3). By

Proposition 7.11, we have χλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ω), and hence Aλ, Bλ ∈ Ck+µ,0(Ω). By (3.14), for s =
1, 2, . . . , 2n + 1, wλs is the unique solution satisfying the integral equation

(4.8) wλs +Qλnw
λ
s = gs,

where Qλnw
λ
s := Pn(A

λwλ +Bλwλ), and gs are given by (4.5).
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Let us first prove the statement for k = 0. We claim |wλs |0 is bounded uniformly in λ. Suppose

this is not the case, that there exists some sequence λj ∈ [0, 1] with Nj = |wλjs |0 → ∞. Since [0, 1]
is compact, passing to a subsequence if necessary we can assume that λj converges to some λ0.

Dividing each side of the integral equation (4.8) by Nj, and writing ŵ
λj
s = w

λj
s /Nj , we obtain

(4.9) ŵs
λj +Q

λj
n ŵs

λj = N−1
j gs, |ŵsλj |0 = 1.

By Proposition 7.6, we have for any 0 < τ < 1

|Qλnŵiλj |τ ≤ C
(
|Aλ|0 + |Bλ|0

)
|ŵiλj |0 ≤ C ′.

By Arzela-Ascoli theorem, and passing to a subsequence if necessary, we have Q
λj
n ŵs

λj converges

to some function uniformly. It follows from equation (4.9) that ŵs
λj converges to some function ŵs

uniformly. We show that Q
λj
n ŵs

λj converges uniformly to Qλ0n ŵ. Recall that

Qλnw
λ = Pn(A

λwλ +Bλwλ),

where Pn is given by formula (3.10). Hence

Qλ1n w
λ1 −Qλ2n w

λ2 =
(
Qλ1n −Qλ2n

)
wλ1 +Qλ2n (wλ1 − wλ2)

= Pn

(
(Aλ1 −Aλ2)wλ1

)
+ Pn

(
(Bλ1 −Bλ2)wλ1

)

+ Pn

(
Aλ2(wλ1 − wλ2)

)
+ Pn

(
Bλ2(wλ1 − wλ2)

)
.

By Proposition 7.6, we have for any 0 < τ < 1
∣∣∣Qλjn ŵsλj −Qλ0n ŵ

∣∣∣
τ
≤
(∣∣∣Aλj −Aλ0

∣∣∣
0
+
∣∣∣Bλj −Bλ0

∣∣∣
0

)
|ŵsλj |0

+
(
|Aλ0 |0 + |Bλ0 |0

) ∣∣∣ŵsλj − ŵs

∣∣∣
0
.

Since Aλ, Bλ ∈ Cµ,0(D), we have A,B are continuous in λ in the sup norm. Hence by taking

τ = 0 in the above expression we get
∣∣∣Qλjn ŵsλj −Qλ0n ŵ

∣∣∣
0
−→ 0. Letting λj → λ0 in (4.9) we get

ŵs +Qλ0n ŵs = 0. By Vekua [7, p. 296-298], there does not exist non-trivial continuous solutions for

the above equation, thus ŵs = 0. But we have |ŵs|0 = limj→∞ |ŵsλj |0 = 1, which is a contradiction.

Thus |wλs |0 is bounded by some constant C0 uniform in λ. It follows then

|Qλnwλs |τ ≤ C(|Aλ|0 + |Bλ|0)|wλs |0 ≤ C ′
0,

for any 0 < τ < 1. By (4.8) we obtain |wλ|τ is bounded uniformly in λ by some constant C ′′
0 .

For k > 0 we apply induction. By (4.8) and Proposition 7.7 one has

|wλs |k+1+µ ≤ |Qλnwλs |k+1+µ + Ck

= |Pn(Aλwλs +Bλwλs )|k+1+µ + C ′
k

≤ C ′′
k

(
|Aλ|k+µ + |Bλ|k+µ

)
|wλs |k+µ + C ′′′

k ≤ C ′′′′
k .

Hence |wλs |k+1+µ is bounded uniformly in λ.

Finally we show that wλs is continuous in the C0-norm. Suppose this is not the case, we can

then find a sequence λj → λ0, |wλjs − wλ0s |0 ≥ δ > 0. Since |wλjs |k+1+µ is bounded, passing to a

subsequence if necessary, w
λj
s converges to some function ŵs in the Ck+1-norm. We have shown

above that Q
λj
n w

λj
s converges uniformly to Qλ0n ŵs. Letting λj → ∞ in equation (4.8) we have

ŵs +Qλ0n ŵs = gs.
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This equation has a unique solution wλ0s , thus ŵs = wλ0s . But this contradicts the fact that
|ŵs − wλ0s |0 ≥ δ > 0. Thus we have proved that wλs is continuous in λ in the C0(D)-norm. The
continuity of wλs in the Ck+1(D)-norm then follows from Proposition 2.3. �

Next we show the smooth dependence in parameter for a particular solution of the non-homogenous
Problem A.

Proposition 4.3. Let k be a non-negative integer and let 0 < µ < 1. Consider Problem A with
parameter on a simply-connected domain Ω:

(4.10)

{
∂zw

λ +Aλ(z)wλ +Bλ(z)wλ = F λ in Ω;

Re[lλ(z)wλ] = γλ on bΩ,

where the index n ≥ 0. Suppose Aλ, Bλ, F λ ∈ Ck+µ,0(Ω), lλ, γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(bΩ). Then there exists
a solution w0 in the class Ck+1+µ,0(Ω). Moreover there exists some constant C independent of λ
such that

‖wλ0 ‖0,0 := sup
λ∈[0,1]

|wλ0 |0 ≤ C
(
‖F λ‖0,0 + ‖γλ‖µ,0

)
,(4.11)

‖wλ0‖k+1+µ,0 ≤ C
(
‖F λ‖k+µ,0 + ‖γλ‖k+1+µ,0

)
.(4.12)

Proof. To prove estimate (4.11) (resp.(4.12)), it suffices to show that ‖w0‖0,0 ≤ C (resp. ‖w0‖k+1+µ,0 ≤
C ) if each norm on the right-hand side is bounded by 1, since the equations are linear. As before
we can assume the problem takes the form (4.7). In view of equation (3.14), we can take wλ0 to be

the unique solution in C0(D) to the integral equation in D:

(4.13) wλ +Qλnw
λ = PnF

λ +
zn

2πi

∫

S1

γλ(t)
t+ z

t− z

dt

t
,

where PnF
λ = TDF

λ+ z2n+1TDcF λ1 , Q
λ
nw

λ = Pn(A
λwλ+Bλwλ), and F λ1 and F λ are related by the

second expression in (3.11).
The proof is identical to that of the previous theorem, once we show that the right-hand side of

equation (4.13) belongs to Ck+1+µ,0(D). By Proposition 7.7,

|PnF λ|k+1+µ ≤ C|F λ|k+µ.
The second term is zn times Sγλ, the Schwarz transform of γλ on D. We have

|Sγλ|k+1+µ ≤ C|γλ|k+1+µ

by Proposition 7.11. Thus |PnF λ + znSγλ|k+1+µ is bounded. Fix τ ∈ (0, 1) we have

|PnF λ1 − PnF
λ2 |0 ≤ |PnF λ1 − PnF

λ2 |τ ≤ C|F λ1 − F λ2 |0,
|Sγλ1 − Sγλ2 |0 ≤ |Sγλ1 − Sγλ2 |τ ≤ C|γλ1 − γλ2 |τ .

By the above two inequalities and the assumptions, we see that PnF
λ+ znSγλ is continuous in the

C0-norm. By Proposition 2.3, PnF
λ + Sγλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(D). �

We can now prove the following result for Problem A on fixed domain:

Proposition 4.4. Let k be a non-negative integer and let 0 < µ < 1. Consider the non-
homogeneous Problem A (4.10) on a simply-connected domain Ω, with index n ≥ 0. Suppose
A,B,F ∈ Ck+µ,0(Ω), l, γ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(bΩ), ar, br, cs ∈ C0([0, 1]). Then for each λ there exists a
unique solution wλ satisfying the following conditions on a normally distributed set (see (3.6)).

(4.14)
wλ(zr) = ar(λ) + ibr(λ), r = 1, ..., N0;

wλ(z′s) = lλ(z′s)(γ
λ(z′s) + ics(λ)), s = 1, ..., N1
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where 2N0 +N1 = 2n + 1. The family wλ belongs to the class Ck+1+µ,0(Ω). Moreover there exists
some constant C independent of λ so that

‖wλ‖0,0 ≤ C

(
‖F λ‖0,0 + ‖γλ‖µ,0 +

N0∑

r=1

(|ar|0 + |br|0) +
N1∑

s=1

|cs|0
)
,(4.15)

‖wλ‖k+1+µ,0 ≤ C

(
‖F λ‖k+µ,0 + ‖γλ‖k+1+µ,0 +

N0∑

r=1

(|ar|0 + |br|0) +
N1∑

s=1

|cs|0
)
,(4.16)

where we denote |ar|0 := supλ∈[0,1] |ar(λ)| and similarly for |br|0 and |cs|0.

Proof. Let wλ0 be the particular solution to the non-homogeneous Problem A given in Proposi-
tion 4.3, and let wλℓ -s be the 2n + 1 R-linearly independent solution to the homogeneous Problem

A given in Proposition 4.2. Then wλ is given by the formula:

wλ(z) = wλ0 (z) +
2n+1∑

ℓ=1

dℓ(λ)w
λ
ℓ (z),(4.17)

where dℓ are real-valued functions on [0, 1].
From (4.14), we have the following linear system of equations for the determination of the

functions ds(λ):

2n+1∑

j=1

dℓ(λ)w
λ
ℓ (zr) = ar(λ) + ibr(λ)− wλ0 (zr) r = 1, ..., N0,(4.18)

2n+1∑

ℓ=1

dℓ(λ)w
λ
ℓ (z

′
s) = lλ(z′s)(γ

λ(z′s) + ics(λ))− wλ0 (z
′
s) s = 1, ..., N1.(4.19)

We can write the above as 2N0 + 2N1 real equations. However, there are in fact only 2N0 +N1 =
2n+ 1 equations, since the imaginary parts of equations (4.19) are obtained from the real parts of

equation (4.19), by multiplying −αλ(z′s)
βλ(z′s)

(assume that βλ(z′s) 6= 0.) Indeed, we have for z′s ∈ bΩ,

0 = Re[lλwλℓ (z
′
s)] = αλ(z′s)Re[w

λ
ℓ (z

′
s)] + βλ(z′s)Im[wλℓ (z

′
s)], 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ 2n+ 1,

γλ(z′s) = Re[lλwλ0 (z
′
s)] = αλ(z′s)Re[w

λ
0 (z

′
s)] + βλ(z′s)Im[wλ0 (z

′
s)],

where we set lλ(z′s) = αλ(z′s) + iβλ(z′s). Thus we can view the linear system (4.18)-(4.19) as:




Re[wλ1 (z1)] . . . Re[wλ2n+1(z1)]
Im[wλ1 (z1)] . . . Im[wλ2n+1(z1)]

...
...

...
Re[wλ1 (zN0)] . . . Re[wλ2n+1(zN0)]
Im[wλ1 (zN0)] . . . Im[wλ2n+1(zN0)]
Re[wλ1 (z

′
1)] . . . Re[wλ2n+1(z

′
1)]

...
...

...
Re[wλ1 (z

′
N1

)] . . . Re[wλ2n+1(z
′
N1

)]




×




d1(λ)
...

d2n+1(λ)


 =




Re(hλ(z1))
Im(hλ(z1))

...
Re(hλ(zN0))
Im(hλ(zN0))

...
Re(eλ(z′N1

))
...

Re(eλ(z′N1
))




where hλ(zr) and eλ(z′s) denote the right-hand side of (4.18) and (4.19), respectively. Write the
above matrix equation asMx = v. By Vekua [7, p. 286-287], for fixed λ and a normally distributed
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set {N0, N1,Ω}, M is invertible, thus we can write ds(λ) as P
Q
, Q 6= 0, and P and Q are linear

combination of products of

Re[wλℓ (zr)], Im[wλℓ (zr)], Re[wλℓ (z
′
s)], Im[wλℓ (z

′
s)],

(Re, Im)[ar(λ) + ibr(λ)− wλ0 (zr)], Re[lλ(z′s)(γ
λ(z′s) + icj(λ)) −wλ0 (z

′
s)].

By the assumption, Proposition 4.2 and 4.3, for fixed zr and z
′
s the above functions are continuous

in λ, thus dℓ-s are continuous functions of λ, and moreover by (4.11) we have

(4.20) |dℓ|0 ≤ C

(
N0∑

r=1

(|ar|0 + |br|0) +
(

N1∑

s=1

|cs|0
)

+ ‖F‖0,0 + ‖γ‖µ,0
)
.

Since wλ0 , w
λ
ℓ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ωλ), it follow from (4.17) that wλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ω). Putting together

estimates (4.11), (4.12) and (4.20) we get (4.15) and (4.16). �

Remark 4.5. Since our proof uses a contradiction argument, the constant C in (4.15) and (4.16) is
not explicit. In particular we do not know how it depends on the coefficient functions Aλ, Bλ and
lλ.

We now prove the analog of Proposition 4.4 when the index is negative.

Proposition 4.6. Let k be a non-negative integer, and let 0 < µ < 1. Consider Problem A (4.10)
with negative index. Suppose for each λ, conditions (3.17) is fulfilled. Suppose Aλ, Bλ ∈ Ck+µ,0(Ω),
lλ, γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(bΩ). Then for each λ there exists a unique solution wλ on Ω. The family wλ lies
in the class Ck+1+µ,0(Ω), and the following estimate hold

‖w‖k+1+µ,0 ≤ C(A,B, l) (‖F‖k+µ,0 + ‖γ‖k+1+µ,0) .

Proof. Reducing the problem to the canonical form (4.7). By Vekua [7, p. 300, (7.32), (7.33)], wλ

satisfies the integral equation (3.19)

(4.21) wλ + (Q∗
n′)λwλ = P ∗

kF
λ +

1

πi

∫

S1

γλ(t) dt

tk(t− z)
, n′ = −n,

where Q∗
n′w = P ∗

n′(Aλwλ + Bλwλ) and P ∗
n′ is given by (3.20). Vekua proved that for fixed λ, the

above equation is uniquely soluble for wλ given any right-hand side in Lq(D), for q ≥ p
p−1 , and Q

∗
n′

is a compact operator on Lq(D) satisfying the estimate

|(Q∗
n′)λf |k+1+µ ≤ C|Bλ|k+µ|f |k+1+µ.

Following the same argument as for the positive index case, it suffices to show the right-hand side
of (4.21) lies in the space Ck+1+µ,0(D× [0, 1]). For the first term we have the estimate

|P ∗
kF

λ|k+1+µ ≤ C|F λ|k+µ, |P ∗
kF

λ1 − P ∗
kF

λ2 | ≤ C|F λ1 − F λ2 |0.
The second term is the Cauchy transform of the function gλ = γλ/tk, and we have the estimate by
Proposition 7.11:

|Cgλ|k+1+µ ≤ C|γλ|k+1+µ, |Cgλ1 − Cgλ2 |0 ≤ C|γλ1 − γλ2 |1.
Since F λ ∈ Ck+µ,0(D) and γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(S1), then P ∗

n′F λ and C(gλ) are in Ck+1+µ,0(D). �

We now combine Proposition 4.4 and Proposition 2.6 to prove the following result for Problem
A on families of simply-connected domains. We state and prove the theorem only for n ≥ 0. When
n < 0, the same conclusion holds if we assume conditions (3.17) hold. The proof can be done
similarly as in Theorem 4.7 by using Proposition 4.6 and we leave the details to the reader.



23

Theorem 4.7. Let k, j, µ be as in Theorem 1.1. Let Ωλ be a Ck+1+µ,j family of bounded simply-

connected domains. That is, there exists a family of maps Γλ : Ω → Ωλ, with Γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ω).
Suppose the index n ≥ 0. Let {zr ∈ Ω, z′s ∈ bΩ} be a normally distributed set in Ω (Definition 3.6).

Set zλr = Γλ(zr), (z
′
s)
λ = Γλ(z′s). Then {zλr , (z′s)λ} is a normally distributed set in Ωλ. Let wλ be

the unique solution to Problem (4.3) satisfying the following:

(4.22)
wλ(zλr ) = ar(λ) + ibr(λ), (r = 1, ..., N0);

wλ((z′s)
λ) = lλ((z′s)

λ)[γλ((z′s)
λ) + ics(λ)], (s = 1, ..., N1)

where 2N0 +N1 = 2n + 1.
(i) Suppose Aλ, Bλ, F λ ∈ Ck+µ,0(Ωλ), and lλ, γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(bΩλ), and ar, br, cs ∈ C0([0, 1]). Then

wλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ωλ), and there exists some constant C independent of λ such that

‖wλ‖0,0 ≤ C

(
‖F λ‖0,0 + ‖γλ‖µ,0 +

N0∑

r=1

(|ar|0 + |br|0) +
N1∑

s=1

|cs|0
)
;(4.23)

‖wλ‖k+1+µ,0 ≤ C

(
‖F λ‖k+µ,0 + ‖γλ‖k+1+µ,0 +

N0∑

r=1

(|ar|0 + |br|0) +
N1∑

s=1

|cs|0
)
.(4.24)

(ii) Suppose Aλ, Bλ, F λ ∈ Ck+µ,j(Ωλ), and lλ, γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(bΩλ). Let wλ be the solution to

Problem (4.3) satisfying the condition (4.22), where ar, br, cs ∈ Cj([0, 1]). Then w ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ωλ).

Proof. (i) By Proposition 2.6, there exists a family of Riemann mappings Rλ : Ωλ → D with

R̃λ(z) := Rλ(Γλ(z)) ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ω). By Proposition 2.7, (Rλ)−1 ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(D). i.e. (Rλ)−1 : D →
Ωλ is also a Ck+1+µ,j family of embeddings. Define vλ(ζ) = wλ ◦ (Rλ)−1(ζ), ζ ∈ D, and write
zλ = (Rλ)−1(ζ). Since (Rλ)−1 is holomorphic, we have the boundary value problem for vλ on D:

(4.25)

{
∂ζv

λ(ζ) +Aλ1 (ζ)v
λ(ζ) +Bλ

1 (ζ)v
λ(ζ) = F λ1 (ζ) in D;

Re[lλ1 (ζ)v
λ(ζ)] = γλ1 (ζ) on S1,

where lλ1 := lλ ◦ (Rλ)−1, γλ1 := γλ ◦ (Rλ)−1, and

Aλ1 = Aλ ◦ (Rλ)−1(ζ)Dλ(ζ), Bλ
1 = Bλ ◦ (Rλ)−1(ζ)Dλ(ζ),

F λ1 = F λ ◦ (Rλ)−1(ζ)Dλ(ζ), Dλ = ∂ζ(R
λ)−1.

By Proposition 2.4, Aλ1 , B
λ
1 , F

λ
1 ∈ Ck+µ,j(D), and lλ1 , γ

λ
1 ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(D). Also Dλ ∈ Ck+µ,j(D).

Hence Aλ1 , B
λ
1 , F

λ
1 ∈ Ck+µ,j(D). The index n = 1

2π [l
λ]bΩ is an integer independent of λ. Let

ζλr := Rλ ◦ Γλ(zr), (ζ ′s)
λ := Rλ ◦ Γλ(zs).

Then for each λ, {ζλr , (ζ ′s)λ} is a normally distributed set in Ωλ. vλ satisfies the condition

vλ(ζλr ) = wλ(zλr ) = ar(λ) + ibr(λ), r = 1, ..., N0;

vλ((ζ ′s)
λ) = wλ((z′s)

λ) = lλ((z′s)
λ)[γλ((z′s)

λ) + ics(λ)], s = 1, ..., N1.

Since vλ = vλ0 +
∑

ℓ dℓ(λ)v
λ
ℓ , we have

2n+1∑

ℓ=1

dℓ(λ)v
λ
ℓ (ζ

λ
r ) = ar(λ) + ibr(λ)− vλ0 (ζ

λ
r ),

2n+1∑

ℓ=1

dℓ(λ)v
λ
ℓ ((ζ

′
s)
λ) = lλ((z′s)

λ)[γλ((z′s)
λ) + ics(λ)]− vλ0 ((ζ

′
s)
λ),
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where vλ0 is a particular solution to the non-homogeneous problem (4.25) as given in Proposition 4.3,
and vλ1 , ..., v

λ
2n+1 are linearly independent solutions to the corresponding homogeneous problem as

given in Proposition 4.2. We have vλ0 , v
λ
1 , . . . , v

λ
2n+1 ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(D). Since ζλr and (ζ ′s)

λ depend on

λ continuously, vλ0 (ζ
λ
r ), v

λ
ℓ (ζ

λ
r ), v

λ
0 ((ζ

′
s)
λ), vλℓ ((ζ

′
s)
λ) depend on λ continuously. Same reasoning as

in the proof of Proposition 4.4 then shows that dl ∈ C0([0, 1]), and consequently vλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(D),
and we have

‖vλ‖k+1+µ,0 ≤ C

(
‖F λ1 ‖k+µ,0 + ‖γλ1 ‖k+1+µ,0 +

N0∑

r=1

(|ar|0 + |br|0) +
N1∑

s=1

|cs|0
)
.

Now wλ := vλ ◦Rλ is the unique solution to Problem (4.3), wλ ◦ (Rλ)−1 ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(D), and wλ

satisfies the estimate (4.24). By Lemma 2.4, wλ ◦ Γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ω), or wλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ωλ).

(ii) The j = 0 case is done in (i). Assume now that j ≥ 1, and we use induction. We use the
notation Dλ,λ0v(ζ) from (2.6). In view of (4.25) Dλ,λ0v(ζ) is a solution to

(4.26)

{
∂ζu+Aλ01 u+Bλ0

1 u = F λ,λ0∗ in D;

Re[l̃λ0u] = γλ,λ0∗ on S1,

where F λ,λ0∗ := Dλ,λ0F1 − (Dλ,λ0A1)v
λ − (Dλ,λ0B1)vλ and γλ,λ0∗ := Dλ,λ0 γ̃ − Re[(Dλ,λ0 l̃)vλ]. We

also have

(4.27)
Dλ,λ0v(ζr) = hλ,λ0r := Dλ,λ0ar + iDλ,λ0br,

Dλ,λ0v(ζ ′s) = gλ,λ0s := Dλ,λ0
{
l•((ζ ′s)

•)[γ•((ζ ′s)
•) + ics(•)]

}
.

For every λ0, denote by ∂λv(·, λ0) the solution to the problem:

(4.28)

{
∂ζu+Aλ01 u+Bλ0

1 u = F λ0∗ in D;

Re[l̃λ0u] = γλ0∗ on S1,

satisfying the condition

(4.29) uλ0(ζr) = hr(λ0), u(ζ ′s, λ0) = gs(λ0),

where

F λ0∗ := ∂λF1(·, λ0)− ∂λA1(·, λ0)vλ0 − ∂λB1(·, λ0)vλ0 ,(4.30)

γλ0∗ := ∂λγ̃(·, λ0)−Re[(∂λ l̃(·, λ0)vλ0 ],(4.31)

hr(λ0) = a′r(λ0) + ib′r(λ0), gs(λ0) = ∂λ0{l̃λ(ζ ′s)[γ̃λ(ζ ′s) + ics(λ)]}.(4.32)

Note that the solution to (4.28) exists since the index 1
2π [l̃

λ0 ] is non-negative.

By the induction hypothesis, we have wλ ∈ Ck+µ,j−1(Ωλ), and therefore vλ = wλ ◦ (Rλ)−1(ζ) ∈
Ck+µ,j−1(D). As shown in (i), A1, B1, F1 ∈ Ck+µ,j(D), thus ∂λA1, ∂λB1, ∂λF1 ∈ Ck−1+µ,j−1(D).

From (4.30) we have F λ0∗ ∈ Ck−1+µ,j−1(D). On the other hand we have ∂λγ̃, ∂λ l̃ ∈ Ck+µ,j−1(D),
thus by (4.31), γλ0∗ ∈ Ck+µ,j−1(D).

Since a′r, b
′
r, c

′
s ∈ Cj−1([0, 1]), by (4.32) and (4.32), hr, gs ∈ Cj−1([0, 1]). Applying (i) to problem

(4.28)-(4.29), we obtain ∂λv(·, λ0) ∈ Ck+µ,j−1(D).
We now show that ∂λv is indeed the λ-derivative of vλ, namely Dλ,λ0v converges to ∂λv(·, λ0)

uniformly on D, as λ→ λ0.
Now uλ := Dλ,λ0v − ∂λv(·, λ0) is the unique solution to

(4.33)

{
∂ζu

λ +Aλ01 u
λ +Bλ0

1 uλ = F λ,λ0∗ − F λ0∗ in D;

Re[l̃λ0uλ] = γλ,λ0∗ − γλ0∗ on S1,
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which satisfies the condition: for r = 1, . . . , N0 and s = 1, . . . , N1,

uλ(ζr) = hλ,λ0r − hr(λ0), uλ(ζ ′s) = gλ,λ0s − gs(λ0).(4.34)

where the right-hand sides are defined by (4.27). We now show that |uλ|0 converges to 0 as λ→ λ0.
Reducing the problem as before to the form

(4.35)

{
∂ζ û

λ +Aλ00 û
λ +Bλ0

0 ûλ = F λ,λ00 in D;

Re[ζ−nûλ] = γλ,λ00 on S1

satisfying the conditions:

ûλ(ζr) = ĥr(λ), (r = 1, ..., N0); ûλ(ζ ′s) = ĝs(λ), (s = 1, ..., N1)(4.36)

where

ûλ = eχ
λ0
uλ, Aλ00 = Aλ01 , Bλ0

0 = Bλ0
1 e2iIm(χλ0 ),

F λ,λ00 =
(
F λ,λ0∗ − F λ0∗

)
eχ

λ0
, γλ,λ00 =

(
γλ,λ0∗ − γλ0∗

)
ep

λ0
,(4.37)

ĥr(λ) = hλ,λ0r − hr(λ0), ĝs(λ) = gλ,λ0s − gs(λ0),(4.38)

where as before χλ0 is the holomorphic function in D defined by (3.3). The solution to (4.35)-(4.36)
is given by

(4.39) ûλ = uλ0 +

2n+1∑

ℓ=1

dℓ(λ)u
λ
ℓ ,

where uλ0 is a particular solution which uniquely solves the integral equation:

uλ0 +Qλ0n u
λ
0 = Pn(F

λ
0 ) +

zn

2πi

∫

bD

γλ0 (t)
t+ z

t− z

dt

t
.

Here Qλ0n and P λ0n are the compact operators in the space C0(D) defined by (3.15) and (3.11),
respectively. Since I + Qλ0n is an injective (Vekua [7, p. 268]), by Fredholm alternative, it is also
surjective. By the open mapping theorem, the inverse (I − Qλ0n )−1 is continuous. Denoting its
operator norm by M0, we get

|uλ0 |0 ≤M0

(
|F λ,λ00 |0 + |γλ,λ00 |0

)
.

Since v ∈ C0,0(D) from part (i), we obtain from expressions (4.37) that the right-hand side of the
above equation converges to 0 as λ→ λ0. Hence |uλ0 |0 → 0.

Finally we show dℓ(λ) converges to 0. We have

ĥr(λ) = ûλ(ζr) = uλ0 (ζr) +

2n+1∑

ℓ=1

dℓ(λ)u
λ
ℓ (ζr), r = 1, ..., N0;

ĝs(λ) = ûλ(ζ ′s) = uλ0(ζ
′
s) +

2n+1∑

ℓ=1

dℓ(λ)u
λ
ℓ (ζ

′
s), s = 1, ..., N1.

By (4.38), ĥr(λ), ĝs(λ) converge to 0 as λ→ λ0. Also u
λ
0 (ζr) and u

λ
0 (ζ

′
s) all converge to 0 as λ→ λ0,

and therefore same reasoning as before shows that dℓ(λ) converges to 0. By (4.39), |ûλ|0 converges
to 0, which implies Dλ,λ0v converges to ∂λv(·, λ0) ∈ Ck+µ,j−1(D) in the sup-norm. This completes

the induction and we obtain v ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(D). Since wλ = vλ ◦Rλ, w ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ωλ). �
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. Proposition 4.7 gives a solution wλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ωλ). To finish the proof
we need to integrate wλ (as in (4.2)) to get a solution Uλ for the original elliptic boundary value

problem. Denote the resulting integration constant by c0(λ). Then by combining wλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ωλ)
and the condition uλ(zλ0 ) ∈ Cj([0, 1]) in the statement of the theorem, we get c0 ∈ Cj[0, 1], and the
proof of Theorem 4.1 is complete. �

5. Kernels with parameter

Starting in this section we study the parameter problem on families of multiply-connected do-
mains. As explained in the introduction, we can no longer fix the domain while preserving ∂ in
the highest order term, since there is no Riemann mapping theorem in this case. More signifi-
cantly, unlike in the simply-connected case where the solutions satisfy certain Fredholm equation,
the solutions on multiply-connected domains in general cannot be expressed as solutions of integral
equations directly. Instead we will follow Vekua to represent solutions by integral formulas (3.31).
In this section we show how the kernels G1 and G2 depend on λ.

For a function fλ defined on the domain Ωλ we will adopt the following notation:

f(z, λ) := fλ ◦ Γλ(z), z ∈ Ω, λ ∈ [0, 1].

Lemma 5.1. Let Ω ⊂ C be a bounded domain with C1 boundary, and Γλ : Ω → Ωλ be a C1,0-
embedding. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ 2. For each λ, suppose fλ ∈ Lp(Ωλ) and |f(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) is uniformly bounded
in λ. Define

TΩλf(·, λ) :=
∫∫

Ω

f(ζ, λ)

ζλ − zλ
dA(ζλ).

Then the following inequality hold:

(5.1) |TΩλf(·, λ)|Lγ
β
(Ω) ≤ C1,0C(r, γ,Ω)|f(·, λ)|Lp(Ω),

where γ is an arbitrary number satisfying the inequality 1 < γ < 2p
2−p , and β = 1

γ
− 2−p

2p > 0. The

constant C(p, γ,Ω) depends only on p, γ and Ω and does not depend on λ.

Proof. Recall definition (2.3) for the norm | · |Lγ
β
, so we have

|TΩλfλ(·)|Lγ
β
(Ωλ) =

(∫

Ω

∣∣∣∣
f(ζ, λ)

ζλ − zλ

∣∣∣∣
γ

aλ(ζ) dA(ζ)

) 1
γ

+ sup
h∈C

1

|h|β
(∫

Ω
|f(ζ + h, λ)− f(ζ, λ)|γaλ(ζ) dA(ζ)

) 1
γ

≤ C1,0

{(∫

Ω

∣∣∣∣
f(ζ, λ)

ζ − z

∣∣∣∣
γ

d|ζ|
) 1

γ

+ sup
h∈C

1

|h|β
(∫

Ω
|f(ζ + h, λ)− f(ζ, λ)|γ dA(ζ)

) 1
γ

}

= C1,0|TΩf(·, λ)|Lγ
β
(Ω),

where aλ(ζ) = |det(Γλ)|. By the result in [7, p. 47], for γ, β, p satisfying the above conditions, we
have |TΩfλ(·, λ)|Lγ

β
(Ω) ≤ C(p, γ,Ω)|f(·, λ)|Lp(Ω), from which estimate (5.1) then follows. �

Lemma 5.2. Let 2 < p < ∞. Suppose λ 7→ A(·, λ), B(·, λ) are continuous maps from [0, 1] to
Lp(C), where for each λ ∈ [0, 1], A(·, λ), B(·, λ) ≡ 0 outside Ω. For j = 1, 2, let

(5.2) ωj(z, t, λ) =
tλ − zλ

π

∫∫

Ω

A(ζ, λ)Xj(ζ, t, λ) +B(ζ, λ)Xj(ζ, t, λ)

(ζλ − zλ)(tλ − ζλ)Xj(ζ, t, λ)
dA(ζλ).

Then we have

(5.3) |ωj(·, t, λ)|αp ≤ C1,0C(p,Ω)
(
|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

)
, αp =

p− 2

p
,
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where the constants is uniform in λ and t ∈ K, for any compact subset K of C. In particular, if

Aλ, Bλ ∈ C0,0(Ωλ), then

|ωj(·, t, λ)|τ ≤ C1,0C(τ,Ω)
(
‖Aλ‖0,0 + ‖Bλ‖0,0

)
, for any 0 < τ < 1.

Proof. Let aλ(ζ) = |det Γλ(ζ)|. We can rewrite ωj as

ωj(z, t, λ) =
1

π

∫

Ω

[
1

ζλ − zλ
− 1

ζλ − tλ

][
A(ζ, λ) +B(ζ, λ)

Xj(ζ, t, λ)

Xj(ζ, t, λ)

]
aλ(ζ) dA(ζ).

By Hölder’s inequality and Proposition 7.3, we have for any z, t ∈ C,

(5.4) |ωj(z, t, λ)| ≤ C1,0C(p,Ω)
(
|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

)
;

(5.5) |ωj(z, t, λ)| ≤ C1,0Cp
(
|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

)
|z − t|αp ;

|ωj(z1, t, λ)− ωj(z2, t, λ)| ≤ C1,0Cp
(
|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

)
|z1 − z2|αp(5.6)

for any z1, z2, t ∈ C. �

Lemma 5.3. Let Ω be a bounded domain in C with C1 boundary, and Γ : Ω → Ωλ be a C1,0

embedding. Let 2 < p < ∞, and p′ = p
p−1 be the conjugate of p, with 1 < p′ < 2. Suppose

λ 7→ A(·, λ), B(·, λ) are continuous maps from [0, 1] to Lp(C), where for each λ ∈ [0, 1], A(·, λ),
B(·, λ) ≡ 0 outside Ω (In particular A,B ∈ Lp,2(C), p > 2.) Let K be a compact subset of C. For
any q with 1 < p′ ≤ q < 2, and for each λ ∈ [0, 1], let X1(z, t, λ) and X2(z, t, λ) be the unique
solution in Lq,0(C) to the integral equations (see [7, p. 156]): for i = 1, 2,

(5.7) Xj(z, t, λ) −
1

π

∫∫

Ω

A(ζ, λ)Xj(ζ, t, λ) +B(ζ, λ)Xj(ζ, t, λ)

ζλ − zλ
dA(ζλ) = gi(z, t, λ),

where g1(z, t, λ) =
1

2(tλ−zλ)
and g2(z, t, λ) =

1
2i(tλ−zλ)

. Then the following statements hold:

(i) For each t ∈ C, λ 7→ Xj(·, t, λ) is a continuous map from [0, 1] to Lq(Ω). Moreover, for all
t ∈ K we have

(5.8) |Xj(·, t, λ)|Lq(Ω) ≤ C1,0C(p,Ω)
(
|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

)
,

where the constants on the right-hand side is uniform in λ and t ∈ K.
(ii)

sup
t∈K

|Xj(·, t, λ1)−Xj(·, t, λ2)|Lq(Ω) → 0 as |λ1 − λ2| → 0.

(iii) For each ε > 0, let Eε(t) = {z ∈ Ω : |z − t| > ε}. Then we have

sup
t∈K

|Xj(·, t, λ1)−Xj(·, t, λ2)|C0(Eε(t)) → 0 as |λ1 − λ2| → 0.

Proof. (i) We shall only prove the lemma for X1, as the proof for X2 is identical. First, we show the
Lq norm of Xj is uniformly bounded in λ and t ∈ K. Seeking a contradiction, suppose there exists
a sequence λj ∈ [0, 1] such that Nj := |X1(·, t, λj)|Lq(Ω) → ∞ as j → ∞. Since [0, 1] is compact we
can assume that λj → λ0 ∈ [0, 1] for some λ0. Dividing both sides of equation (5.7) by Nj , and

writing X̂1(·, t, λj) = 1
Nj
X1(·, t, λj), we obtain

(5.9) X̂1(·, t, λj)− P λj X̂1(·, t, λj) =
1

2(tλj − zλj )Nj

,

where |X̂1(·, t, λj)|Lq(Ω) = 1 and we set

P λf(z, t, λ) = TC[A(·, λ)f(·, t, λ) +B(·, λ)f(·, t, λ)](z, t, λ).
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Setting r = 1 in Lemma 5.1 and applying Hölder’s inequality, we have
∣∣∣P λj X̂1(·, t, λj)

∣∣∣
L
γ
α(Ω)

≤ C(p, γ,Ω)
∣∣∣(A+B)(·, λj)X̂1(·, t, λj)

∣∣∣
L1(Ω)

≤ C(p, γ,Ω)
(
|A(·, λj)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λj)|Lp(Ω)

)
|X̂1(·, t, λj)|Lp′ (Ω)

for 1 < γ < 2·1
2−1 = 2 and α = 1

γ
− 1

2 > 0. In particular we can choose γ = q, since 1 < p′ ≤ q < 2. By

[7, Theorem 1.3] applied to the sequence P λj X̂1(·, t, λj), and passing to a subsequence if necessary,

we can assume that P λj X̂1(·, t, λj) converges to some limit in Lq(Ω). Meanwhile the right-hand

side of (5.9) converges to 0 in Lq(Ω). Therefore by (5.9) X̂1(·, t, λj) converges to some X̂1(·, t) in
Lq(Ω).

We show that |P λj X̂1(·, t, λj)−P λ0X̂1(·, t)|Lq(Ω) → 0 as λj → λ0. In what follows we write aλ(ζ)

for |detDΓλ(ζ)|. Writing DλjX̂1(ζ, t) = X̂1(ζ, t, λj)− X̂1(ζ, t), we have

(5.10) |P λj X̂1(·, t, λj)− P λ0X̂1(·, t)|Lq(Ω) ≤ D1 +D2 +D3 +D4,

where

D1 =

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Ω

(δλj ,λ0A)X̂1(ζ, t, λj) +A(ζ, λ0)(D
λj X̂1(ζ, t))

ζλj − zλj
dA(ζλj )|

∣∣∣∣∣
Lq(Ω)

,

D2 =

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Ω

(δλj ,λ0B)X̂1(ζ, t, λj) +B(ζ, λ0)Dλj X̂1(ζ, t)

ζλj − zλj
dA(ζλj )|

∣∣∣∣∣
Lq(Ω)

,

D3 =

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Ω

A(ζ, λ0)X̂1(ζ, t, λ0) +B(ζ, λ0)X̂1(ζ, t, λ0)

ζλj − zλj

{
aλj (ζ)− aλ0(ζ)

}
dA(ζ)

∣∣∣∣∣
Lq(Ω)

,

D4 =

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

(
A(ζ, λ0)X̂1(ζ, t, λ0) +B(ζ, λ0)X̂1(ζ, t, λ0)

)( 1

ζλj − zλj
− 1

ζλ0 − zλ0

)
dA(ζλ0)

∣∣∣∣
Lq(Ω)

.

By estimate (5.1) applied to γ = q and r = 1 and Hölder’s inequality, we have

D1 ≤ C1,0C(q,Ω)
(
|(δλj ,λ0A)X̂1(·, t, λ)|L1(Ω) + |A(·, λ0)(Dλj X̂1(·, t))|L1(Ω)

)

≤ C1,0C(q,Ω)
(
|δλj ,λ0A|Lp(Ω)|X̂1(·, t, λ)|Lq(Ω) + |A(ζ, λ0)|Lp(Ω)|Dλj X̂1|Lq(Ω)

)
,

where 1 < p′ ≤ q < 2. By assumption, this expression goes to 0. Similarly we can show that D2

converges to 0, and also

D3 ≤ C1,0C(q,Ω)
∣∣∣Γλj − Γλ0

∣∣∣
1

{
|A(·, λ0)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ0)|Lp(Ω)

}
|X̂1(·, t, λ0)|Lq(Ω),

D4 ≤
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

(
A(ζ, λ0)X̂1(ζ, t, λ0) +B(ζ, λ0)X̂1(ζ, t, λ0)

) δζ,z(Γλ0 − Γλj ) dA(ζλ0)

(ζλj − zλj )(ζλ0 − zλ0)

∣∣∣∣
L
q
z(Ω)

≤ C1,0C(q,Ω)
∣∣∣Γλ0 − Γλj

∣∣∣
1

{
|A(·, λ0)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ0)|Lp(Ω)

}
|X̂1(·, t, λ0)|Lq(Ω).

Hence D3,D4 → 0 as |λj − λ0| → 0. By (5.10), |P λj X̂1(·, t, λj) − P λ0X̂1(·, t)|Lq(Ω) tends to 0 as
|λj − λ0| → 0.

Letting j → ∞ in equation (5.9), we have

0 = X̂1(z, t)− TC[A(·, λ0)X̂1(·, t) +B(·, λ0)X̂1(·, t)](z, t)



29

holds in Lq(Ω). By the result in [7, p. 156], the equation has only the trivial solution, so X̂1 ≡ 0.

But |X̂1(·, t)|Lq(Ω) = limj→∞ |X̂1(·, t, λj)|Lq(Ω) = 1, which is a contradiction. Thus |X1(·, t, λ)|Lq(Ω)

is bounded, for any q with 1 < p′ ≤ q < 2.
Next, we show that X1(·, t, λ) is continuous in the Lq(Ω)-norm, for any q with 1 < p′ ≤ q < 2.

Otherwise there exists some sequence λj → λ0, such that |X1(·, t, λj) −X1(·, t, λ0)|Lq(Ω) ≥ δ > 0.
Since we have already shown that |X1(·, t, λ)|Lq(Ω) is bounded uniformly in λ, by the computation

above, |P λjX1(·, t, λj)|Lq
α(Ω) is bounded uniformly in λ. Passing to a subsequence if necessary,

P λjX1(·, t, λj) converges to some function in Lq(Ω). The right-hand side of the integral equation

(5.7) converges to 1
tλ0−zλ0

in Lq(Ω). Indeed, we have

(∫∫

Ω

∣∣∣∣
1

tλj − zλj
− 1

tλ0 − zλ0

∣∣∣∣
q

dA(z)

) 1
q

≤ C1,0|Γλj − Γλ0 |1
(∫∫

Ω

1

|t− z|q dA(z)
) 1

q

,

which converges to 0 as |λj − λ0| → 0, since Γ ∈ C1,0(Ω). It follows from equation (5.7) that

X1(z, t, λj) converges to some X∗
1 (z, t) in Lq(Ω). As before we can show that |P λjX1(·, t, λj) −

P λ0X∗
1 (·, t)|Lq(Ω) → 0. Taking j → ∞ in equation (5.7) we obtain

X∗
1 (z, t) − P λ0X∗

1 (z, t) =
1

2(tλ0 − zλ0)
, in Lq(Ω).

On the other hand, since X1(z, t, λ0) satisfies the same equation. By uniqueness of solution we have
X1(·, t, λ0) = X∗

1 (·, t) in Lq(Ω). But |X∗
1 (·, t) −X1(·, t, λ0)|Lq(Ω) ≥ δ > 0, which is a contradiction.

This shows that of X1(·, t, λ) in continuous in λ in the Lq(Ω)- norm.
Finally to obtain estimate (5.8) we write X1 in the form (3.22):

(5.11) X1(z, t, λ) =
eω1(z,t,λ)

tλ − zλ
.

By (5.3), we have |ωj(·, t, λ)|Cαp (Ω) ≤ C1,0C(p,Ω)
(
|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

)
, where αp =

p−2
p

,

and the constants are independent of λ and t ∈ K. Estimate (5.8) then readily follows. �

(ii) As in part (i) we only need to prove the statements for X1. Let Dλ1,λ2X1 = X1(z, t, λ1) −
X1(z, t, λ2). Then by (5.3), we see that Dλ1,λ2X1 satisfies the following integral equation

Dλ1,λ2X1(z, t) + P λ2(Dλ1,λ2X1)(z, t) =
4∑

i=1

Ri(z, t, λ1),

where P λ2f(z, t) = TC

[
A(·, λ2)f(·, t) +B(·, λ2)f(·, t)

]
and

R1(z, t, λ1) =

∫∫

Ω

(A(·, λ1)−A(·, λ2))X1(·, t, λ1)
ζλ1 − zλ1

dA(ζλ1),

R2(z, t, λ1) =

∫∫

Ω

A(·, λ2)X(·, t, λ1)(aλ1 − aλ2)

ζλ1 − zλ1
dA(ζ),

R3(z, t, λ1) =

∫∫

Ω
A(·, λ2)X(·, t, λ1)

(
1

ζλ1 − zλ1
− 1

ζλ2 − zλ2

)
dA(ζλ2),

R4(z, t, λ1) =
1

tλ1 − zλ1
− 1

tλ2 − zλ2
.

Since |X1(·, t, λ)|Lq (Ω) is bounded, we can show by the same proof as in (i) that supt∈K |Ri(z, t, λ1)|Lq(Ω)

converges to 0 as |λ1−λ2| → 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ 4. Let (I+P λ2)−1 : Lq(Ω) → Lq(Ω) be the inverse operator
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of I +P λ2 . By the open mapping theorem, (I +P λ2)−1 is continuous. Denoting its operator norm
by Mλ2 , we have

sup
t∈K

|Dλ1,λ2X1(·, t)|Lq(Ω) ≤Mλ2

4∑

i=1

sup
t∈K

|Ri(z, t, λ1)|Lq(Ω) ,

which converges to 0 as |λ1 − λ2| → 0. �

(iii) We write X1 in the form (5.11), where ω1 is given by expression (5.2). By Lemma 5.2, if
|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω), |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) are bounded uniformly in λ, then |ω1(·, t, λ)|Cαp (Ω) is bounded uniformly

in λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ K, for αp = p−2
p
. In view of (5.11), |X1(·, t, λ)|Cαp (Eε) is bounded uniformly

in λ and t. By part (ii), supt∈K |X1(·, t, λ1) − X1(·, t, λ2)|L1(Ω) converges to 0 as |λ1 − λ2| → 0.
Applying Proposition 7.20 we get

sup
t∈K

|X1(·, t, λ1)−X1(·, t, λ2)|C0(Ω∩Eε) −→ 0. �

Lemma 5.4. Let 2 < p < ∞. Suppose λ 7→ A(·, λ), B(·, λ) are continuous maps from [0, 1] to
Lp(C), where for each λ ∈ [0, 1], A(·, λ), B(·, λ) ≡ 0 outside Ω. For j = 1, 2, let

ωj(z, t, λ) =
tλ − zλ

π

∫∫

Ωλ

A(ζ, λ)Xj(ζ, t, λ) +B(ζ, λ)Xj(ζ, t, λ)

(ζλ − zλ)(tλ − ζλ)Xj(ζ, t, λ)
dA(ζλ).

Then for each t, λ 7→ ωj(·, t, λ) ∈ C0(Ω) is a continuous map from [0, 1] to C0(Ω). Moreover for
any compact subset K in C, we have

(5.12) sup
t∈K

|ωj(·, t, λ1)− ωj(·, t, λ2)|C0(Ω) → 0 as |λ1 − λ2| → 0.

Proof. Rewrite ωj as

ωj(z, t, λ) =
1

π

∫∫

Ω

[
1

ζλ − zλ
− 1

ζλ − tλ

] [
A(ζ, λ) +B(ζ, λ)

Xj(ζ, t, λ)

Xj(ζ, t, λ)

]
a(ζ, λ) dA(ζ),

where a(ζ, λ) = |(det Γλ)(ζ)|. We have

(5.13) |ωj(z, t, λ1)− ωj(z, t, λ2)| ≤ D1 +D2 +D3,

where

D1 =

∫∫

C

{∣∣∣∣
1

ζλ1 − zλ1
− 1

ζλ2 − zλ2

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣

1

ζλ1 − tλ1
− 1

ζλ2 − tλ2

∣∣∣∣
}

×
∣∣∣∣∣A(ζ, λ1) +B(ζ, λ1)

Xj(ζ, t, λ1)

Xj(ζ, t, λ1)

∣∣∣∣∣ dA(ζ
λ1);

D2 =

∫∫

C

∣∣∣∣
1

ζλ2 − zλ2
+

1

tλ2 − ζλ2

∣∣∣∣ |(Aa)(ζ, λ1)− (Aa)(ζ, λ2)| dA(ζ);

D3 =

∫∫

C

∣∣∣∣
1

ζλ2 − zλ2
+

1

tλ2 − ζλ2

∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣(Ba)(ζ, λ1)
Xj(ζ, t, λ1)

Xj(ζ, t, λ1)
− (Ba)(ζ, λ2)

Xj(ζ, t, λ2)

Xj(ζ, t, λ2)

∣∣∣∣∣ dA(ζ).
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Let p′ be the conjugate of p, with 1 < p′ < 2. By Hölder’s inequality we have

D1 ≤ C1,0|Γλ1 − Γλ2 |1
∫

Ω

(
1

|ζ − z| +
1

|ζ − t|

) ∣∣∣∣∣A(ζ, λ1) +B(ζ, λ1)
Xj(ζ, t, λ1)

Xj(ζ, t, λ1)

∣∣∣∣∣ dA(ζ
λ1)

≤ C1,0|Γλ1 − Γλ2 |1
(
‖(ζ − z)−1‖Lp′ (Ω) + ‖(ζ − t)−1‖Lp′ (Ω)

) (
|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

)

≤ C1,0Cp|Γλ1 − Γλ2 |1
(
|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

)
,

and similarly for D2:

D2 ≤ C1,0Cp

(
|δλ1,λ2A|Lp(Ω) + |A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)|δλ1,λ2Γ|1

)
.

Hence by our assumption, D1 and D2 converge to 0 and the convergence is uniform in t ∈ K. For
D3 we have D3 ≤ D31 +D32, where

D31 =

∫

C

∣∣∣∣
1

ζλ2 − zλ2
+

1

tλ2 − ζλ2

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣δλ1,λ2(Ba)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣∣
Xj(ζ, t, λ1)

Xj(ζ, t, λ1)

∣∣∣∣∣ dA(ζ),

D32 =

∫

C

∣∣∣∣
(Ba)(ζ, λ2)

ζλ2 − zλ2
+

(Ba)(ζ, λ2)

tλ2 − ζλ2

∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣
Xj(ζ, t, λ1)

Xj(ζ, t, λ1)
− Xj(ζ, t, λ2)

Xj(ζ, t, λ2)

∣∣∣∣∣ dA(ζ).

By Hölder’s inequality, D31 ≤ C1,0Cp|(Ba)(·, λ1)− (Ba)(·, λ2)|Lp(Ω), which by assumption goes to
0 as |λ1 − λ2| → 0. On the other hand,

D32 ≤ 2

∫

C

∣∣∣∣
(Ba)(ζ, λ2)

ζλ2 − zλ2
+

(Ba)(ζ, λ2)

tλ2 − ζλ2

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
Xj(ζ, t, λ1)−Xj(ζ, t, λ2)

Xj(ζ, t, λ1)

∣∣∣∣ dA(ζ).(5.14)

By (5.4), |ωj(ζ, t, λ)| is bounded uniformly for any ζ, t ∈ C and λ ∈ [0, 1], and

X1(ζ, t, λ) =
eω1(ζ,t,λ)

2(tλ − ζλ)
, X2(ζ, t, λ) =

eω2(ζ,t,λ)

2i(tλ − ζλ)
.

Hence |Xj(ζ, t, λ)| ≥ C1,0

|ζ−t| . In what follows we write L1
ζ(Ω) to indicate the integral is with respect

to ζ. Using the above estimate in (5.14) we have

D32 ≤ C1,0

(∣∣∣∣
B(ζ, λ2)

ζλ2 − zλ2

[
δλ1,λ2Xj(ζ, t)

]∣∣∣∣
L1
ζ
(Ω)

+
∣∣∣B(ζ, λ2)

[
δλ1,λ2Xj(ζ, t)

]∣∣∣
L1
ζ
(Ω)

)

≤ C1,0 |B(·, λ2)|Lp(Ω)

(∣∣∣∣
δλ1,λ2Xj(ζ, t)

ζλ2 − zλ2

∣∣∣∣
L
p′

ζ
(Ω)

+
∣∣∣δλ1,λ2Xj(ζ, t)

∣∣∣
L
p′

ζ
(Ω)

)

≤ C1,0 |B(·, λ2)|Lp(Ω)





(∫

{ζ:|ζ−z|<δ′}

∣∣∣∣
δλ1,λ2Xj(ζ, t)

ζ − z

∣∣∣∣
p′

dA(ζ)

) 1
p′

+

(∫

{ζ:|ζ−z|≥δ′}

∣∣∣∣
δλ1,λ2Xj(ζ, t)

ζ − z

∣∣∣∣
p′

dA(ζ)

) 1
p′

+
∣∣∣δλ1,λ2Xj(ζ, t)

∣∣∣
L
p′

ζ
(Ω)



 ,

where δ′ > 0 is to be determined. By Lemma 5.3 (ii), supt∈K |δλ1,λ2Xj(·, t)|Lp′ (Ω) → 0 as |λ1−λ2| →
0. So for fixed δ′ the last two terms in the above bracket converge to 0. By estimate (5.5),

|ωj(z, t, λ1)− ωj(z, t, λ2)| ≤ |ωj(z, t, λ1)|+ |ωj(z, t, λ2)|
≤ C1,0Cp

(
|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

)
|z − t|αp .
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For any ε > 0, we can pick r > 0 such that for any z ∈ Ω and t ∈ K with |z − t| < r, one has
|ωj(z, t, λ1)− ωj(z, t, λ2)| < ε. Then it suffices to consider the points z for which |z − t| ≥ r.

Now for this fixed r, we can let δ′ = r
2 be such that for any z with |z − t| ≥ r and |ζ − z| < δ′,

we have |ζ − t| ≥ |t− z| − |z − ζ| ≥ δ′ = r
2 , and so

{ζ : |ζ − z| < δ′} ⊂ {ζ : |ζ − t| ≥ δ′}.
Hence

(∫

{ζ:|ζ−z|<δ′}

∣∣∣∣
δλ1,λ2Xj(ζ, t)

ζ − z

∣∣∣∣
p′

dA(ζ)

) 1
p′

≤
(∫

{ζ:|ζ−t|≥δ′}

∣∣∣∣
δλ1,λ2Xj(ζ, t)

ζ − z

∣∣∣∣
p′

dA(ζ)

) 1
p′

≤ Cp′ sup
t∈K

|δλ1,λ2Xj(ζ, t)|C0({ζ:|ζ−t|≥δ′}).

The last expression goes to 0 as |λ1−λ2| → 0, by Lemma 5.3 (iii). This shows that D32 converges to
0 as |λ1−λ2| → 0 and the convergence is uniform in t ∈ K. The proof of (5.12) is now complete. �

6. Families of multiply-connected domains

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1 for families of bounded multiply-connected domains. We
will first follow Vekua to reduce the problem to a singular integral equation. We then obtain
regularities in all variables by transforming it into an equivalent Fredholm equation, so that a
compactness argument can be used.

Just like in the simply-connected case, it suffices to consider the corresponding problem in the
form (4.3).

Theorem 6.1 (Problem A on multiply-connected domains). Let k, j, µ be as in Theorem 1.1. Let
Ω be a bounded domain in C whose boundary is C1+µ and which has m+ 1 connected components.
Let Γλ : Ω → Ωλ be a family of embeddings of class C1,0(Ω). Fix a normally distributed set

(Definition 3.6) {{zλr }N0
r=1, {zλs }N1

s=1} in Ω so that {zλr = Γλ(zr), z
λ
a = Γλ(zs)} forms a normally

distributed set in Ωλ. For each λ, let wλ be the unique solution to

(6.1)

{
∂zw

λ(zλ) +Aλ(zλ)wλ(zλ) +Bλ(zλ)wλ(zλ) = F λ(zλ) in Ωλ;

Re[lλ(zλ)wλ(zλ)] = γλ(zλ) on bΩλ,

where the index n (Definition 3.1) satisfies n > m− 1 and wλ satisfies the additional conditions

(6.2)
wλ(zλr ) = ar(λ) + ibr(λ), (r = 1, ..., N0);

wλ((z′s)
λ) = lj(z

′
s, λ)(γj(z

′
s, λ) + ics(λ)), (s = 1, ..., N1).

(i) Suppose for 2 < p < ∞, λ → Aλ, Bλ, F λ are continuous maps from [0, 1] to Lp(Ω), and

that lλ, γλ ∈ Cµ,0(bΩλ), ar, br, cs ∈ C0([0, 1]). Then wλ ∈ Cν,0(Ωλ), where ν = min(αp, µ) and

αp =
p−2
p

.

(ii) If bΩ ∈ Ck+1+µ, Γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ω), Aλ, Bλ, F λ ∈ Ck+µ,0(Ωλ), lλ, γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(bΩλ), then

wλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ωλ), and there exists some constant C independent of λ such that

‖wλ‖0,0 ≤ C

(
‖F λ‖0,0 + ‖γλ‖µ,0 +

N0∑

r=1

(|ar|0 + |br|0) +
N1∑

s=1

|cs|0
)
,

‖wλ‖k+1+µ,0 ≤ C

(
‖F λ‖k+µ,0 + ‖γλ‖k+1+µ,0 +

N0∑

r=1

(|ar|0 + |br|0) +
N1∑

s=1

|cs|0
)
.



33

(iii) If bΩ ∈ Ck+1+µ, Γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ω), Aλ, Bλ, F λ ∈ Ck+µ,j(Ωλ), lλ, γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(bΩλ), then

wλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ωλ), and there exists some constant C independent of λ such that

‖wλ‖k+1+µ,j ≤ C

(
‖F λ‖k+µ,j + ‖γλ‖k+1+µ,j +

N0∑

r=1

(|ar|j + |br|j) +
N1∑

s=1

|cs|j
)
.

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 6.1, we can now prove Theorem 1.1 for the case
κ > m−1, where κ is the index for the oblique derivative boundary value problem. (See Definition
4.1).

Theorem 6.2 (Multiply-connected domains, κ > m− 1 ).
Let k, j, µ be as in Theorem 1.1. Let Ω be a bounded domain in C with Ck+2+µ boundary. Let Γλ

be a family of maps that embed Ω to Ωλ, with Γλ ∈ Ck+2+µ,j(Ω). Consider the following oblique
derivative problem:

(6.3)

aλ(x, y)uλxx + 2bλ(x, y)uλxy + cλ(x, y)uλyy + dλ(x, y)uλx + eλ(x, y)uλy = fλ, in Ωλ;

duλ

dΥλ
= γλ on bΩλ,

with index κ > m − 1. Here Υλ = ξλ + iηλ is a non-vanishing vector field along bΩλ. Sup-

pose aλ, bλ, cλ, dλ, eλ, fλ are functions in Ωλ such that aλ, bλ, cλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ωλ), and dλ, eλ, fλ ∈
Ck+µ,j(Ωλ). Suppose further that Υλ, γλ are functions in bΩλ such that Υλ, γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(bΩλ).

For each λ ∈ [0, 1], let {{zλr }N0
r=1, {zλs }N1

s=1} be a normally distributed set for Ωλ, and let uλ be the

unique solution to (6.3) on Ωλ satisfying the conditions (see [7, Theorem 4.13] )

uλx(z
λ
r )− iuλy (z

λ
r ) = ar(λ) + ibr(λ) (r = 1, ..., N0);

uλx((z
′
s)
λ)− iuλy ((z

′
s)
λ) = lλ((z′s)

λ)(γλ((z′s)
λ) + ics(λ)), (s = 1, ..., N1);

uλ(zλ0 ) = e(λ), zλ0 ∈ Ωλ,(6.4)

where ar, br, cs, e ∈ Cj([0, 1]). Then uλ ∈ Ck+2+µ,j(Ωλ).

Proof. Let ϕλ be the maps defined as in Proposition 2.10. Then Uλ := uλ ◦ (ϕλ)−1 is a solution to
the following problem

∆Uλ + pλ(ξ, η)Uλξ + qλ(ξ, η)Uλη = hλ(ξ, η), in Dλ;

νλ1 Uλξ + νλ2 Uλη = gλ(ξ, η), on bDλ,

where pλ, qλ, hλ ∈ Ck+µ,j(Dλ) and νλ1 , ν
λ
2 , g

λ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Dλ). Furthermore Uλ satisfies

Uλξ (ζλr )− iUλη (ζλr ) = ãr(λ) + ib̃r(λ) (r = 1, ..., N0);

Uλξ ((ζ ′s)λ)− iUλη ((ζ ′s)λ) = c̃s(λ) + id̃s(λ), (s = 1, ..., N1);

Uλ(ζλ0 ) = ẽ(λ), zλ0 ∈ Ωλ,

where {ζλr , (ζ ′s)λ} is the image of {zλr , (z′s)λ} under the map ϕλ, and ãr, b̃r, c̃s, d̃s, ẽ ∈ Cj([0, 1]).
Let wλ = Uλξ − iUλη be the unique solution in Ck+1+µ,j(Ω) to problem (6.1) as given in Theo-

rem 6.1, where we take

Aλ =
1

4

(
pλ + iqλ

)
, Bλ =

1

4

(
pλ − iqλ

)
, F λ =

1

2
hλ, lλ = νλ1 − iνλ2 , γλ = gλ.

and wλ satisfies

wλ(ζλr ) = ãr(λ) + ib̃r(λ), wλ((ζ ′s)
λ) = c̃s(λ) + id̃s(λ).
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for r = 1, . . . , N0 and s = 1, . . . , N1. Set

Uλ(ζλ) = c0(λ) +Re

∫ zλ

ζλ0

wλ(ζ) dζλ, zλ = xλ + iyλ ∈ Ωλ.

uλ(zλ) = Uλ(ϕλ(zλ)) = c0(λ) +Re

∫ ϕλ(zλ)

ζλ0

wλ(ζ) dζλ.

By (6.4) and e ∈ Cj([0, 1]), we have c0 ∈ Cj([0, 1]). Hence uλ ∈ Ck+2+µ,j(Ωλ). �

For the rest of the section we prove Theorem 6.1. In §6.1 and §6.2 we prove part (i). We
reduce problem A (6.1) to a singular integral equation with parameter. We then transform the
singular integral equation into a Fredholm equation and derive all the relevant estimates. In the
end we apply a standard compactness argument to show that the solution wλ ∈ Cν′,0(bΩλ), for any
0 < ν ′ < ν, where ν = min(αp, µ), αp = p−2

p
. We then use the Cν−,0(bΩλ) estimate to prove the

Cν,0(bΩλ) estimate. For our proof we apply a trick of Vekua to reduce the problem to the case for
families of simply-connected domains. In §6.3, we derive the Ck+1+µ,0(bΩλ) estimate for wλ. In
§6.4, we take the derivatives in λ and derive the Ck+1+µ,j(bΩλ) estimate for wλ. This completes
the proof.

6.1. The Cν−,0 estimate.

Recall the notation: f(z, λ) := fλ(zλ), for (z, λ) ∈ Ω× [0, 1].

Step 1: Setup of the singular integral equation.
For each λ, let wλ be the unique solution to the boundary value problem (6.1) satisfying condition

(6.2). Since Re[l(t, λ)w(t, λ)] = γ(t, λ) on bΩ, there exists a real-valued function η such that

(6.5) w(t, λ) = l(t, λ)γ(t, λ) + il(t, λ)η(t, λ), (t, λ) ∈ bΩ× [0, 1].

Then the solution wλ can be represented by formula (3.31):

(6.6) w(z, λ) = wγ(z, λ) + wη(z, λ) + wF (z, λ), z ∈ Ω,

where

wγ(z, λ) :=
1

2πi

∫

bΩ
G1(z, t, λ)l(t, λ)γ(t, λ) dt

λ − 1

2πi

∫

bΩ
G2(z, t, λ)l(t, λ)γ(t, λ) dtλ,(6.7)

wη(z, λ) :=
1

2π

∫

bΩ
G1(z, t, λ)l(t, λ)η(t, λ) dt

λ − 1

2π

∫

bΩ
G2(z, t, λ)l(t, λ)η(t, λ) dtλ,(6.8)

wF (z, λ) := − 1

π

∫∫

Ω
G1(z, ζ, λ)F (ζ, λ) dA(ζ

λ)− 1

π

∫∫

Ω
G2(z, ζ, λ)F (ζ, λ) dA(ζ

λ).(6.9)

Here Gi(z, t, λ) is the fundamental kernel of the equation:

∂zw +A(z, λ)w +B(z, λ)w = 0, z ∈ C,

where for z /∈ Ω, we take A(z, λ) ≡ B(z, λ) ≡ 0.
According to (3.27), Gi(z, t, λ) has the representations:

G1(z, t, λ) =
eω1(z,t,λ) + eω2(z,t,λ)

tλ − zλ
, G2(z, t, λ) =

eω1(z,t,λ) − eω2(z,t,λ)

tλ − zλ
,

where ωi(z, t, λ)− s are given by formula (5.2).
By (3.29), it can be shown easily that for fixed λ and F (·, λ) ∈ Lp(Ω), wF (·, λ) is continuous in

C.
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Referring to [7, p. 234], η satisfies the singular integral equation

(6.10) Kλη(ζ, λ) =

∫

bΩ
K(ζ, t, λ)η(t, λ) ds = γ0(ζ, λ),

where

γ0(ζ, λ) = γ(ζ, λ)−Re[l(ζ, λ)w+
γ (ζ, λ)] −Re[l(ζ, λ)wF (ζ, λ)],(6.11)

K(ζ, t, λ) = − 1

2π
Re
[
l(t, λ)(ρλ)′(s)

(
G1(ζ, t, λ)l(ζ, λ) +G2(ζ, t, λ)l(ζ, λ)

)]
.

In addition, η satisfies the following conditions:

(6.12)
wη(zr, λ) = ar(λ) + ibr(λ)− wγ(zr, λ)− wF (zr, λ)

w+
η (z

′
s, λ) = l(z′s, λ)(γ(z

′
s, λ) + ics(λ))− w+

γ (z
′
s, λ)− wF (z

′
s, λ)

where {zr, z′s} for r = 1, . . . , N0 and s = 1, . . . , N1 is a normally distributed set on Ω. Here we use
w+
γ (resp.w+

η ) to denote the limiting value of wγ(z, λ) (resp.w+
η (z, λ)) as z approaches to z′s ∈ bΩ

from the interior of Ω. For fixed λ, η(·, λ) ∈ Cν(Ω) by Proposition 3.9 (i), and thus according to
Proposition 7.13, w+

η is given by (7.6).

Referring to [7, p. 235], the homogeneous integral equation Kλη(ζ, λ) = 0 has 2n + 1 linearly
independent solutions. We apply the theory of one dimensional singular integrals. The reader can
refer to the classic book of Muskhelishvili [5].

Step 2: Estimates for wλγ and wλF .

We first show that the right-hand side of (6.10) is in Cν,0(Ωλ).

Lemma 6.3. Let γλ ∈ Cµ,0(bΩλ), and let wγ be defined by formula (6.7), then wλγ ∈ Cµ,0(bΩλ).

Proof. By equations (3.28) wλγ satisfies the equation

∂
zλ
wγ +A(z, λ)wγ(z, λ) +B(z, λ)wγ(z, λ) = 0.

By Proposition 7.14, wλγ is the unique solution to the integral equation:

(6.13) wγ(z, λ) + P λwγ(z, λ) = Φ(z, λ), z ∈ Ω,

where

P λwγ(z, λ) := TΩλ(Aλwλγ +Bλwλγ )(z
λ), Φ(z, λ) :=

1

2πi

∫

bΩ

(lγ)(t, λ)

tλ − zλ
dtλ.

By Proposition 7.12 we know for fixed λ, wγ(·, λ) ∈ Cν(Ω), where ν = min(αp, µ), αp =
p−2
p
.

We make a few observations:
1) By Proposition 7.3, we have

∣∣∣P λwγ(·, λ)
∣∣∣
Cαp(Ω)

≤ C1,0Cp(|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω))|wγ(·, λ)|C0(Ω).(6.14)

In other words, the operator P λ is a compact operator for each fixed λ.

2) By standard estimates for Cauchy integral (or see [1, p. 176]), we have

(6.15) ‖Φ‖0,0 ≤ C1,0‖lγ‖µ,0, ‖Φ‖µ,0 ≤ C1+µ,0‖lγ‖µ,0.
3) The homogeneous integral equation

wγ(z, λ) + TΩλ(Aλwλγ +Bλwλγ )(z
λ) = 0, z ∈ Ω

has only the trivial solution for each λ. For the existence and uniqueness, see the argument in the
proof of Proposition 7.14.
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First, we show that |wγ(·, λ)|0 is bounded uniformly in λ. Seeking contradiction, suppose that
for some sequence {λj} converging to λ0, one has Nj := |γ(·, λj)|0 → ∞. Dividing both sides of
(6.13) by Nj, we have

(6.16) ŵγ(z, λj) + P λj ŵγ(z, λj) =
1

Nj
Φ(z, λj), z ∈ Ω,

where ŵγ(z, λj) =
1
Nj
w̃γ(z, λj). By estimate (6.14), |P λŵγ(·, λ)|αp is bounded by a constant uni-

form in λ. By Arzela-Ascoli theorem and passing to a subsequence if necessary, P λj ŵγ converges
uniformly to some function. The right-hand side of the above equation converges to 0 by (6.15), so
in view of (6.16) ŵγ converges uniformly to some function w̃. One can check that P λj ŵγ converges

uniformly to P λ0w̃, thus passing to the limit as j → ∞ we get w̃+P λ0w̃ = 0. By the above obser-
vation 3), w̃ ≡ 0 which contradicts the fact that |w̃|0 = limj→∞ |ŵγ(·, λ)|0 = 1. Hence |wγ(·, λ)|0 is
bounded uniformly in λ. Applying estimate (6.14) we get

‖wλγ‖ν,0 ≤ ‖P λwλγ‖αp,0 + ‖Φλ‖µ,0 ≤ C(‖wλγ‖0,0 + ‖lλγλ‖µ,0),
where C is some constant independent of λ.

Next we show wγ(·, λ) is continuous in λ in the C0(bΩ)-norm. Suppose this is not the case, then
there exists some λ0 and a sequence λj → λ0, such that |wγ(·, λj) − wγ(·, λ0)|0 ≥ ε > 0. Since we

have shown that |wλγ |ν is bounded uniformly in λ. Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we have

that w
λj
γ converges to some w∗ in the Cν

′

(bΩ)-norm, for 0 < ν ′ < ν. As before we can show that

|P λjwλjγ − P λ0w∗|0 → 0. Letting |λj − λ0| → 0 in (6.13) we get w∗(z) + P λ0w∗(z, λ) = Φ(z, λ0)

for z ∈ Ω. Since we know that wλ0γ satisfies the same equation, again by the above observation
3) we must have w∗ = wγ(·, λ0). But this contradicts the fact that |wγ(·, λj) − wγ(·, λ0)| ≥ ε > 0.
Hence wγ(·, λ) is continuous in λ in the C0(bΩ) norm. By Proposition 2.3, the results imply

wλγ ∈ Cν,0(bΩλ). �

Next we show that wλF ∈ Cαp,0(bΩλ).

Lemma 6.4. Let 2 < p < ∞ and αp = p−2
p
. Suppose λ 7→ A(·, λ), B(·, λ), F (·, λ) are continuous

maps from [0, 1] to Lp(Ω). For z ∈ Ω, let wλF be given by formula (6.9). Then for each λ, wλF can

be extended to a function in Cαp(Ω), and wλF ∈ Cαp,0(Ωλ). Moreover we have the following estimate

‖wλF ‖αp,0 ≤ C(p,Ω)( sup
λ∈[0,1]

|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + sup
λ∈[0,1]

|B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)),

where the constant depends only on p and Ω and is independent of λ.

Proof. By Hölder’s inequality we have

|wF (z, λ)| ≤ C
(
|G1(ζ, ·, λ)|Lp′ (Ω) + |G2(ζ, ·, λ)|Lp′ (Ω)

)
|F (·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

≤ C1,0Cp (Σi=1,2‖ωi‖0,0) |F (·, λ)|Lp(Ω), 2 < p <∞,

where ‖ωi‖0,0 = supζ∈Ω,λ∈[0,1] |ωi(·, t, λ)|0. We have

|wF (z, λ) − wF (z
′, λ)|

≤ C
∑

i=1,2

∫∫

Ω

∣∣Gi(z, ζ, λ)−Gi(z
′, ζ, λ)

∣∣ |F (ζ, λ)| dA(ζλ)

≤ C

∫∫

Ω

Σi=1,2

∣∣∣eωi(z,ζ,λ) − eωi(z′,ζ,λ)
∣∣∣

|ζλ − zλ| |F (ζ, λ)| dA(ζλ)

+ C

∫∫

Ω

(
Σi=1,2

∣∣∣eωi(z′,ζ,λ)
∣∣∣
) ∣∣∣∣

1

ζλ − zλ
− 1

ζλ − (z′)λ

∣∣∣∣ |F (t, λ)| dA(ζλ).
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Denote the first integral above by I and the second integral by II. Applying Hölder’s inequality
for p > 2 we have

I ≤ C1,0(Σi=1,2‖ωi‖αp,0)|z − z′|αp

∫∫

Ω

|F (ζ, λ)|
|z − ζ| dA(ζ)

≤ C1,0Cp(Σi=1,2‖ωi‖αp,0)|F (·, λ)|Lp(Ω)|z − z′|αp ,

where ‖ωi‖αp,0 := supζ∈Ω,λ∈[0,1] |ωi(·, t, λ)|αp . Also

II =

{∫∫

|z−ζ|<2|z−z′|
+

∫∫

|z−ζ|≥|z−z′|

}(
Σi=1,2

∣∣∣eωi(z′,ζ,λ)
∣∣∣
) ∣∣∣∣

1

zλ − ζλ
− 1

(z′)λ − ζλ

∣∣∣∣ |F (ζ, λ)| dA(ζλ)

≤ C1,0(Σi=1,2‖ωi‖0,0)
{∫∫

|z−ζ|<2|z−z′|

|F (ζ, λ)|
|z − ζ| dA(ζ) +

∫∫

|z′−ζ|<3|z−z′|

|F (ζ, λ)|
|z′ − ζ| dA(ζ)

+

∫∫

|z−ζ|≥2|z−z′|

∣∣∣∣
1

zλ − ζλ
− 1

(z′)λ − ζλ

∣∣∣∣ |F (ζ, λ)| dA(ζ)
}

≤ C1,0(Σi=1,2‖ωi‖0,0)
{
|F (·, λ)|Lp(Ω)|z − z′|αp + |z − z′|

∫∫

|z−ζ|≥2|z−z′|

|F (ζ, λ)|
|z − ζ||z′ − ζ| dA(ζ)

}

≤ C1,0Cp(Σi=1,2‖ωi‖0,0)|F (·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

{
|z − z′|αp + |z − z′|(C + |z − z′|−

2
p )
}

≤ C1,0Cp(Σi=1,2‖ωi‖0,0)|F (·, λ)|Lp(Ω)|z − z′|αp .

Thus we obtain

(6.17) |wF (·, λ)|αp ≤ C1,0Cp(Σi=1,2‖ωi‖αp,0)|F (·, λ)|Lp(Ω) ≤ C
(
|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

)
,

where we used (5.3), and the constant C depends only on p and Ω and is independent of λ.
Next we show wλF is continuous in C0-norm. For simplicity we omit the constant − 1

π
. Set

dA(ζλ) = a(ζ, λ)dA(ζ), a(ζ, λ) := |det(DΓλ)|.
We have, using notation (2.5) for δλ1,λ2 .

|wF (z, λ1)− wF (z, λ2)| ≤
∑

i=1,2

∣∣∣∣
∫∫

Ω
δλ1,λ2 [Gi(z, ζ)F (t)a(ζ)] dA(ζ)

∣∣∣∣

≤
∑

i=1,2

∫∫

Ω
[δλ1,λ2Gi(z, t)](Fa)(ζ, λ1) dA(ζ) +

∫∫

Ω
Gi(z, ζ, λ2)[δ

λ1,λ2(Fa)(t)] dA(ζ)

≤
∫∫

Ω

Σi=1,2|eωi(z,ζ,λ1) − eωi(z,ζ,λ2)|
|ζλ1 − zλ1 | |(Fa)(ζ, λ1)|+

∫∫

Ω
Σi|eωi(z,ζ,λ2)||(Fa)(ζ, λ1)|

∣∣∣∣
1

ζλ1 − zλ1
− 1

ζλ2 − zλ2

∣∣∣∣ dA(ζ) +
∫∫

Ω

Σi|eωi(z,ζ,λ2)|
|ζλ2 − zλ2 | |δλ1,λ2(Fa)(t)| dA(ζ).

By Hölder’s inequality, this is bounded by

C1,0Cp

{
Σi sup

ζ∈Ω

|δλ1,λ2ωi(·, ζ)|0|F |Lp(Ω) + (Σi‖ωi‖0,0)
(
|Γλ1 − Γλ2 |1|F |Lp(Ω) + |δλ1,λ2F |Lp(Ω)

)}
,

where the constants are independent of λ. By Lemma 5.4 (iii), supζ∈Ω |ωi(z, ζ, λ1)−ωi(z, ζ, λ2)|0 →
0 , so the first term above goes to 0. Since Γλ ∈ C1,0, and F (·, λ) is continuous in λ in the Lp(Ω)-
norm, the second and third terms above converge to 0 as |λ1 − λ2| → 0. �
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Step 3: Reduction of the singular integral operator.

To estimate wλη ((6.8)), we first need to estimate η(·, λ). Write

Kλη(ζ, λ) = Kλ
1η(ζ, λ) +N λ

1 η(ζ, λ),

where Kλ
1η(ζ, λ) := − 1

2π

∫
bΩRe

[
l(t, λ)l(ζ, λ)(ρλ)′(s)G1(ζ, t, λ)

]
η(t, λ) ds, and

N λ
1 η1(ζ, λ) := − 1

2π

∫

bΩ
Re
[
l(t, λ)l(ζ, λ)(ρλ)′(s)G2(ζ, t, λ)

]
η(t, λ) ds.(6.18)

The operator N λ
1 is compact, since by estimate (5.5),

|G2(ζ, t, λ)| =
∣∣∣∣∣
eω1(ζ,t,λ) − eω2(ζ,t,λ)

2(tλ − ζλ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
|ω1(ζ, t, λ)− ω2(ζ, t, λ)|

|tλ − ζλ|

≤ C
|ω1(ζ, t, λ)| + |ω2(ζ, t, λ)|

t− ζ
≤ C1,0Cp

(
|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

)
|t− ζ|−

2
p ,

where 2 < p < ∞. We shall call N λ
1 a Fredholm operator of the first kind, using the same termi-

nologies as in [5].
On the other hand, using that wj(t, t, λ) = 0 for all t and estimate (5.6), we have

G1(ζ, t, λ)−
1

tλ − ζλ
=
eω1(ζ,t,λ) + eω2(ζ,t,λ)

2(tλ − ζλ)
− 2

2(tλ − ζλ)

=
eω1(ζ,t,λ) − eω1(t,t,λ)

2(tλ − ζλ)
+
eω2(ζ,t,λ) − eω2(t,t,λ)

2(tλ − ζλ)

≤ C1,0Cp
(
|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

)
|ζ − t|−

2
p .

It follows that Kλ
1η(ζ, λ) = Kλ

2η(ζ, λ) +N λ
2 η(ζ, λ), where

Kλ
2η(ζ, λ) := − 1

2π

∫

bΩ
Re

[
l(t, λ)(ρλ)′(s)l(ζ, λ)

tλ − ζλ

]
η(t, λ) ds;

N λ
2 η(ζ, λ) := − 1

2π

∫

bΩ
Re


l(t, λ)l(ζ, λ)(ρλ)′(s)

∑

i=1,2

eωi(ζ,t,λ) − eωi(t,t,λ)

2(tλ − ζλ)


 η(t, λ) ds.(6.19)

The operator N λ
2 is compact, and

Kλ
2η(ζ, λ) = − 1

4π

∫

bΩ

[
l(t, λ)(ρλ)′(s)l(ζ, λ)

tλ − ζλ
+
l(t, λ) (ρλ)′(s)l(ζ, λ)

tλ − ζλ

]
η(t, λ) ds.

Since

ds

tλ − ζλ
=

(ρλ)′(s) dtλ

tλ − ζλ
= (ρλ)′(s) d log(t− ζλ)

= (ρλ)′(s) d log(tλ − ζλ) + (ρλ)′(s) d log
tλ − ζλ

tλ − ζλ

=
(ρλ)′(s) dtλ

tλ − ζλ
+ (ρλ)′(s) d log

tλ − ζλ

tλ − ζλ
,
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we can rewrite Kλ
2η as Kλ

2η(ζ, λ) = Kλ
3η(ζ, λ) +N λ

3 η(ζ, λ), with

Kλ
3η(ζ, λ) := − 1

4π

∫

bΩ

(
l(t, λ)l(ζ, λ) + l(t, λ)l(ζ, λ)

)
η(t, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ

N λ
3 η(ζ, λ) := − 1

4π

∫

bΩ
l(t, λ)l(ζ, λ)η(t, λ) d log

tλ − ζλ

tλ − ζλ
.(6.20)

Now, N λ
3 is a compact operator, and we can write Kλ

3η
λ in the form

Kλ
3η(ζ, λ) = A(ζ, λ)η(ζ, λ) +

1

πi

∫

bΩ

S(ζ, t, λ)η(t, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ,

where A(ζ, λ) ≡ 0, and

S(ζ, t, λ) := − i

4

(
l(t, λ)l(ζ, λ) + l(t, λ)l(ζ, λ)

)
.

In particular we have S(t, t, λ) = − i
2 . Now, the integral equation (6.10) can be written as

(6.21) Kλη(ζ, λ) = Kλ
3η(ζ, λ) +N λ

1 η(ζ, λ) +N λ
2 η(ζ, λ) +N λ

3 η(ζ, λ) = γ0(ζ, λ),

where Kλ
3 is a singular integral operator and Nλ

j -s are compact operators. Following [5, P. 118,

(45.4)], the index of the singular integral operator Kλ
3 is defined to be

1

2π

[
arg

A(t, λ)− S(t, t, λ)

A(t, λ) + S(t, t, λ)

]

bΩ

=
1

2π
[arg(−1)] = 0.

One can find a “ reducing operator” Mλ so that the composition Fλ = Mλ ◦ Kλ is a Fredholm
operator. Moreover by Vekua’s equivalence theorem [5, p. 149, case 1], if the index of Kλ

0 is
nonnegative, one can choose Mλ so that the equation Mλϕ = 0 has only the trivial solution ϕ ≡ 0.
Therefore ηλ is a solution to the Fredholm equation Fληλ = Mλγ0 if and only if ηλ is a solution
to the singular integral equation Kληλ = γ0, in other words it suffices to consider the equation

Fληλ = Mλγλ0 .

There are many choices for such Mλ, for example, one can take Mλ to be the dominant part of
the adjoint operator of Kλ

3 (See the remark after Definition 7.18). For an operator T , we use the
notation

T η(ζ, λ) := T ληλ(ζλ).

We have

(6.22) Mη(ζ, λ) := −S(ζ, ζ, λ)
πi

P.V.

∫

bΩ

η(t, λ) dtλ

tλ − ζλ
=

1

2π
P.V.

∫

bΩ

η(t, λ) dtλ

tλ − ζλ
.

Since S is Hölder continuous in both ζ and t, we can apply formula (7.15) to get

Fληλ(ζλ) = MK3η(ζ, λ)

= −[S(ζ, ζ, λ)]2η(ζ, λ)− S(ζ, ζ, λ)

(πi)2

∫

bΩ

[∫

bΩ

S(t1, t, λ)

(tλ1 − ζλ)(tλ − tλ1)
dtλ1

]
η(t, λ) dtλ

=
1

4
η(ζ, λ) − i

2π2

∫

bΩ

[∫

bΩ

l(t, λ)l(t1, λ) + l(t, λ)l(t1, λ)

(tλ1 − ζλ)(tλ − tλ1)
dtλ1

]
η(t, λ) dtλ,

where we used that S(t, t, λ) = − i
2 . We have

∫

bΩ

l(t, λ)l(t1, λ)

(tλ1 − ζλ)(tλ − tλ1)
=

l(t, λ)

tλ − ζλ
[v0(ζ, λ)− v0(t, λ)],(6.23)
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where we set

v0(ζ, λ) = P.V.

∫

bΩ

l(τ, λ)

τλ − ζλ
dτλ =

∫

bΩ

l(τ, λ)− l(ζ, λ)

τλ − ζλ
dτλ + (πi)l(ζ, λ).

By Lemma 7.9, v0 ∈ Cµ,0(bΩλ) and

(6.24) ‖v0‖µ,0 ≤ C1,0‖l‖µ,0.

In view of expression (6.23), we have

(6.25) Fη(ζ, λ) = 1

4
η(ζ, λ) +

∫

bΩ

k0(ζ, t, λ)

ζλ − tλ
η(t, λ) dtλ,

where k0(ζ, t, λ) is given by

(6.26) k0(ζ, t, λ) = l(t, λ) (v0(ζ, λ)− v0(t, λ)) .

In view of (6.24) we have

(6.27) |k0(ζ, t, λ)| ≤ A0|ζ − t|µ,

where A0 is some constant independent of λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ bΩ.
Next, we compute the composition operators MλN λ

1 η
λ, MλN λ

2 η
λ, MλN λ

3 η
λ. All of them turn

out to be Fredholm operators of the first kind. For simplicity, we will omit all the non-zero constants
in the following computations. In view of (6.18), we have

MN1η(ζ, λ)

=

∫

bΩ

1

tλ − ζλ

[∫

bΩ
Re
[
l(t1, λ)l(t, λ)G2(t, t1, λ)(ρ

λ)′(s1)
]
η(t1, λ) ds1

]
dtλ

=

∫

bΩ

[∫

bΩ

1

tλ − ζλ
Re
(
l(t1, λ)l(t, λ)G2(t, t1, λ)(ρ

λ)′(s1)
)
dtλ
]
η(t1, λ) ds1

=

∫

bΩ

[∫

bΩ

1

tλ − ζλ

(
l(t1, λ)l(t, λ)G2(t, t1, λ)(ρ

λ)′(s1)

+ l(t1, λ) l(t, λ) (ρλ)′(s1)G2(t, t1, λ) ) dt
λ ] η(t1, λ) ds1,

where we can easily justify the interchange of integrals. The inner integral can be expanded as

l(t1, λ)(t
λ
1 )

′(s1)

∫

bΩ

l(t, λ)
(
eω1(t,t1,λ) − eω2(t,t1,λ)

)

(tλ − ζλ)(tλ1 − tλ)
dtλ(6.28)

+ l(t1, λ) (t
λ
1 )

′(s1)

∫

bΩ

l(t, λ)
(
eω1(t,t1,λ) − eω2(t,t1,λ)

)

(tλ − ζλ)(tλ1 − tλ)
dtλ.

Denoting the first and second integrals in the above expression by I1 and I2 respectively, we have

I1(ζ, t1, λ) =

∫

bΩ

l(t, λ)e2iarg(t
λ
1−t

λ)

(tλ − ζλ)(tλ1 − tλ)

[
eω1(t,t1,λ) − eω2(t,t1,λ)

]
dtλ(6.29)

=
1

tλ1 − ζλ

{
P.V.

∫

bΩ

F (t, t1, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ − P.V.

∫

bΩ

F (t, t1, λ)

tλ − tλ1
dtλ
}
.

=
1

tλ1 − ζλ
[v′1(ζ, t1, λ)− v′1(t1, t1, λ)],
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where we set

v′1(ζ, t1, λ) :=

∫

bΩ

F (t, t1, λ)− F (ζ, t1, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ + πiF (ζ, t1, λ),

v′1(t1, t1, λ) :=

∫

bΩ

F (t, t1, λ)− F (t1, t1, λ)

tλ − tλ1
dtλ + πiF (t1, t1, λ),

F (t, t1, λ) := l(t, λ)e2iarg(t
λ
1−t

λ)
[
eω1(t,t1,λ) − eω2(t,t1,λ)

]
.

Note that since ω1(t1, t1) = ω2(t1, t1) = 0, we have F (t1, t1, λ) ≡ 0 on bΩ. We show that v′1(·, t1, λ) ∈
Cν,0(bΩλ). By Lemma 7.9, it suffices to see that F (·, t, λ) is ν-Hölder continuous in the first
argument, and this follows from Lemma 7.21, and estimate (5.3). In fact we have

|F (·, t1, λ)|ν ≤ C1+µ,0|l(·, λ)|µ(Σi=1,2|ωi(·, t1, λ)|αp), ν = min(αp, µ),

where the constant is uniform in λ and t1 ∈ bΩ. Hence by Lemma 7.9,

‖v′1(·, t1, λ)‖ν,0 ≤ C1,0‖F (·, t1, λ)‖ν,0 ≤ C1+µ,0‖l‖µ,0(Σi=1,2‖ωi‖αp,0).

In a similar way, we can show that

(6.30) I2(ζ, t1, λ) =
1

tλ1 − ζλ
[v′′1 (t1, ζ, λ)− v′′1 (t1, t1, λ)],

where v′′1 satisfies ‖v′′1 (·, t1, λ)‖ν,0 ≤ C1+µ,0‖l‖µ,0(Σi=1,2‖ωi‖αp,0).
Putting (6.29) and (6.30) in (6.28), we have

(6.31) MN1η(ζ, λ) =

∫

bΩ

k1(ζ, t1, λ)

tλ1 − ζλ
η(t1, λ) ds1, ν = min(αp, µ)

where k1(ζ, t1, λ) is given by

(6.32)
k1(ζ, t1, λ) := l(t1, λ)(ρ

λ)′(s1)[v
′
1(ζ, t1, λ)− v′(t1, t1, λ)]

+ l(t1, λ)(ρλ)′(s1)[v
′′
1 (ζ, t1, λ)− v′′(t1, t1, λ)],

and k1 satisfies

(6.33) |k1(ζ, t1, λ)| ≤ A1|ζ − t1|ν .
Here A1 is some constant independent of λ ∈ [0, 1] and t1 ∈ bΩ. By similar procedures applied to
(6.19), we can show that the following holds (up to a nonzero constant)

(6.34) MN2η(ζ, λ) =

∫

bΩ

k2(ζ, t1, λ)

tλ1 − ζλ
η(t1, λ) ds1, ν = min(αp, µ)

where k2(ζ, t1, λ) is given by

(6.35)
k2(ζ, t1, λ) := l(t1, λ)(ρ

λ)′(s1)[v
′
2(ζ, t1, λ)− v′2(t1, t1, λ)]

+ l(t1, λ)(ρλ)′(s1)[v
′′
2 (ζ, t1, λ)− v′′2 (t1, t1, λ)],

where v′2 and v′′2 satisfy the estimates

‖v′2(·, t1, λ)‖ν,0, ‖v′′2 (·, t1, λ)‖ν,0 ≤ C1+µ,0‖l‖µ,0(Σi=1,2‖ωi‖αp,0).

Hence

(6.36) |k2(ζ, t1, λ)| ≤ A2|ζ − t1|ν ,
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where A2 is some constant independent of λ ∈ [0, 1] and t1 ∈ bΩ. It remains to compute MλN λ
3 η

λ.
From (6.20), we have

N3η(ζ, λ) = − 1

4π

∫

bΩ
l(t, λ)l(ζ, λ)η(t, λ) d log

tλ − ζλ

tλ − ζλ

= −(−2i)

4π

∫

bΩ
l(t, λ)l(ζ, λ)η(t, λ) dtλ arg(t

λ − ζλ)

=
i

2π

∫

bΩ
l(t, λ)l(ζ, λ)η(t, λ)∂τλ(s) arg(t

λ − ζλ) ds,

where τλ is the unit tangent vector of bΩλ at tλ. Omitting the constant in the front, we have

MN3η(ζ, λ) =

∫

bΩ

1

tλ − ζλ

[∫

bΩ
l(t1, λ)l(t, λ)[∂τλ(s1) arg(t

λ
1 − tλ)]η(t1, λ) ds1

]
dtλ

=

∫

bΩ
l(t1, λ)

[∫

bΩ

l(t, λ)[∂τλ(s1) arg(t
λ
1 − tλ)](tλ1 − tλ)

(tλ − ζλ)(tλ1 − tλ)
dtλ

]
η(t1, λ) ds1.

Denote F (t, t1, λ) = l(t, λ)(tλ1 − tλ)[∂τλ(s1) arg(t
λ
1 − tλ)]. As before we show that |F (·, t1, λ)|µ is

bounded uniformly in λ ∈ [0, 1] and t1 ∈ bΩ. Since lλ ∈ Cµ,0(bΩλ), we only need to show the
function

[∂τλ(s1) arg(t
λ
1 − tλ)](tλ1 − tλ)

is Hölder µ continuous in t, and the Hölder norm is uniformly bounded in λ and t1.
If |t− t1| < 2|t− t̃|, then |t̃− t1| ≤ |t̃− t|+ |t− t1| ≤ 3|t− t̃|, and we have

∣∣∣[∂τλ(s1) arg(tλ1 − tλ)](tλ1 − tλ)− ∂τλ(s1) arg(t
λ
1 − t̃λ)](tλ1 − t̃λ)

∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣∂s1 arg(ρλ(s1)− tλ)(tλ1 − tλ)− [∂s1 arg(ρ

λ(s1)− t̃λ)](tλ1 − t̃λ)
∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∂s1 arg(ρλ(s1)− tλ)

∣∣∣ |tλ1 − tλ|+
∣∣∣∂s1 arg(ρλ(s1)− t̃λ)

∣∣∣ |tλ1 − t̃λ|.

By Lemma 7.21 (i), the above is bounded by

C1+µ,0

(
|t1 − t|µ−1|t1 − t|+ |t1 − t̃|µ−1|t1 − t̃|

)

≤ C1+µ,0(|t1 − t|µ + |t1 − t̃|µ) = C ′
1+µ,0|t− t̃|µ.

On the other hand if |t− t1| ≥ 2|t− t̃|, we have
∣∣∣[∂τλ(s1) arg(tλ1 − tλ)](tλ1 − tλ)− ∂τλ(s1) arg(t

λ
1 − t̃λ)](tλ1 − t̃λ)

∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣
{
∂τλ(s1) arg(t

λ
1 − tλ)− ∂τλ(s1) arg(t

λ
1 − t̃λ)

}
(tλ1 − tλ)

∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣∂τλ(s1) arg(tλ1 − t̃λ)](tλ − t̃λ)

∣∣∣ .

By Lemma 7.21 (ii), since |t− t1| ≥ 2|t− t̃|, the above is bounded by

C1+µ,0

(
|t− t̃|

|t− t1|2−µ
|t1 − t|+ |t1 − t|µ−1|t− t̃|

)
≤ C ′

1+µ,0|t− t̃|µ.

Now, by the same proof as that for MλN λ
1 and MλN λ

2 , we can show that

(6.37) MN3η(ζ, λ) =

∫

bΩ

k3(ζ, t1, λ)

tλ1 − ζλ
η(t1, λ) ds1,
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where k3(ζ, t1, λ) is of the form

(6.38) k3(ζ, t1, λ) := l(t1, λ) (v3(ζ, t1, λ)− v3(t1, t1, λ)) ,

and v3 satisfies the estimate ‖v3(·, t1, λ)‖µ,0 ≤ C1+µ,0‖l‖µ,0. Hence
(6.39) |k3(ζ, t1, λ)| ≤ A3|ζ − t1|µ,
where A3 is some constant independent of λ ∈ [0, 1] and t1 ∈ bΩ.

We now apply M to both sides of integral equation (6.21). By (6.25), (6.31), (6.34), (6.37) we
have

(6.40) (I +N )η(ζ, λ) := η(ζ, λ) +

∫

bΩ

k(ζ, t, λ)

ζλ − tλ
η(t, λ) dtλ = Mγ0(ζ, λ),

where k(ζ, t, λ) :=
∑3

i=0 ki(ζ, t, λ). By (6.27), (6.33), (6.36) and (6.39), we have

|k(ζ, t, λ)| ≤ A|ζ − t|ν , ν = min (µ, αp) ,

for some constant A independent of λ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ bΩ.

Step 4: Estimates for the right-hand side of the reduced equation.

We now prove Mλγλ0 ∈ Cν′,0(Ωλ), for any 0 < ν ′ < ν and ν = min(µ, αp). Recall that γ0 is
given by (6.11):

γ0(ζ, λ) = γ(ζ, λ)−Re[l(ζ, λ)w+
γ (ζ, λ)] −Re[l(ζ, λ)wF (ζ, λ)].

Since for each λ, l(·, λ) and γ(·, λ) are Hölder continuous, we can apply the jump formula for
generalized Cauchy integrals (Proposition 7.13) to get

w+
γ (ζ, λ) =

1

2
l(ζ, λ)γ(ζ, λ) +

1

2πi
P.V.

∫

bΩ
G1(ζ, t, λ)l(t, λ)γ(t, λ) dt

λ

− 1

2πi

∫

bΩ
G2(ζ, t, λ)l(t, λ)γ(t, λ) dtλ

:= P1(ζ, λ) + P2(ζ, λ) + P3(ζ, λ) + P4(ζ, λ),

where we set

P1(ζ, λ) :=
1

2
l(ζ, λ)γ(ζ, λ), P2(ζ, λ) := πi[l(ζ, λ)γ(ζ, λ)],(6.41)

P3(ζ, λ) :=

∫

bΩ

1

2(tλ − ζλ)

{(
2∑

i=1

eωi(ζ,t,λ)

)
[l(t, λ)γ(t, λ)](6.42)

−
(

2∑

i=1

eωi(t,t,λ)

)
[l(ζ, λ)γ(ζ, λ)]

}
dtλ,

P4(ζ, λ) := − 1

2πi

∫

bΩ

eω1(ζ,t,λ) − eω2(ζ,t,λ)

2(tλ − ζλ)
l(t, λ)γ(t, λ) dtλ.

By assumption, P λ1 , P
λ
2 ∈ Cµ,0(bΩλ). Using (6.22), we have

M(lP1)(ζ, λ) =
1

2π
P.V.

∫

bΩ

l(lγ)(t, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ =

1

2π
P.V.

∫

bΩ

γ(t, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ

=
1

2π

{∫

bΩ

γ(t, λ) − γ(ζ, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ + πiγ(ζ, λ)

}
.
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By Lemma 7.9, we have

(6.43) ‖M(lP1)‖µ,0 ≤ C1,0‖γ‖µ, ‖M(lP2)‖µ,0 ≤ C1,0‖γ‖µ.
For P3, since ωi(t, t, λ) = 0, we have

P3(ζ, λ) =
∑

i=1,2

∫

bΩ

l(t, λ)γ(t, λ)

2(tλ − ζλ)

[
eωi(ζ,t,λ) − eωi(t,t,λ)

]
dtλ(6.44)

+

∫

bΩ

1

tλ − ζλ
[l(t, λ)γ(t, λ) − l(ζ, λ)γ(ζ, λ)] dtλ,

and

M(lP3)(ζ, λ) =
∑

i=1,2

∫

bΩ

l(t, λ)

tλ − ζλ

[∫

bΩ

l(t1, λ)γ(t1, λ)

2(tλ1 − tλ)

[
eωi(t,t1,λ) − eωi(t1,t1,λ)

]
dtλ1

]
dtλ

+

∫

bΩ

l(t, λ)

tλ − ζλ

[∫

bΩ

1

tλ1 − tλ
[l(t1, λ)γ(t1, λ)− l(t, λ)γ(t, λ)] dtλ1

]
dtλ

=
∑

i=1,2

∫

bΩ
l(t1, λ)γ(t1, λ)

[∫

bΩ

fi(t1, t, λ)

(tλ − ζλ)(tλ1 − tλ)
dtλ
]
dtλ1

+

∫

bΩ

[∫

bΩ

g(t1, t, λ)

(tλ − ζλ)(tλ1 − tλ)
dtλ
]
dtλ1

=
∑

i=1,2

∫

bΩ

l(t1, λ)γ(t1, λ)

tλ1 − ζλ

[
P.V.

∫

bΩ

fi(t1, t, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ −

∫

bΩ

fi(t1, t, λ)

tλ − tλ1
dtλ
]
dtλ1

+

∫

bΩ

1

tλ1 − ζλ

[
P.V.

∫

bΩ

g(t1, t, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ −

∫

bΩ

g(t1, t, λ)

tλ − tλ1
dtλ
]
dtλ1 ,

where we denote fi(t1, t, λ) := l(t, λ)
(
eωi(t,t1,λ) − eωi(t1,t1,λ)

)
and

g(t1, t, λ) := l(t, λ)l(t1, λ)γ(t1, λ)− γ(t, λ).

We can write M(lP3) as

(6.45) M(lP3)(ζ, λ) =

∫

bΩ

k(ζ, t1, λ)

tλ1 − ζλ
dtλ1 ,

where

k(ζ, t1, λ) := l(t1, λ)γ(t1, λ)

2∑

i=1

(vi(t1, ζ, λ)− vi(t1, t1, λ)) + (w(t1, ζ, λ)− w(t1, t1, λ)) ,

vi(t1, ζ, λ) : = P.V.

∫

bΩ

fi(t1, t, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ =

∫

bΩ

fi(t1, t, λ) − fi(t1, ζ, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ + πifi(t1, ζ, λ),

w(t1, ζ, λ) := P.V.

∫

bΩ

g(t1, t, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ =

∫

bΩ

g(t1, t, λ)− g(t1, ζ, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ + πig(t1, ζ, λ).

Let ‖ωi‖α,0 := supt1∈bΩ,λ∈[0,1] |ωi(·, t1, λ)|αp . By Lemma 7.9 we have

‖vi(t1, ·, λ)‖ν,0 ≤ C1,0‖fi(t1, ·, λ)‖ν,0 ≤ C1,0‖ωi‖αp,0|l(·, λ)|µ.
‖w(t1, ·, λ)‖µ,0 ≤ C1,0|g(t1, ·, λ)|µ ≤ C1,0 (|γ(·, λ)|0|l(·, λ)|µ + |γ(·, λ)|µ) ,

for ν = min(αp, µ), where the constants are uniform in t1 ∈ bΩ. It follows from (6.45) and
Lemma 7.10 that given any 0 < ν ′ < ν, one has

‖M(lP3)‖ν′,0 ≤M0,(6.46)



45

for some M0 independent of λ. Similarly we can show

‖M(lP4)‖ν′,0 ≤M1,(6.47)

for some M1 independent of λ. Combining (6.43), (6.46) and (6.47), we obtain

(6.48) ‖M(Re[lλ(wλγ )
+])‖ν′,0 ≤M, 0 < ν ′ < ν,

where M depends only on ν ′, ‖ωi‖αp,0, ‖l‖µ,0 and ‖γ‖ν,0.
Next, we show λ 7→

∣∣∣M
(
Re[lλ(wλγ )

+]
)∣∣∣ is a continuous map from [0, 1] to C0(bΩ). For simplicity,

we omit the constant 1
2π in the operator M.

∣∣∣M
(
Re
[
lλ1(wλ1γ )+

])
−M

(
Re
[
lλ2(wλ2γ )+

])∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣P.V.
∫

bΩ

Re[(lw+
γ )(t, λ1)]

tλ1 − ζλ1
dtλ1 − P.V.

∫

bΩ

Re[(lw+
γ )(t, λ2)]

tλ2 − ζλ2
dtλ2

∣∣∣∣∣ .

We parametrize bΩλ by ρλ(s) and set ζλ = ρλ(s0). The above is bounded by

(6.49)

∣∣(πi){Re[lw+
γ ](ζ, λ1)−Re[lw+

γ ](ζ, λ2)}
∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

bΩ

Re[(lw+
γ )(t, λ1)]−Re[(lw+

γ )(ζ, λ1)]

tλ1 − ζλ1
dtλ1

−
∫

bΩ

Re[(lw+
γ )(t, λ2)]−Re[(lw+

γ )(ζ, λ2)]

tλ2 − ζλ2
dtλ2

∣∣∣∣∣ .

We can rewrite the above as

(6.50)

π
∣∣{Re[lw+

γ ](ζ, λ1)−Re[lw+
γ ](ζ, λ2)

}∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
∫

bΩ

F λ1,λ2(s)− F λ1,λ2(s0)

tλ1 − ζλ1
ds

∣∣∣∣

+

∫

bΩ

{
Re[(lw+

γ )(t, λ2)]−Re[(lw+
γ )(ζ, λ2)]

}( 1

tλ1 − ζλ1
− 1

tλ2 − ζλ2

)
dtλ2

∣∣∣∣ ,

where

(6.51) F λ1,λ2(s) = Re[lw+
γ ](s, λ1)(ρ

λ1)′(s)−Re[lw+
γ ](s, λ2)(ρ

λ2)′(s),

and we write Re[lw+
γ ](s, λ) := Re[lλ(wλγ )

+](tλ) = Re[lλ(wλγ )
+](ρλ(s)).

We claim that:

(1) w+
γ ∈ Cν,0(bΩλ), that is,
(a) |w+

γ (·, λ)|ν is uniformly bounded in λ.

(b) |w+
γ (·, λ1)−w+

γ (·, λ2)|0 → 0, as |λ1 − λ2| → 0.

(2) For any 0 < ν ′ < ν, we have |F λ1,λ2 |ν′ → 0 as |λ1 − λ2| → 0.

Assuming the above for now, the expression (6.50) is then bounded by

π
∣∣∣δλ1,λ2Re[lw+

γ ]
∣∣∣
0
+ C1,0|F λ1,λ2 |ν′

∫

bΩ

ds

|t− ζ|1−ν′ + C1,0‖lwγ‖ν,0|Γλ1 − Γλ2 |1
∫

bΩ

dt

|t− ζ|1−ν
which converges to 0 uniformly in ζ as |λ1 − λ2| → 0.

We now verify the claims. In view of (6.51) and our assumptions on lλ and ρλ, to prove (2) it
suffices to show that |w+

γ |ν′ → 0.
By Proposition 2.3, it suffices to verify claim (1). By (6.41) we have

w+
γ (ζ, λ) := P1(ζ, λ) + P2(ζ, λ) + P3(ζ, λ) + P4(ζ, λ).

By assumption P1, P2 ∈ Cν,0(bΩλ), and

(6.52) ‖P1‖µ,0 ≤ ‖lγ‖µ,0, ‖P2‖µ,0 ≤ ‖lγ‖µ,0.
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Applying Lemma 7.10 to the expression (6.44) for P3, we have for any 0 < ν ′ < ν,

(6.53) ‖P3(·, λ)‖ν′,0 ≤ Cν′C1,0‖lγ‖µ,0,
where the constants are independent of λ. In the same way we have

(6.54) ‖P4‖α′,0 ≤ Cα′C1,0‖lγ‖0,0
for any 0 < α′

p < αp. Putting together (6.52), (6.53) and (6.54), we obtain ‖w+
γ ‖ν′,0 ≤ Aν′C1,0‖lγ‖µ,0

for any 0 < ν ′ < ν < 1. This proves claim (1).
Next we show the continuity of w+

γ in the C0-norm.

(6.55)
∣∣w+

γ (ζ, λ1)− w+
γ (ζ, λ2)

∣∣ ≤
4∑

i=1

|Pi(ζ, λ1)− Pi(ζ, λ2)| .

In view of (6.41), we have |Pi(ζ, λ1)− Pi(ζ, λ2)| ≤ C|l(ζ, λ1)γ(ζ, λ1)− l(ζ, λ2)γ(ζ, λ2)|, for i = 1, 2,
which converges to 0 as |λ1 − λ2| → 0, since l, γ ∈ Cµ,0(bΩλ). By expression (6.44) for P3, we have

|P3(ζ, λ1)− P3(ζ, λ2)| ≤
∑

i=1,2

∫

bΩ

(lγ)(t, λ1)

2(tλ1 − ζλ1)

(
eωi(ζ,t,λ1) − eωi(t,t,λ1)

)
(ρλ1)′(s) ds

−
∫

bΩ

(lγ)(t, λ2)

2(tλ2 − ζλ2)

(
eωi(ζ,t,λ2) − eωi(t,t,λ2)

)
(ρλ2)′(s) ds

+

∫

bΩ

1

tλ1 − ζλ1
{(lγ)(t, λ1)− (lγ)(ζ, λ1)} (ρλ1)′(s) ds

−
∫

bΩ

1

tλ2 − ζλ2
{(lγ)(t, λ2)− (lγ)(ζ, λ2)} (ρλ2)′(s) ds.

The above expression can be bounded by a sum of the following terms:

(6.56)
∑

i=1,2

∫

bΩ

{
(lγρ′)(s, λ1)− (lγρ′)(s, λ2)

} eωi(ζ,t,λ1) − eωi(t,t,λ1)

tλ1 − ζλ1
ds,

(6.57)
∑

i=1,2

∫

bΩ
(lγ)(s, λ2)

F λ1,λ2i (ζ)− F λ1,λ2i (t)

tλ1 − ζλ1
dtλ2 ,

(6.58)
∑

i=1,2

∫

bΩ
(lγ)(s, λ2)

(
eωi(ζ,t,λ2) − eωi(t,t,λ2)

)( 1

tλ1 − ζλ1
− 1

tλ2 − ζλ2

)
dtλ2 ,

(6.59)

∫

bΩ

F̃ λ1,λ2(t)− F̃ λ1,λ2(ζ)

tλ1 − ζλ1
ds,

(6.60)

∫

bΩ
{(lγ)(t, λ2)− (lγ)(ζ, λ2)}

(
1

tλ1 − ζλ1
− 1

tλ2 − ζλ2

)
dtλ2 ,

where we set

F λ1,λ2i (ζ) = eωi(ζ,t,λ1) − eωi(ζ,t,λ2), F̃ λ1,λ2(ζ) = (lγρ′)(ζ, λ1)− (lγρ′)(ζ, λ2).

As before we let ‖ωi‖αp,0 = supλ∈[0,1],t∈bΩ |ωi(·, t, λ)|αp . Then expression (6.56) is bounded by

C1,0(Σi=1,2‖ωi‖αp,0)|δλ1,λ2(lγρ′)|0
∫

bΩ

1

|ζ − t|1−αp
ds, αp =

p− 2

p
,

which converges to 0 as |λ1 − λ2| → 0 by assumption. Also expression (6.58) is bounded by

C1,0(Σi=1,2‖ωi‖αp,0)|Γλ1 − Γλ2 |1
∫

bΩ

1

|t− ζ|1−αp
dt,
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which converges to 0 as |λ1 − λ2| → 0, and expression (6.60) is bounded by

C1,0‖lγ‖µ,0|Γλ1 − Γλ2 |1
∫

bΩ

1

|t− ζ|1−µ dt

which converges to 0 as |λ1 − λ2| → 0. Finally in order to show (6.57) and (6.59) converges to 0

it suffices to see that some Hölder norms of F λ1,λ2i and F̃ λ1,λ2 converge to 0. This follows from
Lemma 2.3 and the following facts:

(1) |F λ1,λ2i |αp ≤ C‖ωi‖αp,0;

(2) |F λ1,λ2i |0 → 0 as |λ1 − λ2| → 0, by Lemma 5.4;

(3) Γλ ∈ C1+µ,0(Ω), lλ, γλ ∈ Cµ,0(bΩλ).

Hence we have shown that λ 7→ P3(·, λ) is a continuous map from [0, 1] to C0(bΩ). Same can be
said for P4(·, λ), of which the proof is similar and we leave it to the reader.

Now claim (1) (b) follows from (6.55). By earlier remarks this proves that the map λ 7→∣∣∣Mλ
(
Re[lλ(wλγ )

+]
)∣∣∣ is continuous from [0, 1] to C0(bΩ). Combining this with (6.48), we have

shown that for any 0 < ν ′ < ν, M
(
Re[lλ(wλγ )

+]
)
∈ Cν

′,0(bΩλ). Next, we show that M
(
Re[lwF ]

)
∈

Cν,0(bΩλ). We have

M(Re[lwF ])(ζ, λ) =
1

2π
P.V.

∫

bΩ

Re[lwF ]

tλ − ζλ
dtλ

=
1

2π

{∫

bΩ

Re[lwF ](t, λ)−Re[lwF ](ζ, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ + πiRe[lwF ](ζ, λ)

}
.

By Lemma 7.9, we get

‖M(Re[lwF ])‖ν,0 ≤ C1,0‖lwF ‖ν,0 ≤ C1,0‖l‖µ,0‖wF ‖αp,0.(6.61)

Using estimate (6.17) in (6.61) we get

(6.62) ‖M(Re[lwF ])‖ν,0 ≤ C1,0Cp‖l‖µ,0(Σi=1,2‖ωi‖αp,0) sup
λ∈[0,1]

|F (·, λ)|Lp(Ω).

On the other hand, as we have seen, in order to show that M(Re[lwF ]) is continuous in λ in the sup
norm, it is suffcient to show wλF ∈ Cαp,0(bΩλ), which is given by Lemma 6.4. Thus we have proved

that M
(
Re[lwF ]

)
∈ Cν,0(bΩλ), and it satisfies estimate (6.62). Combining with estimates (6.48)

we obtain that for any 0 < ν ′ < ν, ‖Mλγ0(·, λ)‖ν′,0 ≤ M1, where M1 is some positive constant
depending on ν ′, ‖ωi‖αp,0, ‖l‖µ,0, ‖γ‖µ,0, and supλ∈[0,1] |F (·, λ)|Lp(Ω).

Step 5: Estimates for ηλ

We are now ready to show that ηλ ∈ Cν,0(bΩλ). Recall from (6.40) that η(·, λ) satisfies the
reduced Fredholm integral equation:

(6.63) (I +N )η(ζ, λ) := η(ζ, λ) +

∫

bΩ

k(ζ, t, λ)

tλ − ζλ
η(t, λ) dtλ = Mγ0(ζ, λ),

where k = Σ4
i=1ki, and the ki-s are given by (6.26), (6.32), (6.35) and (6.38).

Let w = wη(z, λ) + wγ(z, λ) + wF (z, λ) where wλη , w
λ
γ and wλF are given by formulas (6.7) (6.8)

and (6.9) respectively. For (ζ, λ) ∈ bΩ × [0, 1], we have w(ζ, λ) = l(ζ, λ)γ(ζ, λ) + il(ζ, λ)η(ζ, λ).
Hence we have the relation: for (ζ, λ) ∈ bΩ× [0, 1]

(6.64) wη(ζ, λ) = l(ζ, λ)γ(ζ, λ) + il(ζ, λ)η(ζ, λ) − wγ(ζ, λ)−wF (ζ, λ).
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Now, for each fixed λ we know by Proposition 3.9 that ηλ ∈ Cν(bΩλ), and we know that wη(·, λ)
is the solution to the following Problem A:

∂zw
λ
η (z) +Aλ(z)wη(z) +Bλ(z)wλη (z) = 0 in Ωλ;

Re[lλ(ζ)wλη (ζ)] = γλ(ζ)−Re[lλwλγ ](ζ)−Re[lλwλF ](ζ) on bΩλ.(6.65)

In addition wλη satisfies conditions (6.12).

We now prove that ηλ ∈ Cν,0(bΩλ). First, we show that |η|0 is bounded in λ. Seeking contradic-
tion, suppose that for some sequence {λj} converging to λ0, such that Nj := |η(·, λj)|0 → ∞. Let
η̂(·, λj) = 1

Nj
η(·, λ). Then |η̂(·, λ)|0 = 1. Dividing both sides of (6.63) by Nj , we have

(6.66) (I +N )η̂(ζ, λj) = N−1
j Mγ0.

The corresponding wη̂(·, λj) is the solution to the following boundary value problem:

∂zw
λj
η̂
(z) +A(z, λj)wη̂(z, λj) +B(z, λj)wη̂(z, λj) = 0 in Ω;

Re[l(ζ, λj)wη̂(ζ, λj)] =
1

Nj

{
γ(ζ, λj)−Re[lwγ ](ζ, λj)−Re[lwF ](ζ, λj)

}
on bΩ,(6.67)

and in addition w
λj
η̂

satisfies the conditions: for r = 1, . . . , N0 and s = 1, . . . , N1,

wη̂(zr, λj) =
1

Nj
{ar(λj) + ibr(λj)− wγ(zr, λj)− wF (zr, λj)} ,(6.68)

w+
η (z

′
s, λj) =

1

Nj

{
l(z′s, λj)(γ(z

′
s, λj) + ics(λj))− w+

γ (z
′
s, λj)−wF (z

′
s, λj)

}
.(6.69)

By Lemma 7.5 and our earlier estimate for k, we have for any 0 < ν ′ < ν, |N η̂(·, λj)|ν′ is
uniformly bounded in λ. By Arzela-Ascoli theorem, and passing to subsequences if necessary,
N η̂(·, λj) converges to some function in the Cτ (bΩ) norm, for any 0 < τ < ν. It follows from
equation (6.66) that η̂(·, λj) converges to some function η̃ in Cτ (bΩ).

Let

2πwη̂(z, λj) =

∫

bΩ

{
G1(z, t, λj)l(t, λj)η̂(t, λj) dt

λj −G2(z, t, λj)l(t, λj)η̂(t, λj) dtλj
}
,

wλ0
η̃
(z) =

1

2π

∫

bΩ
G1(z, t, λ0)l(t, λ0)η̃(t) dt

λ0 − 1

2π

∫

bΩ
G2(z, t, λ0)l(t, λ0)η̃(t) dtλ0 .

From (6.66) we have η̂(ζ, λj) = −N η̂(ζ, λj) +
1
Nj

Mγ0. By Lemma 7.5, we have for any 0 < ν ′ < ν

and some constants C independent of λ,

(6.70) |η̂(·, λj)|ν′ ≤ Cν′C1,0|η̂(·, λj)|0 +
1

Nj
‖Mγ0‖ν′ = C.

Let {{zr}N0
r=1, {zs}N1

s=1} be a normally distributed set in Ω. Then it is easy to see that wη̂(zr, λi)

converges to wλ0
η̃
(zr), since for zr ∈ Ω, the kernels G1 and G2 are uniformly bounded in absolute

value by a constant.
On the other hand, for z′s ∈ bΩ, we apply the jump formula (7.6) to get

w+
η̂
(z′s, λ) =

1

2
l(z′s, λ)η̂(z

′
s) + P.V.

1

2πi

∫

bΩ
G1(z

′
s, t, λ)l(t, λ)η̂(t, λ) dt

λ

− 1

2πi

∫

bΩ
G2(z

′
s, t, λ)l(t, λ)η̂(t, λ) dt

λ.

In the same way as we did earlier for w+
γ , together with (6.70), one can prove that

|w+
η̂
(z′s, λj)− (wλ0

η̃
)+(z′s)| −→ 0, s = 1, . . . , N2
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as |λj−λ0| → 0. In fact same proof shows that |wη̂(·, λj)−wλ0η̃ (·)|C0(Ω) −→ 0. Gathering the results

and letting |λj − λ0| → 0 in (6.67), (6.68) and (6.69), we see that wη̃ is the solution to
{
∂zwη̃(z) +Aλ0(z)wη̃(z) +Bλ0(z)wη̃(z) = 0 in Ωλ0 ;

Re[lλ0(ζ)wη̃(ζ)] = 0 on bΩλ0 ,

satisfying the conditions

wλ0
η̃
(zr) = 0, (wλ0

η̃
)+(z′s) = 0, r = 1, ..., N1, s = 1, ..., N2.

By Proposition 3.8, we have wλ0
η̃

≡ 0 in Ωλ0 . By (6.64), we have

wη(t, λj) + wγ(t, λj) + wF (t, λj) = l(t, λj)γ(t, λj) + il(t, λj)η(t, λj), t ∈ bΩ.

Dividing on both sides by Nj we get

wη̂(t, λj) +
1

Nj
wγ(t, λj) +

1

Nj
wF (t, λj) =

1

Nj
l(t, λj)γ(t, λj) + il(t, λj)η̂(t, λj), t ∈ bΩ.

Letting |λj − λ0| → 0, the left-hand side converges uniformly to wλ0
η̃

≡ 0. Hence the right-hand

side converges uniformly to 0. Since |l(t, λj)| is bounded below by a positive constant uniform in t
and λ, and η̂(t, λj) converges uniformly to η̃, we conclude that η̃ ≡ 0.

On the other hand we have |η̃|0 = limj→∞ |η̂(·, λj)|0 = 1, which is a contradiction. This shows

that |η(·, λ)|0 is bounded in λ. It then follows by (6.63), which can be written as ηλ = −N ληλ +
Mλγλ0 , and Lemma 7.10 that for any 0 < ν ′ < ν,

‖η‖ν′,0 = ‖Nη‖ν′,0 + ‖Mγ0‖ν,0 ≤ Cν′C1,0‖η‖0,0.
Next we show η(·, λ) is continuous in λ in the C0(bΩ)-norm. Suppose this is not the case, then

there exists some λ0 and a sequence λj → λ0, such that |η(·, λj) − η(·, λ0)|0 ≥ ε > 0. Since we
have shown that |η(·, λ)|ν′ is bounded for any 0 < ν ′ < ν, passing to a subsequence if necessary, we

have that η(·, λj) converges to some η∗ in the Cν
′

(bΩ)-norm. As before we can show that wη(ζ, λ0)
converges to wη∗(ζ) uniformly on bΩ. Letting |λj − λ0| → 0 in (6.65) and (6.12), we see that wη∗
is a solution to the following Problem A:

(6.71)

{
∂zwη∗(z) +Aλ0(z)wη∗(z) +Bλ0(z)wη∗(z) = 0, in Ω;

Re[lλ0(ζ)wη∗(ζ)] = γ(ζ, λ0)−Re[lλ0(ζ)wλ0γ (ζ)]−Re[lλ0(ζ)wλ0F (ζ)], on bΩ,

and in addition wη∗ satisfies the condition:

wη∗(z
λ0
r ) = ar(λ0) + ibr(λ)− wγ(zr, λ0)− wF (zr, λ0), r = 1, ..., N1;

w+
η∗(z

λ0
s ) = l(z′s, λ0)(γ(z

′
s, λ0) + ics(λ0))− w+

γ (z
′
s, λ0)− wF (z

′
s, λ0), s = 1, ..., N2.

On the other hand, we have assumed that η(·, λ0) is also a solution to (6.71) satisfying the above
conditions. Hence by Proposition 3.8 we have wη(·, λ0) = wη∗(·). Now by (6.64), we have for ζ ∈ bΩ

wη(ζ, λ0) = l(ζ, λ0)γ(ζ, λ0) + il(ζ, λ0)η(ζ, λ0)− wγ(ζ, λ0)− wF (ζ, λ0);(6.72)

wη(ζ, λj) = l(ζ, λj)γ(ζ, λj) + il(ζ, λj)η(ζ, λj)− wγ(ζ, λj)− wF (ζ, λj).(6.73)

By using the fact that |ηλ|ν′ (ν ′ > 0) is uniformly bounded in λ, we see by the same arguement
as before that wη(·, λj) converges uniformly to wη∗ on bΩ, as |λj − λ0| → 0. Passing the limit in
equation (6.73) we get

wη(ζ, λ0) = wη∗(ζ) = l(ζ, λ0)γ(ζ, λ0) + il(ζ, λ0)η∗(ζ)− wγ(ζ, λ0)− wF (ζ, λ0), ζ ∈ bΩ.

Comparing this with equation (6.72), we get η∗(ζ) = η(ζ, λ0). But we also have |η∗(·)− η(·, λ0)|0 ≥
ε > 0, which is impossible. Hence we conclude that η(·, λ) is continuous in λ in the C0(bΩ) norm,

and ηλ ∈ Cν′,0(bΩλ) for any 0 < ν ′ < ν.
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Now by the proof of Lemma 6.3 in Step 2 one can show that wλη ∈ Cν′,0(bΩλ).

6.2. The Cν,0 estimate. In this section we prove part (ii) of Theorem 6.1, namely we show that

the solution wλ ∈ Cν−,0(Ωλ) found in part (i) is in fact in the class Cν,0(Ωλ).
First we make a reduction to the case F λ ≡ 0. Recall that Aλ, Bλ and F λ are taken to be zero

outside Ωλ. So we can write

(6.74) wF (z, λ) = − 1

π

∫∫

C

G1(z, ζ, λ)F (ζ, λ) dA(ζ
λ)− 1

π

∫∫

C

G2(z, ζ, λ)F (ζ, λ) dA(ζ
λ).

By Lemma 6.4, wλF ∈ Cαp,0(C). Furthermore, wλF satisfies the equation

∂
zλ
wλF (z

λ) +Aλ(zλ)wλF (z
λ) +Bλ(zλ)wλF (z

λ) = F λ(zλ), z ∈ Ω.

Now let wλ∗ be the solution to the following boundary value problem
{
∂
zλ
wλ∗ (z

λ) +Aλ(zλ)wλ∗ (z
λ) +Bλ(zλ)wλ∗ (z

λ) = 0 z ∈ Ω;

Re[lλwλ∗ ](ζ
λ) = γλ(ζλ)−Re[lλwλF ](ζ

λ) ζ ∈ bΩ,

and in addition wλ∗ satisfies the conditions:

w∗(zr, λ) = ar(λ) + ibr(λ)− wF (zr, λ)

w+
∗ (z

′
s, λ) = l(z′s, λ)(γ(z

′
s, λ) + ics(λ))− wF (z

′
s, λ)

on the normally distributed set {{zr}N0
r=1, {z′s}N1

s=1}. Then any solution to the original boundary

value problem (6.1) satisfying condition (6.2) equal to wλ∗ +wλF . Since w
λ
F ∈ Cαp(Ωλ), it suffices to

consider the following boundary value problem for wλ∗ :

(6.75)

{
∂
zλ
wλ∗ (z

λ) +A(z, λ)wλ∗ (z
λ) +B(z, λ)wλ∗ (z

λ) = 0 z ∈ Ω;

Re[lλwλ∗ ](ζ
λ) = γλ(ζλ) ζ ∈ bΩ,

where γλ ∈ Cν,0(bΩλ), for ν = min(αp, µ).
We now use an idea of Vekua to reduce problem (6.75) to one on simply-connected domain.

First we introduce some notations. For a bounded domain Ω whose boundary consists of m + 1
connected component, we denote by bΩ0 the outer boundary of Ω, and we let Ω0 be the bounded
simply-connected domain interior to the contour bΩ0. We denote the boundary of the holes in the
interior of Ω0 by bΩj, for 1 ≤ j ≤ m, and we let Ωj be the unbounded domain exterior to the
contour bΩj.

By (3.31), we can write the solution of problem (6.75) in the form

(6.76) w∗(z, λ) = w0(z, λ) + · · ·+ wm(z, λ), z ∈ Ω,

where for 0 ≤ j ≤ m, we set

(6.77) wj(z, λ) =
1

2πi

∫

bΩj

G1(z, t, λ)w∗(t, λ) dt
λ +G2(z, t, λ)w∗(t, λ) dtλ.

Fix j0 with 0 ≤ j0 ≤ m, we claim that for all j 6= j0, w
λ
j ∈ Cν,0(bΩλj0). Assuming this for now,

then wλj0 is a solution to the boundary value problem

(6.78)
∂
zλ
wλj0(z

λ) +A(z, λ)wλj0(z
λ) +B(z, λ)wλj0(z

λ) = 0 in Ωλj0 ;

Re[l(z, λ)wλj0(z
λ)] = γj0(z, λ) on bΩλj0 ,

where γλj0 ∈ Cν,0(bΩλj ) with γj0(z, λ) := γ(z, λ) −∑j 6=j0
Re[l(z, λ)wλj (z

λ)].
If j0 = 0, the above problem reduces to the earlier case on bounded simply-connected domain.

For j0 ≥ 1, we need to invert the unbounded domain Ωj0. We fix some point aj0 in C \ Ωj0 such
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that dist(aj0 , bΩ
λ
j0
) ≥ c > 0 for all λ. By a substitution zλ = ϕ(ζλ) = 1

ζλ−aj0
, we have for each fixed

λ ∈ [0, 1],

∂
ζλ
wλj0

(
ϕ(ζλ))

)
= ∂

zλ
wλj0(z

λ) · ∂
ζλ
ϕ

= −∂ζλϕAλ(zλ)wλj0(zλ)− ∂ζλϕB
λ(zλ)wλj0(z

λ).

Set w̃j0(ζ, λ) = wλj0(ϕ(ζ
λ)), Ã(ζ, λ) = (∂ζλϕ)A

λ(ϕ−1(ζλ)), B̃(ζ, λ) = (∂ζλϕ)B
λ(ϕ−1(ζλ), l̃(ζ, λ) =

lλ(ϕ(ζλ)) and γ̃j(ζ, λ) = γλj (ϕ(ζ
λ)), where Γλ ∈ C1+µ,0(C) is the extension of Γλ. Problem (6.78)

then becomes

∂
ζλ
w̃j0(ζ, λ) + Ã(ζ, λ)w̃j0(ζ, λ) + B̃(ζ, λ)w̃j0(ζ, λ) = 0, in Dλ

j0
;

Re
[
l̃(ζ, λ)w̃j0(ζ)

]
= γ̃j0(ζ, λ), on bDλ

j0
,

where Dλ
j0

(resp. bDλ
j0
) is the image of Ωλj0 (resp. bΩλj0), under the map ϕ−1 : zλ 7→ ζλ = 1

zλ
+ a.

Now, {Dλ
j0
} is a family of bounded simply-connected domains in the class C1+µ,0. Note that

since Aλ, Bλ vanish outside Ωλ and in particular near infinity, we have Ãλ ≡ B̃λ ≡ 0 when ζλ is

near aj0 , and Ã(·, λ), B̃(·, λ) satisfy the same assumptions as A(·, λ) and B(·, λ). It is clear that

l̃, γ̃j0 ∈ Cν,0(bDλ
j0
).

We can now apply Theorem 4.7 to the family of bounded simply-connected domains Dλ
j0
, and

we get w̃j0 ∈ Cν,0(Dλ
j0
), for each 0 ≤ j0 ≤ m. (Note that the conditions on the normally distributed

set are trivially satisfied since we already know from part (i) that wλ∗ ∈ Cν−,0(Ωλ), and hence by

Proposition 7.12 one has wλj0 ∈ Cν−,0(Ωλj0).) Since wλj0(z
λ) = w̃j0(ϕ

−1(zλ)), we have wλj0 ∈ Cν,0(Ωλj ),
for each 0 ≤ j0 ≤ m. In view of (6.76), we get wλ∗ ∈ Cν,0(Ωλ).

It remains to prove for each j0 and j 6= j0, we have wλj ∈ Cν,0(bΩλj0). First we show that wλj is

continuous in the C0(bΩj0)-norm. Let dℓ = dist(bΩj, bΩj0) and dt
λ = a(s, λ)ds. By (6.77), we have

for z ∈ bΩj0,

|wj(z, λ1)− wj(z, λ2)|

≤ C
∑

i=1,2

∫

bΩj

|δλ1,λ2Gi(z, ·)||w∗(t, λ1)| dtλ1 + |Gi(z, t, λ2)||δλ1 ,λ2(w∗)(t)| ds

≤ ‖w∗‖0,0
∫

bΩj

Σi=1,2|eωi(z,t,λ1) − eωi(z,t,λ2)|
|tλ1 − zλ1 | dtλ1

+ ‖w∗‖0,0
∫

bΩj

2∑

i=1

∣∣∣eωi(z,t,λ2)
∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣

1

|tλ1 − zλ1 | −
1

|tλ2 − zλ2 |

∣∣∣∣ dtλ1

+

∫

bΩj

∑2
i=1

∣∣eωi(z,t,λ2)
∣∣

|tλ2 − zλ2 | |δλ1,λ2(w∗)(s)| ds.

For z ∈ bΩj0 and t ∈ bΩ′
j, we have |tλ−zλ| is bounded below by some constant uniform in λ. Hence

the first term in the above sum is bounded by

C1,0Cj‖w∗‖0,0
∑

i=1,2

sup
t∈bΩj

|ωi(·, t, λ1)− ωi(·, t, λ2)|C0(bΩj0
).

Similarly, the second term is bounded by C1,0Cj‖w∗‖0,0 (Σi=1,2‖ωi‖0,0) |Γλ1 − Γλ2 |1, and the third
term is bounded by

C1,0Cj (Σi=1,2‖ωi‖0,0) |δλ1,λ2(w∗a)|C0(Ω),
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for ‖w∗‖0,0 = supt∈bΩj ,λ∈[0,1] |w∗(t, λ)|, ‖ωi‖0,0 = supz∈bΩj0
,t∈bΩjλ∈[0,1] |ωi(z, t, λ)|.

By part (i), we have wλ∗ ∈ Cν−,0(Ωλ) so in particular |wλ1∗ −wλ2∗ |0 → 0 as |λ1−λ2| → 0. Together
with (5.4), we readily see that the above expressions converge to 0 as |λ1 − λ2| → 0. This shows
that for any j 6= j0, wj(·, λ) is continuous in λ in the C0(bΩj0)- norm.

Next, we show that |wj(·, λ)|Cν (bΩj0
) is bounded uniformly in λ. In fact we will show the bound-

edness of |wj(·, λ)|Cαp (bΩj0
). Recall that w

λ
j is given by (6.77):

(6.79) wj(z, λ) =
1

2πi

∫

bΩj

G1(z, t, λ)w∗(t, λ) dt
λ +G2(z, t, λ)w∗(t, λ) dtλ,

for z ∈ Ωj, where G1 and G2 are given by

G1(z, t, λ) =
eω1(z,t,λ) + eω1(z,t,λ)

tλ − zλ
, G2(z, t, λ) =

eω1(z,t,λ) − eω1(z,t,λ)

tλ − zλ
,

and ωi are given by formula (5.2). By the proof of Lemma 5.2, we can show that

sup
t∈bΩj

|ωj(·, t, λ)|αp ≤ C1,0C(p,Ω)
(
|A(·, λ)|Lp(Ω) + |B(·, λ)|Lp(Ω)

)
, 2 < p <∞.

Now for z ∈ bΩj0 and t ∈ bΩj where j 6= j0, |tλ − zλ| is bounded below by a positive constant cj
uniform in λ. Hence it follows by the above formula that |Gi(·, λ, λ)|Cαp (bΩ0) is bounded uniformly

in t ∈ bΩj and λ ∈ [0, 1]. Since we know that wλ∗ ∈ Cν−,0(Ωλ), in particular |w∗(t, λ)| is bounded
above uniformly in t ∈ bΩj and λ ∈ [0, 1]. (6.79) then implies that |wj(·, λ)|Cν (bΩj0

) is bounded

uniformly in λ. This proves the earlier claim and the proof is now complete.

6.3. Differentiability in space variable: The Ck+1+µ,0 estimate.

In this subsection we prove part (ii) of Theorem 6.1, namely the following:

Proposition 6.5. Let Ω be a bounded domain in C such that bΩ has m+1 connected components.
Let k be a non-negative integer and 0 < µ < 1. Let Γλ : Ω → Ωλ be a Ck+1+µ,0 embedding. For
each λ, let wλ be the unique solution to Problem (6.1) on Ωλ with index n > m − 1, satisfying

condition (6.2) on a normally distributed set {zλr , z′s} in Ω. Suppose Aλ, Bλ, F λ ∈ Ck+µ,0(Ωλ),
lλ, γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(bΩλ), and ar, br, cs ∈ C0([0, 1]). Then wλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ωλ). Furthermore, there
exists some constant C independent of λ such that

‖wλ‖0,0 ≤ C

(
‖F λ‖0,0 + ‖γλ‖µ,0 +

N0∑

r=1

(|ar|0 + |br|0) +
N1∑

s=1

|cs|0
)
,(6.80)

‖wλ‖k+1+µ,0 ≤ C

(
‖F λ‖k+µ,0 + ‖γλ‖k+1+µ,0 +

N0∑

r=1

(|ar|0 + |br|0) +
N1∑

s=1

|cs|0
)
.

Proof. As before we write A(z, λ) := Aλ(zλ), B(z, λ) := Bλ(zλ) and F (z, λ) := F λ(zλ). Note for

fixed λ, wλ ∈ Ck+1+µ(Ωλ) by Proposition 3.9. By Proposition 2.3, it suffices to show that w(·, λ)
is continuous in λ in the C0(Ω) norm and bounded uniformly in λ in the Ck+1+µ(Ω)-norm.

Like before we can make a reduction to the case F λ ≡ 0. Define wFλ by formula (6.74). For the

reduction to work we need to show that wλF ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ωλ). Now wλF satisfies the equation:

(6.81) ∂
zλ
wFλ +AλwFλ +BλwFλ = F λ in Ωλ.

Since by assumption F λ is at least Hölder continuous, Lemma 6.4 shows that wFλ ∈ C1−,0(Ωλ). It

then follows from (6.81) that ∂
zλ
wλF ∈ Cµ,0(Ωλ). For each fixed λ, we apply Cauchy-Green formula
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to wλF on Ωλ to get

wF (z, λ) = TΩλ(∂
zλ
wFλ) +

1

2πi

∫

bΩ

wF (t, λ)

tλ − zλ
dtλ, z ∈ Ω

where we write wF (z, λ) = wFλ(zλ). Taking ∂zλ on both sides, we have

(6.82) ∂zλwFλ(zλ) = ΠΩλ(∂
zλ
wFλ) +

1

2πi

∫

bΩ

wF (t, λ)

(tλ − zλ)2
dtλ,

where ΠΩλ := ∂zTΩλ . Since wFλ ∈ C1−,0(Ωλ), the second term is in C1−,0(Ωλ). Now applying

Lemma 7.8 to ∂
zλ
wFλ ∈ Cµ,0(Ωλ), we have ΠΩλ(∂

zλ
wFλ) ∈ Cµ,0(Ωλ). It then follows from (6.82)

that ∂zλwFλ(zλ) ∈ Cµ,0(Ωλ). This shows that wFλ ∈ C1+µ,0(Ωλ). We can iterate this argument by

using (6.81) and (6.82) so that eventually we get wFλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ωλ). This proves the reduction.
The problem now is reduced to showing that if wλ∗ solves (6.75), where γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(bΩλ), then

wλ∗ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ωλ). As in the proof of part (ii), we reduce the problem to one on simply-connected
domain, and we use the same notation wj and bΩ

j as before.

Note also that by the assumptions and the result of part (ii), wλ∗ ∈ C
p−2
p
,0
(Ωλ) for any 2 < p <∞.

Hence wλ∗ ∈ C1−,0(Ωλ).
In view of formula (3.31) with F ≡ 0, we can write the solution of problem (6.75) in the form

w∗(z, λ) = w0(z, λ) + · · ·+ wm(z, λ), z ∈ Ω, where we set

wj(z, λ) =
1

2πi

∫

bΩj

G1(z, t, λ)w∗(t, λ) dt
λ +G2(z, t, λ)w∗(t, λ) dtλ.

Fix j0 with 0 ≤ j0 ≤ m, we need to show that for all j 6= j0, we have wλj ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(bΩλj0). The

rest of the argument follows the same as in part (ii).
That wλj is continuous in the C0(bΩj0)-norm is proved in part (ii), so we only need to show that

|wj(·, λ)|Ck+1+µ(bΩj0
) is bounded in λ. Recall that wλj satisfies the equation:

∂
zλ
wλj (z

λ) +Aλ(zλ)wλj (z
λ) +Bλ(zλ)wλj (z

λ) = 0, zλ ∈ Ωλj .

By part (i), we have wλ∗ ∈ C1−,0(Ωλ). In view of Proposition 7.12 and (6.77), wλj ∈ C1−,0(Ωλj ). Fix

an open set Vj so that Vj ⊂⊂ (Ωλj ∩ Ωλ) and dist(bΩλj0 , Vj) ≥ δ0 for all λ. Certainly wλj satisfy the
same equation on Vj :

(6.83) ∂zw
λ
j (z) +Aλ(z)wλj (z) +Bλ(z)wλj (z) = 0, z ∈ Vj.

Here Aλ, Bλ ∈ Ck+µ,0(Vj) ⊂ Cµ,0(Vj) and wλj ∈ C1−,0(Vj), thus equation (6.83) implies that ∂zw
λ
j ∈

Cµ,0(Vj).
Applying Cauchy-Green formula to Vj, we have for each fixed λ,

wλj (z) = TVj (∂zwj)(z) +
1

2πi

∫

bVj

wλj (ζ)

ζ − z
dζ, z ∈ Vj .

Taking ∂z on both sides we get

(6.84) ∂zw
λ
j (z) = ∂zTVj (∂zw

λ
j )(z) +

1

2πi

∫

bVj

wλj (ζ)

(ζ − z)2
dζ, z ∈ Vj.

Now, for ζ ∈ bVj and z ∈ bΩλj0 , |ζ − z| is bounded below by a positive constant indepen-

dent of λ, so the second term above is bounded by C|wλj |C0(bVj ) for some C independent of λ.

On the other hand by Lemma 7.8, |∂zTVj (∂zwλj )|Cµ(Vj)
≤ C|∂zwλj |Cµ(Vj)

. Thus |∂zwλj |Cµ(Vj)
≤

C
(
|∂zwλj′ |Cµ(Vj)

+ |wλj |C0(Vj)

)
, where C is some constant independent of λ. Hence |wλj |C1+µ(Vj) is
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uniformly bounded in λ. By repeating the argument using (6.83) and (6.84), we can show that
|wλj |Ck+1+µ(Vj) is uniformly bounded in λ. Since Γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,0(Ω) and bΩj0 ⊂ Vj , |wλj (zλ)|Ck+1+µ(bΩj0

)

is bounded uniformly in λ. This completes the proof of the claim and thus the theorem. �

6.4. Differentiability in parameter: the Ck+1+µ,j estimate.

In this subsection we prove part (iii) of Theorem 6.1, namely the following:

Theorem 6.6. Let k, j, µ be as in Theorem 1.1. Let Ω be a bounded domain in C such that bΩ
has m + 1 connected component. Suppose Γλ : Ω → Ωλ is a Ck+1+µ,j embedding. For each λ,
let wλ be the unique solution to Problem (6.1) on Ωλ with index n > m − 1, satisfying condition

(6.2) on a normally distributed set {ζλr , (ζ ′s)λ} in Ωλ. Suppose Aλ, Bλ, F λ ∈ Ck+µ,j(Ωλ), lλ, γλ ∈
Ck+1+µ,j(bΩλ), and ar, br, cs ∈ Cj([0, 1]). Then wλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ωλ). Furthermore, there exists some
constant C independent of λ such that

(6.85) ‖wλ‖k+1+µ,j ≤ C

(
‖F λ‖k+µ,j + ‖γλ‖k+1+µ,j +

N0∑

r=1

(|ar|j + |br|j) +
N1∑

s=1

|cs|j
)
.

Proof. We proceed with induction on j. The j = 0 case is proved in Theorem (6.1) part (ii).

Suppose the statement has been proved for j− 1. In particular we know that wλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j−1(Ωλ)
for k ≥ j ≥ 1.

Let Ψλ = (Γλ)−1 and vλ(ζ) = wλ ◦ Γλ(ζ). Then wλ = vλ ◦Ψλ, Ψλ(zλ) = ζ. For fixed λ, we have

∂
zλ
wλ =

∂Ψλ

∂zλ
(Γλ(ζ))∂ζv

λ +
∂Ψλ

∂zλ
(Γλ(ζ))∂ζv

λ = hλ(ζ)
(
∂ζv

λ + eλ(ζ)∂ζv
λ
)
,

where we denote

eλ(ζ) :=
∂Ψλ

∂zλ
(Γλ(ζ))

(
∂Ψλ

∂zλ
(Γλ(ζ))

)−1

, hλ(ζ) :=
∂Ψλ

∂zλ
(Γλ(ζ)).

Note that since Ψ0 = Γ0 = id, we have e0 ≡ 0 and h0 ≡ 1 on Ω. Thus for |λ| small, |eλ| < 1. Now
vλ is the solution to{

∂ζv
λ + eλ(ζ)∂ζv

λ +Aλ1 (ζ)v
λ(ζ) +Bλ

1 (ζ)v
λ(ζ) = F λ1 (ζ) in Ω;

Re[lλ1 (ζ)v
λ(ζ)] = γλ1 (ζ) on bΩ,

(6.86)

where Aλ1(ζ) = (hλ)−1Aλ(Γλ(ζ)), Bλ
1 (ζ) = (hλ)−1Bλ(Γλ(ζ)), and

F λ1 (ζ) = (hλ)−1F λ(Γλ(ζ)), lλ1 (ζ) = lλ(Γλ(ζ)), γλ1 (ζ) = γλ(Γλ(ζ)).

By assumption, eλ, Aλ1 , B
λ
1 , F

λ
1 ∈ Ck+µ,j(Ωλ), and lλ1 , γ

λ
1 ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(bΩλ). Subtracting equation

(6.86) by the same equation with λ replaced by λ0 and dividing the resulting difference by λ− λ0
we get respectively on Ω and bΩ

{
∂ζ(D

λ,λ0v) + eλ0∂ζ(D
λ,λ0vλ) +Aλ01 D

λ,λ0v +Bλ0
1 Dλ,λ0v = F λ,λ02 ;

Re[lλ01 D
λ,λ0v] = γλ,λ02

(6.87)

where we used the notation Dλ,λ0f := (fλ − fλ0)/(λ− λ0), and

F λ,λ02 := Dλ,λ0F1 − (Dλ,λ0e)∂ζv
λ − (Dλ,λ0A1)v

λ − (Dλ,λ0B1)v
λ,(6.88)

γλ,λ02 := Dλ,λ0γ1 −Re[(Dλ,λ0 l1)v
λ].(6.89)

In addition, Dλ,λ0v satisfies the condition

(6.90)
Dλ,λ0v(ζr) = Dλ,λ0ar + iDλ,λ0br, r = 1, . . . N0;

Dλ,λ0v(ζ ′s) = Dλ,λ0
{
l(ζ ′s, ·)[γ(ζ ′s, ·) + ics(·)]

}
, s = 1, . . . N1.
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Consider the problem
{
∂ζu

λ + eλ∂ζu
λ +Aλ1u

λ +Bλ
1u

λ = F λ2 in Ω;

Re[lλ1u
λ] = γλ2 on bΩ,

(6.91)

where

F λ2 := (∂λF
λ
1 )− (∂λe

λ)∂ζv
λ − (∂λA

λ
1 )v

λ − (∂λB
λ
1 )v

λ,(6.92)

γλ2 := (∂λγ
λ
1 )−Re[(∂λl

λ
1 )v

λ].(6.93)

In addition, we require that uλ satisfies the condition:

(6.94)
uλ(ζr) = a′r(λ) + i∂b′r(λ), r = 1, . . . N0;

uλ(ζ ′s) = ∂λ
{
l(ζ ′s, λ)

[
γ(ζ ′s, λ) + ics(λ)

]}
, s = 1, . . . , N1.

By assumption, ∂λe
λ, ∂λA

λ
1 , ∂λB

λ
1 , ∂λF

λ
1 ∈ Ck−1+µ,j−1(Ωλ), and ∂λγ

λ
1 , ∂λl

λ
1 ∈ Ck+µ,j−1(bΩλ).

By the induction hypothesis, vλ = wλ ◦ Γλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j−1(Ωλ), and there exists some constant C
independent of λ such that

(6.95) ‖vλ‖Ck+1+µ,j−1(Ω) ≤ C
(
‖F λ‖Ck+µ,j−1(Ωλ) + ‖γλ‖Ck+1+µ,j−1(bΩλ)

)
.

Thus in view of (6.92) and (6.93) we have F λ2 ∈ Ck−1+µ,j−1(Ωλ), and γλ2 ∈ Ck+µ,j−1(bΩλ). To solve
problem (6.91) we would like to make a change of coordinates ψλ : ζ 7→ ζλ1 so that

(6.96) ∂ζu
λ(ζ) + eλ(ζ)∂ζu

λ(ζ) = fλ1 (ζ
λ
1 )∂ζλ1

uλ1(ζ
λ
1 ), uλ1 (ζ

λ
1 ) = uλ(ζ),

for some function fλ1 . We seek ψλ in the form ζλ1 = ψλ(ζ) = ζ + gλ(ζ), where g0 ≡ 0. By (6.96) we
obtain the following equations for gλ:

∂ζg
λ(ζ) + eλ(ζ)∂ζg

λ(ζ) + eλ(ζ) = 0, |eλ|0 < 1,(6.97)

fλ1 (ζ
λ
1 ) = 1 + ∂ζg

λ(ζ) + eλ(ζ)∂ζgλ(ζ), ζ = (ψλ)−1(ζ).(6.98)

By Theorem 6.4 in [2] , there exists a solution gλ to the equation (6.97) in the class Ck+1+µ,j(Ωλ).

Hence ψλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(Ωλ). In the following we write Dλ = ψλ(Ωλ). From equation (6.98) we get

fλ1 ∈ Ck+µ,j(Dλ). Since g0 ≡ 0, by (6.98) we see that |fλ1 | is nowhere vanishing on Dλ when λ is
small. In view of (6.96) and (6.91) we then get

{
∂
ζλ1
uλ1 +Aλ2(ζ

λ
1 )u

λ1
1 +Bλ

2 (ζ
λ
1 )u

λ
1 = F λ3 (ζ

λ
1 ) in Dλ;

Re[lλ2 (ζ
λ
1 )u

λ
1 (ζ

λ
1 )] = γλ3 (ζ

λ
1 ) on bDλ,

where Dλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j , Aλ2 , B
λ
2 ∈ Ck+µ,j(Dλ), F λ3 ∈ Ck−1+µ,j−1(Dλ), lλ2 ∈ Ck+µ,j(Dλ), γλ3 ∈

Ck+µ,j(Dλ). The functions are given by

(Aλ2 (ζ
λ
1 ), B

λ
2 (ζ

λ
1 )) :=

[
fλ1 (ζ

λ
1 )
]−1 (

Aλ1((ψ
λ)−1(ζλ1 )), B

λ
1 ((ψ

λ)−1(ζλ1 ))
)
,(6.99)

F λ3 (ζ
λ
1 ) :=

[
fλ1 (ζ

λ
1 )
]−1

F λ2 ((ψ
λ)−1(ζλ1 )),

(lλ2 (ζ
λ
1 ), γ

λ
3 (ζ

λ
1 )) :=

[
fλ1 (ζ

λ
1 )
]−1 (

lλ1 ((ψ
λ)−1(ζλ1 )), γ

λ
2 ((ψ

λ)−1(ζλ1 ))
)
.(6.100)

By (6.94), uλ1 satisfies the estimate

uλ1(ψ
λ(ζr)) = a′r(λ) + ib′r(λ), r = 1, · · · , N0;

uλ1(ψ
λ(ζ ′s)) = ∂λ

{
l(ζ ′s, λ)

[
γ(ζ ′s, λ) + ics(λ)

]}
, s = 1, · · · , N1.
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By the induction hypothesis, uλ1 ∈ Ck+µ,j−1(Dλ). Then uλ(ζ) = uλ1 ◦ψλ(ζ) ∈ Ck+µ,j−1(Ω), and uλ

is the solution to (6.91). Furthermore, in view of (6.95) there exists some constant C independent
of λ such that

‖uλ‖Ck+µ,j−1(Ω) ≤ C‖uλ1‖Ck+µ,j−1(Dλ)(6.101)

≤ C
(
‖F λ3 ‖Ck−1+µ,j−1(Ω) + ‖γλ3 ‖Ck+µ,j−1(bΩ) + ‖(a, b, c)‖Cj .

)

≤ C
(
‖F λ‖

Ck+µ,j(Ωλ)
+ ‖γλ‖Ck+1+µ,j(bΩλ) + ‖(a, b, c)‖Cj

)
.

By the induction hypothesis applied for j = 0, vλ satisfies

(6.102) ‖vλ‖Ck+1+µ,0(Ω) ≤ C
(
‖F λ‖

Ck+µ,0(Ωλ)
+ ‖γλ‖Ck+1+µ,0(bΩλ) + ‖(a, b, c)‖C0

)
.

The induction and thus the theorem will be proved if we show that uλ0 is indeed the λ derivative
of vλ. Define Gλ := Dλ,λ0v − uλ0 . Then in view of (6.87) and (6.91), Gλ is the solution to the
problem

{
∂ζG

λ + eλ0∂ζG
λ +Aλ01 G

λ +Bλ0
1 Gλ = Eλ in Ω;

Re[lλ01 Gλ] = φλ on bΩ,

where Eλ(ζ) := F λ,λ02 (ζ)−F λ02 (ζ), φλ(ζ) := γλ,λ02 (ζ)− γλ02 (ζ). In addition, by (6.90) and (6.94), Gλ

satisfies the conditions:

(6.103)
Gλ(ζr) = (Dλ,λ0ar − ∂λar) + i(Dλ,λ0br − ∂λbr);

Gλ(ζ ′s) = Dλ,λ0
{
l(ζ ′s, ·)[γ(ζ ′s, ·) + ics(·)]

}
− ∂λ|λ=λ0

{
l(ζ ′s, λ)

[
γ(ζ ′s, λ) + ics(λ)

]}
.

Since eλ, Aλ1 , B
λ
1 , F

λ
1 , (f

λ
1 )

−1 ∈ Ck+µ,j(Ω) and k ≥ j ≥ 1, then ∂λe
λ, ∂λA

λ
1 , ∂λB

λ
1 , ∂λF

λ
1 are in

Cµ,0(Ω). Since γλ, lλ ∈ Ck+1+µ,j(bΩ), then ∂λγ
λ, ∂λl

λ ∈ C1+µ,0(bΩ). By Proposition 2.3, we see
that |∂λγλ(λ1)− ∂λγ

λ(λ2)|τ converges to 0 as |λ1 −λ2| → 0, for any 0 < τ < 1+µ. It follows from
(6.88), (6.89), (6.92) and (6.93) that

(6.104) |Eλ|0 −→ 0, |φλ|τ −→ 0, as |λ− λ0| → 0.

As before we can do a change of coordinate ψλ0 : ζ 7→ ζ1 so that in the new coordinates, Gλ1 (ζ1) :=
Gλ((ψλ0)−1(ζ1)) is the solution to the problem

{
∂ζG

λ
1 +Aλ02 G

λ
1 +Bλ0

2 Gλ1 = Eλ1 in Ω1;

Re[lλ02 G
λ
1 ] = φλ1 on bΩ1,

where Aλ02 , B
λ0
2 , lλ02 are defined in the same way as expressions (6.99) and (6.100) with λ replaced

by λ0, and

Eλ1 (ζ1) =
[
fλ01 (ζ1)

]−1
Eλ((ψλ0)−1(ζ1)), ζ1 ∈ Ω1;

φλ1 (ζ1) =
[
fλ01 (ζ1)

]−1
φλ((ψλ0)−1(ζ1)), ζ1 ∈ Ω1.

In addition, if we set ζ̃r = ψλ0(ζr) and ζ̃ ′s = ψλ0(ζ ′s), then by (6.103) Gλ1 satisfies

Gλ1 (ζ̃r) =
{
(Dλ,λ0ar − ∂λar) + i(Dλ,λ0br − ∂λbr)

}
◦ (ψλ0)−1,

Gλ(ζ̃ ′s) = Dλ,λ0
{
l(ζ ′s, ·)[γ(ζ ′s, ·) + ics(·)]

}
− ∂λ|λ=λ0

{
l(ζ ′s, λ)

[
γ(ζ ′s, λ) + ics(λ)

]}
◦ (ψλ0)−1.
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In view of estimate (6.80), the solution Gλ1 satisfies

|Gλ1 |0 ≤ C

(
N∑

r=1

Gλ1 (ζ̃r) +

N ′∑

s=1

Gλ1 (ζ̃
′
s) + |φλ1 |τ + |Eλ1 |0

)
, τ > 0.

As λ→ λ0, the right-hand side converges to 0. Hence |Gλ1 |C0(Ω1)
→ 0, and it follows that |Dλ,λ0v−

uλ0 |C0(Ω) = |Gλ|C0(Ω) = |Gλ1 |C0(Ω1)
→ 0. Finally (6.101) and (6.102) together imply (6.85), so the

proof is complete. �

7. Appendix

7.1. Estimates for the Cauchy-Green/ ∂ operator. Let Ω be a bounded domain in C. Recall
the operator TΩ given by (2.1).

Proposition 7.1 ([7, Theorem 1.13]). Let Ω be a bounded domain. If f ∈ L1(Ω), then TΩf belong

to Lp(Ω̃), for any 1 ≤ p < 2 and for any bounded domain Ω̃ in C.

Proposition 7.2 ([7, Theorem 1.14]). If f ∈ L1(Ω), then for any ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω) (i.e. the class of

compactly supported smooth functions in Ω), one has the following
∫∫

Ω
Tf

∂ϕ

∂z
dA(z) = −

∫∫

Ω
fϕdA(z).

In other words, the equation ∂z(Tf) = f holds in the sense of distribution on Ω.

Proposition 7.3. Let Ω be a bounded domain. Suppose f ∈ Lp(Ω), for 2 < p < ∞. Then for
z, z1, z2 ∈ C the following estimates hold:

|TΩf(z)| ≤ C(p) |f |Lp(Ω) , z ∈ C;

|TΩf(z1)− TΩf(z2)| ≤ C(p) |f |Lp(Ω) |z1 − z2|αp , αp =
p− 2

p
.

Proposition 7.4 ([7, p. 34]). Let Ω ⊂ C be a bounded domain. Suppose ∂zw ∈ L1(Ω). Then
w − TΩ(∂zw) = Φ(z), where Φ is some holomorphic function in Ω.

Proposition 7.5 ([7, Theorem 1.23]). Let 2 < p <∞. Suppose f satisfies

M =

∫

D

∣∣f
(
ζ−1
)∣∣p |ζ|−2p dA(ζ) <∞.

Then for z, z1, z2 ∈ C, we have |TDcf(z)| ≤ C(p)M and

|TDcf(z1)− TDcf(z2)| ≤ C(p)M |z1 − z2|αp , αp =
p− 2

p
.

Combining Proposition 7.4 and Proposition 7.5 one gets

Proposition 7.6. Let D be the unit disk in the complex plane, and suppose f ∈ Lp(D) for 2 < p <
∞. Let Pn be the operator defined by formula (3.11):

(7.1) Pnϕ(z) = TDϕ(z) + z2n+1TDcϕ1(z),

where ϕ1 is given by the second formula in (3.11). Then Pnϕ ∈ Cαp(D) for αp = p−2
p

, and

|Pnϕ|αp ≤ C(p)|f |Lp(D).

Proposition 7.7. Let Ω ∈ Ck+1+µ, where k is a non-negative integer, and 0 < µ < 1. Let Pn be
the operator given by formula (7.1). Then |Pnϕ|Ck+1+µ(D) ≤ C|ϕ|Ck+µ(D).
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Proof. Let ϕ1(ζ) = ϕ(1/ζ)/(ζζ2) and TDcϕ1(z) = − 1
π

∫∫
C\D

ϕ1(ζ)
ζ−z dA(ζ). We have

(7.2) Pnϕ(z) = TDϕ(z) + z2n+1TDcϕ1(z).

By Theorem 1.32 [7, p. 56], we have

∂zTDϕ(z) = ϕ(z), ∂zTDϕ(z) = ΠDϕ(z),(7.3)

and Π is bounded linear operator mapping Ck+µ(D) to itself. It follows from (7.3) that TD is
a bounded linear operator mapping Ck+µ(D) to Ck+1+µ(D). To estimate the second operator
TDcϕ1. We first extend ϕ1 to a function in the class Ck+µ(C), by extending ϕ to a function in

the class Ck+µ0 (C). ϕ1 vanishes in some neighborhood of 0, and ϕ1 ∈ L1(C). Write TDcϕ1 =

TCϕ1(z) − TDϕ1(z). By [7, p. 63, Thm 1.34], TCϕ1 ∈ Ck+1+µ(C). Since TDϕ1 ∈ Ck+1+µ(D), we
obtain from the above equation that TDcϕ1 ∈ Ck+1+µ(D). The proposition follows from (7.2). �

Proposition 7.8. Let k be a non-negative integer and 0 < β < 1. Let Ω be a domain in C

with Ck+1+β boundary, and let Γλ : Ω → Ωλ be a Ck+1+β,0 embedding. Let fλ ∈ Ck+β,0(Ωλ).
Then ∂zλTΩλfλ is in Ck+β,0(Ωλ), and there exists some constant C independent of λ so that
|∂zλTΩλfλ|k+β ≤ C|fλ|k+β.

The proof follows similarly as in [7, p. 56-61].

7.2. Estimates for Cauchy type operators.

Lemma 7.9. Let Ωλ be a family of bounded domains in C in the class C1,0. That is there is a
family of embedding Γλ : Ω → Ωλ such that Γλ ∈ C1,0(Ω). For 0 < β < 1, let fλ ∈ Cβ,0(bΩ), and
let g be defined by

g(ζ, λ) := P.V.

∫

bΩ

f(t, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ =

∫

bΩ

f(t, λ)− f(ζ, λ)

tλ − ζλ
dtλ + (πi)f(ζ, λ).

Then g ∈ Cβ,0(bΩλ), and we have ‖g‖β,0 ≤ C1,0‖f‖β,0.
Proof. Let ζ1, ζ2 ∈ bΩ. Then we have

|g(ζ1, λ)− g(ζ2, λ)| ≤
∫

|s|<2δ

|f(t, λ)− f(ζ1, λ)|
|tλ − ζλ1 |

+
|f(t, λ)− f(ζ2, λ)|

|tλ − ζλ2 |
dtλ(7.4)

+

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

|s|≥2δ

f(t, λ)− f(ζ1, λ)

tλ − ζλ1
− f(t, λ)− f(ζ2, λ)

tλ − ζλ2
dtλ

∣∣∣∣∣+ π|f(ζ1, λ)− f(ζ2, λ)|

≤ C1,0‖l‖β,0 δβ +
∣∣∣∣∣
(
f(ζ2, λ)− f(ζ1, λ)

) ∫

|s|≥2δ

dtλ

tλ − ζλ1

∣∣∣∣∣

+

∫

|s|≥2δ

(
f(t, λ)− f(ζ2, λ)

)( 1

tλ − ζλ1
− 1

tλ − ζλ2

)
dtλ.

The first term is bounded by C1,0‖l‖β,0 δβ . The second term is bounded by

C1,0‖f‖β,0 δβ
∣∣∣∣log

Γλ(2δ) − Γλ(0)

Γλ(−2δ)− Γλ(0)

∣∣∣∣ .

Since Γ ∈ C1,0(Ωλ), we have for positive constants c1,0 and C1,0,

c1,0 = c1,0
2δ

2δ
≤
∣∣∣∣
Γλ(2δ) − Γλ(0)

Γλ(−2δ) − Γλ(0)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C1,0
2δ

2δ
≤ C1,0.
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Thus
∣∣∣log Γλ(2δ)−Γλ(0)

Γλ(−2δ)−Γλ(0)

∣∣∣ is bounded uniformly in λ. Finally the last term in (7.4) is bounded by

C1,0‖f‖β,0 δβ
∫

|s|≥2δ

|tλ − ζλ2 |β
|tλ − ζλ1 ||tλ − ζλ2 |

dtλ.

Since |t− ζ2| ≥ |t− ζ1| − |ζ1− ζ2| ≥ |t− ζ1| − c0|t− ζ1| ≥ (1− c0)|t− ζ1|, for some c0 > 0, the above
expression is bounded by

C1,0‖f‖β,0 δβ
∫

|s|≥2δ
|tλ − ζλ1 |β−2 dtλ ≤ C ′

1,0‖f‖β,0 δβ
∫

|s|≥2δ
|s|β−2 ds ≤ C ′′

1,0‖f‖β,0 δβ .

Putting together the results we get |v(ζ1, λ)− v(ζ2, λ)| ≤ C1,0‖fλ‖β,0‖ζ1 − ζ2|β. �

Lemma 7.10. Let Ωλ be a family of bounded domains in C in the class C1,0. That is there is a
bounded domain Ω of C1 boundary, and a family of embedding Γλ : Ω → Ωλ such that Γλ ∈ C1,0(Ω).
Let N be the operator defined by

N f(ζ, λ) =

∫

bΩ

1

tλ − ζλ
[v(ζ, t, λ)− v(t, t, λ)] f(t, λ) dtλ.

Suppose v ∈ Cβ(Ω), for 0 < β < 1, and |v(·, t, λ)|β is bounded by some constant Aβ uniformly in λ

and t ∈ bΩ. Then N maps the space C0,0(bΩλ) to the space Cβ
′,0(bΩλ), for any 0 < β′ < β, and

(7.5) ‖N f‖β′,0 ≤ Cβ′C1,0‖f‖0,0.
Proof. First we estimate the sup norm:

|N f(ζ, λ)| ≤ C1,0Aβ|f(·, λ)|C0(bΩ)

∫

bΩ

1

|t− ζ|1−β dt ≤ C1,0Aβ |f(·, λ)|C0(bΩ),

where the constants are independent of λ.
Next, we estimate the difference of N f at two points ζ1, ζ2 ∈ bΩ. Let n(ζ, t, λ) = v(ζ, t, λ) −

v(t, t, λ). Then |n(ζ, t, λ)| ≤ Aβ|ζ − t|β. Writing δ = |ζ − ζ ′|, we have

|N f(ζ1, λ)−N f(ζ2, λ)| =
∣∣∣∣
∫

bΩ

[
n(ζ1, t, λ)

|ζλ1 − tλ| − n(ζ2, t, λ)

|ζλ2 − tλ|

]
f(t, λ) dtλ

∣∣∣∣

≤ Aβ|f(·, λ)|C0(bΩ)

{∫

|ζλ1 −t
λ|<2δ

dtλ

|ζλ1 − tλ|1−β +

∫

|ζλ1 −t
λ|<2δ

dtλ

|ζλ2 − tλ|1−β

}

+ |f(·, λ)|C0(bΩ)

∫

|ζ1−t|≥2δ

∣∣∣∣
n(ζ1, t, λ)

|ζλ1 − tλ| − n(ζ2, t, λ)

|ζλ2 − tλ|

∣∣∣∣ dtλ.

The first two integrals are bounded by C1,0A
′
β |f(·, λ)|C0(bΩ)|ζ1 − ζ2|β. The last integral is bounded

by
∫

|ζ1−t|>2δ

{ |n(ζ1, t, λ)− n(ζ2, t, λ)|
|ζλ1 − tλ| + |n(ζ2, t, λ)|

[
1

|ζλ1 − tλ| −
1

|ζλ2 − tλ|

]}
dtλ

≤ C1,0

∫

|ζ1−t|≥2δ

|v(ζ1, t, λ)− v(ζ2, t, λ)|
|ζ1 − t| dt+ C1,0

∫

|ζ1−t|>2δ

|ζ1 − ζ2||ζ2 − t|β
|ζ1 − t||ζ2 − t| dt

≤ C1,0|ζ1 − ζ2|β(log |ζ1 − ζ2|+ 1) + C1,0|ζ1 − ζ2|
∫

|ζ1−t|>2δ

1

|ζ1 − t|2−β dt

≤ C ′
1,0|ζ1 − ζ2|β

′

for any 0 < β′ < β. Combining the estimates we get (7.5). �
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Proposition 7.11. Let 0 < β < 1 and k, l ≥ 0 be integers. Let Ω be a bounded domain in C with

bΩ ∈ C1. For f ∈ L1(bΩ), define the Cauchy transform Cf on C \ bΩ by Cf(z) := 1
2πi

∫
bΩ

f(ζ)
ζ−z dζ.

Suppose f ∈ Cβ(bΩ). Then f extends to a function C
+f ∈ Cβ(Ω). Moreover on bΩ

C
+f(z) = f(z) +

1

2πi

∫

bΩ

f(z)− f(ζ)

z − ζ
dζ.

(ii) Suppose bΩ ∈ Ck+1+β, and f ∈ C l+β(bΩ) with k + 1 ≥ l. Then C
+f ∈ C l+β(Ω).

The proof is standard and the reader may refer to [1].

Proposition 7.12. Let A,B ∈ Lp,2(C). Let w(z) be the generalized Cauchy integral with density
ϕ, defined by

w(z) =
1

2πi

∫

bΩ
G1(z, t)ϕ(t) dt −G2(z, t)ϕ(t) dt,

where G1 and G2 are the fundamental kernels of the class Lp,2(A,B,C). Suppose ϕ(t) ∈ Cµ(bΩ),

then w(z) ∈ Cν(Ω), where ν = min(αp, µ), αp =
p
p−2 .

Proof. We write G1(z, t) =
Σi=1,2[eωi(z,t)−eωi(t,t)]

t−z + 2
t−z and G2(z, t) =

eω1(z,t)−eω2(z,t)

t−z . By (3.24) and

(3.25) we have |eωi(z,t) − eωi(t,t)| ≤ C|z − t|αp for i = 1, 2 and |eω1(z,t) − eω2(z,t)| ≤ C|z − t|αp . Then

w(z) =
1

2πi

∫

∂Ω

ϕ(t) dt

t− z

+

∫

∂Ω

Σi=1,2[e
ωi(z,t) − eωi(t,t)]

t− z
ϕ(t) dt−

∫

∂Ω

eω1(z,t) − eω2(z,t)

t− z
ϕ(t) dt

=
1

2πi

∫

∂Ω

ϕ(t) dt

t− z
+

∫

∂Ω

F (z, t)

|t− z|1−αp
ϕ(t) dt+

∫

∂Ω

G(z, t)

|t− z|1−αp
ϕ(t) dt,

where |F (z, t)| ≤ C|z − t| and |G(z, t)| ≤ C|z − t|, for any z ∈ Ω and t ∈ ∂Ω. The result then
follows from Proposition 7.11. �

Proposition 7.13. Let L be an arc of the class C1 and let 0 < β < 1. Define w to be the generalized
Cauchy integral with density ϕ ∈ Cβ(L).

w(z) :=
1

2πi

∫

L

G1(z, t)ϕ(t) dt −G2(z, t)ϕ(t) dt, z /∈ L.

Then w extends to a continuous function from either side of the arc. Furthermore, let us denote
by w+ and w− the limiting values of w from the region to the left and right of L when going in the
positive direction. Then the following formulae hold:

w+(ζ) =
1

2
ϕ(ζ) + w(ζ), w−(ζ) = −1

2
ϕ(ζ) + w(ζ), ζ ∈ L,(7.6)

where

w(ζ) =
1

2πi
P.V.

∫

L

G1(ζ, t)ϕ(t) dt −G2(ζ, t)ϕ(t) dt, ζ ∈ L.

The first integral on the right-hand side is understood to be the Cauchy principal value, and the
second integral converging in the ordinary sense.

Proof. See formula (14.2)-(14.3) from [7, p. 188]. The proof uses Plemelj’s formula and estimate
(3.29). �

Proposition 7.14. Let Ω be a domain in C with C1 and compact boundary. Suppose A,B ∈ Lp(Ω)
and A ≡ B ≡ 0 in C \ Ω. Define

w(z) :=
1

2πi

∫

bΩ
G1(z, t,Ω)ϕ(t) dt −G2(z, t,Ω)ϕ(t) dt,
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where ϕ ∈ Cβ(bΩ) for 0 < β < 1, and Gi are defined by (3.26). Then w satisfies the following
integral equation (in fact is the unique solution in C0(Ω))

(7.7) w(z) + TΩ(Aw +Bw) = Φ(z),

where

(7.8) Φ(z) :=
1

2πi

∫

bΩ

ϕ(t) dt

t− z
.

Proof. We will follow some arguments in [7, p. 183-188]. By the well-known jump formula for
Cauchy integral, we have

ϕ(ζ) = Φ+(ζ)− Φ−(ζ), ζ ∈ bΩ.

In addition, Φ ∈ Cβ(Ω). By (3.28), ∂zGi(z, ζ,Ω) = 0 if z ∈ C \Ω and ζ ∈ Ω. By (3.30),

(7.9) ∂zGi(ζ, z,Ω) = 0, if z ∈ C \ Ω, ζ ∈ Ω;

w(z) =
1

2πi

∫

bΩ
G1(z, t,Ω)(Φ

+ − Φ−)(t) dt −G2(z, t,Ω)(Φ+ − Φ−)(t) dt.

By (7.9) and Cauchy’s theorem,
∫
bΩG1(z, t,Ω)Φ

−(t) dt − G2(z, t,Ω)Φ−(t) dt = 0. Using this and
applying Green’s identity on the domain Ωε = {ζ ∈ Ω : |ζ − z| > ε}, we obtain

w(z) =
1

2πi

∫

bΩ
G1(z, t,Ω)Φ

+(t) dt−G2(z, t,Ω)Φ+(t) dt

= lim
ε→0

{
1

π

∫∫

Ωε

(
∂ζG1(z, ζ,Ω)

)
Φ(ζ) dA(ζ) +

1

π

∫∫

Ωε

∂ζ (G2(z, ζ,Ω))Φ(ζ) dA(ζ)

}

+ lim
ε→0

{
1

2πi

∫

|t−z|=ε
G1(z, t,Ω)Φ(t) − Ω2(z, t,Ω)Φ(t) dt

}
,

where we used that Φ is holomorphic.
Taking the limit as ε→ 0, and taking into account estimate (3.29), we have

(7.10) w(z) = Φ(z) +

∫∫

Ω
R1(z, ζ,Ω)Φ(ζ)dA(ζ) +

∫∫

Ω
R2(z, ζ,Ω)Φ(ζ) dA(ζ),

where R1(z, ζ,Ω) =
1
π
∂ζG1(z, ζ,Ω) and R2(z, ζ,Ω) =

1
π
∂ζG2(z, ζ,Ω).

We now show that expression (7.10) represents the unique solution to the integral equation:

(7.11) w(z) − 1

π

∫∫

Ω

A(ζ)w(ζ) +B(ζ)w(ζ)

ζ − z
dA(ζ) = Φ(z), z ∈ Ω.

By Vekua [7, p. 156], there exists a unique solution w0 in the class Lq(Ω), q = p
p−1 . Our goal is to

show that w defined by (7.10) is equal to w0.
Taking ∂z on both sides we get LA,Bw = 0 in Ω. Write (7.11) as

(7.12) w0 − PΩw0 = Φ, PΩw0 := −TΩ(Aw0 +Bw0) = TΩ(∂zw0).

By [7, p. 50], there exists an integer n so that Pnw0 is in the class Cτ for some τ > 0. Since

P (Φ) ∈ C
p

p−2 (Ω) (Proposition 7.6) and

w0 = Pnw0 + Pn−1(Φ) + Pn−2(Φ) + · · ·+Φ,

we have that w0 ∈ C0(Ω). Since A,B ∈ Lp(Ω), we have ∂zw0 ∈ Lp(Ω). Hence by the remark in [7,
p.41] we have

(7.13) w0 − PΩw0 ≡ w0 − TΩ(∂zw0) =
1

2πi

∫

bΩ

w0(t) dt

t− z
.
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Now the left-hand sides of (7.12) and (7.13) are the same, so the right-hand side are the same as
well and we get

Φ(z) =
1

2πi

∫

bΩ

ϕ(t) dt

t− z
=

1

2πi

∫

bΩ

w0(t) dt

t− z
, z ∈ Ω.

It follows then by the jump formula for Cauchy integral that w0(ζ) = Φ+(ζ) − Φ−(ζ), for ζ ∈ bΩ.
By Proposition 3.2, w0 can be represented as

w0(z) =
1

2πi

∫

∂Ω
G1(z, t,Ω)w0(t) dt−G2(z, t,Ω)w0(t) dt

=
1

2πi

∫

∂Ω
G1(z, t,Ω)(Φ

+ − Φ−)(t) dt−G2(z, t,Ω)(Φ+ − Φ−)(t) dt = w(z). �

7.3. Theory of singular integral operators on curves.

In the following we let L be a piece-wise, non-intersecting C1 curve on the plane.

Definition 7.15. We call an operator N a Fredholm operator if it takes the form Fϕ(t0) =
A(t0)ϕ(t0)+N (ϕ)(t0), where A is a function nowhere vanishing on L and N is a compact operator
on C0(L).

Definition 7.16. We call an operator defined by

Kϕ(t0) := A(t0)ϕ(t0) +
1

πi
P.V.

∫

L

K(t0, t)ϕ(t) dt

t− t0
, t0 ∈ L

a singular integral operator (with Cauchy type kernel).

The functions A and K are assumed to be Hölder continuous in their respective arguments. We
can write Kϕ as

Kϕ(t0) = A(t0)ϕ(t0) +
B(t0)

πi
P.V.

∫

L

ϕ(t)dt

t− t0
+

1

πi

∫

L

k(t0, t) dt,

where B(t0) = K(t0, t0) and k(t0, t) =
K(t0,t)ϕ(t)−K(t0 ,t0)ϕ(t0)

t−t0
. The operator K0 defined by

K0ϕ(t0) = A(t0)ϕ(t0) +
B(t0)

πi
P.V.

∫

L

ϕ(t)dt

t− t0

will be called the dominant part of the operator K.
We define the adjoint operator of K by

K′(ψ)(t0) = A(t0)ϕ(t0)−
1

πi
P.V.

∫

L

K(t, t0)ψ(t) dt

t− t0
.

The dominant part of K′ is (K′)0(ψ)(t0) = A(t0)ψ(t0)− B(t0)
πi

P.V.
∫
L
ψ(t)
t−t0

dt. For any two functions

ϕ and ψ which are Hölder continuous on L, one has
∫
L
(Kϕ)ψ dt =

∫
L
ϕ(K′ψ) dt.

Lemma 7.17 (Composition of singular integral operators). Let K1 and K2 be the two singular
integral operators defined by

Kj(t0) = Ai(t0)ϕ(t0) +
1

πi

∫

L

Kj(t0, t)ϕ(t)

t− t0
dt, t0 ∈ L, j = 1, 2.(7.14)

Then the composition or the product of K1 and K2 is

(7.15)

K1K2(t0) = [A1(t0)A2(t0) +B1(t0)B2(t0)]ϕ(t0)

+
1

πi

∫

L

A1(t0)K2(t0, t) +K1(t0, t)A2(t)

t− t0
ϕ(t) dt

+
1

(πi)2

∫

L

[∫

L

K1(t0, t1)K2(t1, t)

(t1 − t0)(t− t1)
dt1

]
ϕ(t) dt.
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Proof. See formula (45.9) in [5, p. 119]. �

Denote the double integral in expression (7.15) by F12(ϕ). We claim that F12 is a compact
integral operator. Indeed, we have

I(t, t0) =

∫

L

K1(t0, t1)K2(t1, t)

(t1 − t0)(t− t1)
dt1 =

1

t− t0
[v(t0, t)− v(t, t)]

where we set F (t1, t, t0) = K1(t0, t1)K2(t1, t), and

v(t0, t) = P.V.

∫

L

F (t1, t, t0)

t1 − t0
dt1 =

∫

L

F (t1, t, t0)− F (t0, t, t0)

t1 − t0
dt1 + (πi)F (t0, t, t0),

v(t, t) = P.V.

∫

L

F (t1, t, t0)

t1 − t
dt1 =

∫

L

F (t1, t, t0)− F (t, t, t0)

t1 − t
dt1 + (πi)F (t, t, t0).

Then the double integral becomes
∫
L

1
t−t0

[v(t0, t)− v(t, t)]ϕ(t) dt. By the proof of Lemma 7.9, we
see that v is Hölder continuous in the first argument. It follows then by Lemma 7.10 that F is a
compact operator.

Denote the single integral in the above product K1K2 by K12(ϕ). Then K12 is a singular integral
operator, and we can write it as

K12ϕ(t0) =
A1(t0)B2(t0) +A2(t0)B1(t0)

πi
P.V.

∫

L

ϕ(t)

t− t0
dt

+

∫

L

[A1(t0)K2(t0, t) +K1(t0, t)A2(t)]− [A1(t0)K2(t0, t0) +K1(t0, t0)A2(t0)]

t− t0
ϕ(t) dt.

The second integral above is clearly a compact integral operator. Then in view of (7.15) K1K2 will
be a Fredholm operator if one has

(7.16) 0 = A1(t0)B2(t0) +A2(t0)B1(t0), t0 ∈ L.

Definition 7.18. Let K2 be a singular integral operator defined on Cβ(L), for some 0 < β < 1,
and let K1 be another singular integral operator such that the composition K1K2 is a Fredholm
operator. Then we call K1 a reducing integral operator of K2.

Given an operator K2 with the corresponding A2 and B2, one can choose another operator K1

whose corresponding A1 and B1 satisfy condition (7.16). In particular one can choose K1 to be the
dominant part of the adjoint of K2, since in this case A1(t0) = A2(t0) and B1(t0) = −B2(t0).

7.4. Some other results.
The following result is stated and used in Vekua’s proof [7] and we shall provide the details.

Proposition 7.19. Let w be a holomorphic function on the unit disk D, continuous up to the
boundary circle S1, and satisfying the following boundary condition:

Re(z−nw) = γ(z), n > 0, on S1,

where we assume γ ∈ Cβ(S1), for 0 < β < 1. Then w = znSγ +∑2n
k=0 ckz

k for z ∈ D, where Sγ is
the Schwarz integral

Sγ(z) := 1

2πi

∫

S1

γ(t)
t+ z

t− z

dt

t
, z ∈ D.

Proof. Since w is holomorphic, one can write w(z) =
∑∞

k=0 ckz
k. Then z−nw(z) =

∑∞
k=0 ckz

k−n =∑−1
j=−n cn+jz

j +
∑∞

j=0 cn+jz
j . Thus on S1, one has

Re(

∞∑

j=0

cn+jz
j) = Re(z−nw)−Re(

−1∑

j=−n

cn+jz
j) = γ(z)−Re(

−1∑

j=−n

cn+jz
j).
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It is easy to see that
∑∞

j=0 cn+jz
j is holomorphic in D, and in addition by the assumption the series

is continuous up to S1. Hence it can be represented as the Schwarz integral of the real part of its
boundary value:

∞∑

j=0

cn+jz
j = S(γ)(z) − S(Re

−1∑

j=−n

cn+jζ
j)(z), z ∈ D.

Multiplying both sides by zn we get

(7.17)
∞∑

j=0

cn+jz
n+j = znS(γ)(z)− znS(Re

−1∑

j=−n

cn+jζ
j)(z), z ∈ D.

For ζ ∈ S1, one has 2Re
∑−1

j=−n cn+jζ
j =

∑−1
j=−n cn+jζ

j +
∑−1

j=−n cn+jζ
−j =

∑−1
j=−n cn+jζ

j +∑n
j=1 cn−jζ

j. Let

(7.18) ϕ(z) = S(Re
−1∑

j=−n

cn+jζ
j)(z), z ∈ D,

in other words, ϕ is the holomorphic function in D whose boundary value has real part equal

to Re
(∑−1

j=−n cn+jζ
j
)

. Then we claim that ϕ takes the form Σnk=0akz
k. Indeed, since ϕ(z) is

holomorphic in D, it has power series expansion ϕ =
∑∞

k=0 akz
k, with

ak =
1

2πi

∫

|t|=1

ϕ(t)

tk+1
=

1

2πi

∫

|t|=r

1
2

∑−1
j=−n cn+jt

j dt+ 1
2

∑n
j=1 cn−jt

j

tk+1
dt, k ≥ 0.

For k > n, we have ak = 0, so the claim holds. Substituting (7.18) into (7.17) we obtain

∞∑

j=0

cn+jz
n+j = znS(γ)(z) − znS(Re

−1∑

j=−n

cn+jζ
j)(z), z ∈ D

= znS(γ)(z) − zn
n∑

k=0

akz
k = znS(γ)(z) −

2n∑

k=n

a′kz
k.

Finally, w(z) =
∑n−1

j=0 cjz
j +

∑∞
j=n cjz

j implies w(z) = znS(γ)(z) +∑2n
n=0 c

′
kz
k, for some c′k. �

Proposition 7.20. Let Ω be a bounded domain in C, and 0 < β < 1. Suppose {fn} is a sequence
of functions in Cβ(Ω) satisfying |fn|Cβ(Ω) ≤ C and |fn|L1(Ω) → 0. Then |fn|C0(Ω) → 0.

Proof. Suppose |f |C0(Ω) > ε1. Then there exists x0 ∈ Ω such that f(x0) > ε1. Since |f(x)−f(x0)| ≤

|f |β|x − x0|β, we have |f(x) − f(x0)| < ε1
2 whenever |x − x0| < δ =

(
ε1

2|f |β

) 1
β
. Let B(x0, δ)

be the ball of radius δ centered at x0, then for all x ∈ B(x0, δ), |f(x)| > ε1
2 . Consequently

|f |L1(Ω) ≥
∫
B(x0,δ)

|f(x)| dx ≥ ε1
2 πδ

2 = Cβ |f |
− 2

β

β ε
β+2
β

1 , where Cβ = π2−
β+2
β . Note that if x0 happen

to be on the boundary bΩ, then the above estimates hold with an extra constant.

Given ε0, we set ε1 = C ′
β|f |

2
2+β

β ε
β

2+β

0 , where C ′
β = C

− β
2+µ

β . Then by above we see that whenever

|f |L1(Ω) < ε0, we have |f |C0(Ω) ≤ ε1. By taking ε0 → 0 we get the conclusion. �

Lemma 7.21. Let Γλ : Ω → Ωλ be a C1+µ,0 embedding, where 0 < µ < 1. For t, t0 ∈ bΩλ, let
tλ := Γλ(t) and tλ0 := Γλ(t0). Define K(t, t0, λ) := ∂τ

tλ0

arg(tλ0 − tλ).
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(i)We have |K(t, t0, λ)| ≤ C1+µ,0|t0 − t|µ−1.
(ii) For any t0, t1, t2 ∈ bΩ with |t1 − t0| ≥ 2|t1 − t2|, we have

|K(t1, t0, λ)−K(t2, t0, λ)| ≤ C1+µ,0
|t1 − t2|

|t0 − t1|2−µ
.

Proof. (i) We parametrize bΩ by ρ(s) such that ds is the arc-length element agreeing with the
standard orientation of bΩ. Then ρλ(s) = Γλ ◦ ρ gives a parametrization of bΩλ. Let t = ρ(s) and
t0 = ρ(s0). Then t

λ = ρλ(s) and tλ0 = ρλ(s0), and we can write K as K(t, t0, λ) = ∂τ
tλ
0

arg(tλ0−tλ) =∣∣∂s0 arg[ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s)]
∣∣ . Denote by νλ(s0) the outer unit normal vector to bΩλ at tλ0 = ρλ(s0). Then

we have

(7.19) ∂s0 arg[ρ
λ(s0)− ρλ(s)] =

νλ(s0) · (ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s))

|ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s)|2 .

Since νλ(s0) · (ρλ(s0) − ρλ(s)) = νλ(s0) ·
∫ s0
s
(ρλ)′(r) − (ρλ)′(s0) dr and ρλ ∈ C1+µ,0, the above

expression is bounded by C1+µ,0|s0 − s|1+µ. Since Γλ ∈ C1+µ,0, we have c1,0|s0 − s| ≤ |ρλ(s0) −
ρλ(s)| ≤ C1,0|s0 − s|. Hence from (7.19) we obtain |K(t, t0, λ)| ≤ C1+µ,0

|s0−s|1+µ

|s0−s|2
≤ C1+µ,0|s0 −

s|µ−1 ≤ C ′
1+µ,0|t0 − t|µ−1.

(ii) Using formula (7.19) we have

|K(t1, t0, λ)−K(t2, t0, λ)| =
∣∣∣∂s0 arg[ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s1)]− ∂s0 arg[ρ

λ(s0)− ρλ(s2)]
∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
νλ(s0) · (ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s1))

|ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s1)|2
− νλ(s0) · (ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s2)

|ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s2)|2
∣∣∣∣ .

The above expression is bounded by the sum K1 +K2, where

K1 =
1

|ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s1)|2
∣∣∣νλ(s0) · [ρλ(s2)− ρλ(s1)]

∣∣∣ ,

K2 =
∣∣∣νλ(s0) · [ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s2)]

∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣

1

|ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s1)|2
− 1

|ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s2)|2
∣∣∣∣ .

We estimate each Ki. For K1 we have

K1 =
1

|ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s1)|2
∣∣∣∣νλ(s0) ·

∫ s2

s1

(ρλ)′(r)− (ρλ)′(s0) dr

∣∣∣∣

≤ C1+µ,0
1

|s0 − s1|2
|s1 − s2|1+µ = C1+µ,0

|s1 − s2|
|s0 − s1|2−µ

≤ C ′
1+µ,0

|t1 − t2|
|t0 − t1|2−µ

,

where we used |t1 − t0| ≥ 2|t1 − t2|. For K2, we have

K2 =
∣∣∣νλ(s0) · [ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s2)]

∣∣∣
∣∣|ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s2)|2 − |ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s1)|2

∣∣
|ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s1)|2|ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s2)|2

≤
∣∣∣νλ(s0) · [ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s2)]

∣∣∣
|ρλ(s1)− ρλ(s2)|

(
|ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s2)|+ |ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s1)|

)

|ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s1)|2|ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s2)|2
,

where the constant C0 is uniform in λ. Since
∣∣∣νλ(s0) · [ρλ(s0)− ρλ(s2)]

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣νλ(s0) ·

∫ s0

s2

(ρλ)′(r)− (ρλ)′(s0) dr

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C1+µ,0|s0 − s2|1+µ,

we have K2 ≤ C1+µ,0|s0−s2|1+µ|s1−s2|
(

1
|s0−s1|2|s0−s2|

+ 1
|s0−s1||s0−s2|2

)
. Since |t1− t0| ≥ 2|t1− t2|,

we have |t2− t0| ≥ |t1− t0|−|t1− t2| ≥ 1
2 |t1− t0|, and |t2− t0| ≤ |t1− t0|+ |t1+ t2| ≤ 3

2 |t1− t0|. Then
c0|s1−s0| ≤ |s2−s0| ≤ C ′

0|s1−s0|. Consequently, K2 ≤ C ′
1+µ,0|s1−s2| |s0−s1|

1+µ

|s0−s1|3
= C ′

1+µ,0
|s1−s2|

|s0−s1|2−µ .

Combining the bounds for K1 and K2 we get the desired estimate. �
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