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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
A € [0,1]. We derive sharp regularity properties of the solutions in all variables, including the
parameter A\. More specifically we show that the solution and its derivatives are continuous in all
variables, and the Holder norms of the space variables are bounded uniformly in .
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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 Q* in C that depend on some parameter A € [0, 1]:

A
du A

(1.1) L= in QY gyx = on b .
Here £* is a second-order elliptic operator defined by
(1.2) LN = aNz, y)uy, + 200 (@, y)ug, + e, y)uy, + dN @, y)uy + N, y)uy,
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and Y is an arbitrary non-vanishing directional vector field along bQ*. We assume a* > 0 and the
uniform ellipticity condition:

(1.3) e — ()2 >8>0, YAe[o,1].

We show that if all the coefficient functions a?,b*,c*,d*, e, F*,4* depend on the parameter \
“smoothly”. Then with certain suitable conditions to guarantee the existence and uniqueness of
the problem (1.1), the family of solutions u* 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 2 be a bounded domain in C, and let k,7 € N satisfy £ > j. Given a family of
functions u* defined on €, we say that u” is in the space C*t#J(Q) if for every integer i with
0 <i<j, [\~ 0iu?] is a continuous map from [0, 1] to C*~{(Q) and a bounded map from [0, 1]
to CF~#(Q). Our main result is

Theorem 1.1. Let k, j be in NU{oo} with k > j, and let 0 < p < 1. Let Q be a bounded domain in
C with C*2*# boundary. Let T* be a family of maps that embed Q onto Q*, with TA € CF+2+17 (Q)
and T being the identity map. Suppose that a*,b*,c*,d*,e*, fA are functions in Q*, such that
a* oTA b oTA * o T € CFHIF1I(Q), d* oTH, e* o T, fA o T € CFH1I(Q), and suppose that Y, 4>
are functions on b such that Y* o TA,4* o TN € CFHIH1I(bQ). Suppose certain well-posedness
conditions (see Proposition 3.8) are given so that (1.1) with (1.3) has a unique solution for each
A. Then u o T* € CFH2H1i(Q)).

The existence and uniqueness theory for fixed A 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 Q* given by the embeddings
I Q — Q) with TY € CFHIF1I(Q), there exists a family of Riemann mappings R* : Q* — D
such that R* o T € CFT1H+13(Q), 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 A, 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) AU + a(z,y)Uy + b(x,y)Uy = f(z,y), aU, —BU, = 1.
By setting w = u + v for u = U, and v = —U,), (1.4) takes the form

(1.5) Ozw+ Aw+ Bw = F, in (),

(1.6) Re[lw] =, on bS),

where we assume [ = « + i3 is nowhere vanishing on b§. 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 d 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 d form (1.5). Thus we are forced to



3

deal with variable domains in this case. We use Vekua’s idea to reduce the problem to a singular
integral equation on b2}, 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

A A
[|w ”ck+1+u(§) <Gilf HCHH(ﬁ)v

for each fixed A, 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 C'y depends on .

Following Vekua, we will henceforth call (1.5)-(1.6) Problem A for 0 or simply Problem A. There
is a vast literature on the oblique derivative boundary value problem. See for example Miranda [,
Chapter 3] and Hérmander [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 Holder
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 b<2.
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 Q*. In Section 5 we examine how the kernel in Vekua’s integral solution
formula depends on A. These results will be used in Section 6 to prove Theorem 1.1 for families
of multiply-connected domains Q. 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 C g (resp. Ci4,, ;) to indicate that it depends on ||F>\H01,0(Q) (resp. ||F>\||Ck+;t»j(Q)).

For a family of functions u* defined on 9, we shall write either u* € Ck+#J(QN) or u? o I €
CkrI(QY). We shall write |f|y, instead of |f | k() Whenever the domain € 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. HOLDER SPACES WITH PARAMETER

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

We denote by C"(2), r > 0 the space of complex-valued functions which are Hélder continuous
with exponent r on a bounded domain 2 C C. When the domain ) in question is clear, we also

write | f], in place of |f |CT(§). The space C"~ () consists of those functions that are in C"¢(1Q),

for all e > 0. We write D for the unit disk in C, and we write dA(z) = %dz AdZ for the area element
in C. The Cauchy-Green or d solution operator on a domain € C C is defined by

(2.1) Tof(z) = —%//ch%cm(g), seq.
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For 1 <p < oo and v € R, we denote by Ly, ,(C) the space of functions f satisfying
(1

(2 Ferm).  fla =1 (1) € 2O

with the norm |f|; () = [flre@) +|fv]Lr@)- The space Ly, ,(C) is a Banach space with this norm.
Intuitively the lower index v describes the rate of growth of f at oo, and we have Ly, ,,,(C) C Ly, ,,(C),
if 1 > vy. It is easy to see that f, € LP(D) if and only if

/ [P F (W) dA(u) < oo.
C\D

For 0 < pu < 1, we let L, (Q2) denote the set of functions f that satisfy f € LP(Q), f = 0 outside €,
and

B =

([Jalf(z+h) — f(2)I” dA(2))

B(f,Q,u,p) =sup 0.
(U 8hme) =0 A
Then L% (Q) is a Banach space with the norm:
(2.3) |flee) = [floe@) + B(f, 2w, p).
We say that w is a solution to the equation
(2.4) Ozw+ Aw+ Bw = F, in (),

if w, 0w € L*(Q), and the above equation holds in the sense of distributions in 2. We denote by

L,(A,B,F,Q) (resp. L,2(A, B, F)) the set of w € L*(Q) that satisfy (2.4) with A, B,F € LP(Q)

(resp. Lp2(C)) If F' =0, we write £,(A, B,Q) (resp. L, 2(A, B)) for the spaces defined as above.
We adopt the following notations for differences of functions:

(2.5) 5o (f(N) = F(5A) = FGA), 6NN (2,) 1= F(5 M) — f(2, M),
We denote the difference quotient with respect to the parameter by

Ao ey JGA) = f(5 )
(2.6) DY) = P .

To study boundary value problems on families of domains, we use the Hélder space with param-
eter CkT1J (Qr) 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 NU {oo} with & > j, and let 0 < u < 1. Let £ be a bounded

domain in C with C¥** boundary, and let {u} aelo,1] be a family of functions on 2. We say that

M} eio.q1 18 in the class chkrmiQ ,if for all 0 < i < j, |04 u*|44, are uniformly bounded in X, and
€[0,1] A +n

diu? is continuous in A in the C*¥(Q) norm. The norm on CFI(Q)) is defined to be

(2.7) W= sup {0he ).
0<i<5,A€[0,1]

Similarly we define chtmi (b€2) by replacing © with b2 in the above expressions.

For our problem with parameter, we consider functions defined on a family of domains Q*, for
A € [0,1]. We assume there is an embedding T* : @ — Q*, where I'V is the identity map from Q to
itself.

Now we make the following observation. Suppose for each A € [0,1], v* is defined on an open
set V with UyQ» cC V. Let T* € CF™9(Q0), and v* € CF™(V). But then @*(2) := u*(T*(2))
is not in the space Cf g (Q2), since when one takes derivative in A, by the chain rule one needs to
take the space derivative of u*. Hence instead of chtmd (Q2), 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, u be as in Theorem 1.1. Let {T* : Q — ﬁ}xe[og} be in the class CFT7 (Q).
Let u* be a family of functions defined on Q*, and put u(z, ) := u*(I'*(2)). We say that
u € CHHI(Qr) if Tz, \) € CHHRI(Q), e CFTRI(bQr) if U(z, A) € CEFRI(bQ).
For 0 < j < k, define the spaces

J J
Ck+1+‘u’j(§r) — mcf—i+u,i(ﬁr)’ Ck—l—l—l—u,j(bQF) — m Cf_i—l—“’i(bﬁp).
i=0 1=0
The space C*T1¥#J(Qr) is a Banach space with the norm defined by |[ut||g4,; = maxo<i<;

{|@(z,\)|k—i+pi}. In other words, we say that u* € CKHFHI(Qr) if |04Tlk—i4, is uniformly
bounded in A, and 944 is continuous in the C*=(Q)) norm, for each i with 0 < i < j. Since
0% ulk—itp < |05 ulk—irgp, for any @/, 0 < i’ < i, we have

[0 et = gmax {05 Nii}s (2 3) 1= w(T(2))

We denote the restriction of I'* to bQ by p*(s), where s is the arclength element on b2. Then
dt* = (pM)(s)ds.
Proposition 2.3. Let k be a non-negative integer and 0 < p < 1. Let © be a bounded domain in
R™.
(i) For any 0 < i/ < p, C**# (Q) is relatively compact in CFH(%).
(ii) Let {f} be a family of functions in the class C*¥T#(Q) such that | f*k+, is uniformly bounded

in A, and f* is continuous in X in the | -|o -norm. Then f is continuous in \ in the |- |k -norm,
for any 0 < 1/ < p.

Proof. (i) Taking ¢ < “_T“l (so that u(1 —e) — u’ > 0), we have

|D¥gn(x) — DFgn(y)]

1gnllk4pr = sup

z,yef) |l‘ - y|,/
Dkg T _Dkg y 1—¢
< sup | n(2) u,n( ) sup ’Dkgn(l’) _Dkgn(y)‘a
z,yeN |l‘ - y| z,y€)

< C(lgnllitno) sup |z = Y"1 g, 15 < C (I9nlltp0) l9n 5,
x,ye

where the constant C' depends on €, u, u’,e. By the Ascoli-Arzela theorem, there exists a subse-
quence {g,;} which converges uniformly to some function g, in the |- |, norm. Using the above
estimates, the sequence {g,, } is Cauchy in the |- |, norm, hence must converge to some CkHrE (Q)
function, which is just g.

(ii) Seeking contradiction, suppose there exists some Ay and a sequence \; — )¢ such that | fh =
o b+ > 0 > 0. By part (i) and passing to a subsequence if necessary, N converges to some
function f in the | - | k4 -norm, and thus

(2.8) [F = Ol >0 >0.

On the other hand, we have ]f— oo < \f— o +1f% — fo. The right-hand side converges to

0 by assumption, so f = f*°, which contradicts (2.8). Hence f* is continuous in A in the | - | k!
norm. O

The following result shows that the definition C’k_Jr w3 (Qr) is independent of the embedding T'*.
For this reason we shall from now on write C**#J(Q*) instead of C¥+#J(Qr).
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Proposition 2.4 ([I, Lemma 2.2]). Let k, j, i be as in Theorem 1.1. Let Q be a bounded domain
with bQ € CKHINCL. Let '} and I'y be two embeddings from Q to Q. IfT' € CF+I(Q)NCHO(Q).
Then CF+13(Qp, ) = CkT1J (Qr,).

Lemma 2.5. Let k, j, i be as in Theorem 1.1. Let 2,9 C R?, and F: Q x [0,1] — ' x [0,1] be a
CFH1tmi_mapping, defined by

F(xayv)‘) = (fl(xryv A)7f2(x7y7)‘)7)‘) = (677777-)‘

Suppose that f(-,-,A) = (f1(-,- A), f2(-,-, X)) are bijections from Q to V' for each fized X, and the
Jacobian matriz DF has non-vanishing determinant in Qx [0,1]. Then F~! € Ck1+mi(QY x [0, 1]).

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

Proposition 2.6 ([, Corollary 9.4]). Let k, j, u be as in Theorem 1.1. Let Q be a simply-connected
domain in C with bQ € CM 141 and let T : Q@ — QA be in the class C¥T1 I (Q). Then there exists
a family of Riemann mappings R : Q* — D such that R(z,\) := R* o A (2) € CFF1Tri(Q).

Proposition 2.7. Keep the assumptions in the last theorem. Let R be the family of Riemann
mappings in Proposition 2.6. For each X € [0,1], let (R*)™! : D — Q* be the inverse of R*. Then
(R)\)—l c Ck+1+u,j(ﬁ)'

Proof. Define F € CF+1+mi(Q x [0,1]) : Q@ x [0,1] — D x [0,1] by
F(z,0) = (B(z,0),A) = (R(I(2, 1), A), A).
Since T'(-, \) is an embedding from Q to Q*, and R(-,\) is a Riemann mapping, the map Ris a
bijection for each fixed A, 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~! is in C¥T1T1J(D x [0,1]). F~!
is given by
F~Hw, ) = (R} (w,7),7).

Write R71(z,A) = D(R™1(2,A),\). Since I € Ck14mi(Q), and R~! e Ck1+1i (D), we obtain
R~ € ckH1Hri(D). O

In order to reduce our oblique derivative boundary value problem to Problem A for 0, 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 €2 be a bounded domain in C, and consider the following elliptic equation
defined on §:

(29) CL(!E, y)uww + 2b($7 y)uwy + C(ﬂf, y)uyy + F (:Ev yv ’LL, 'LL;E, uy) = 07
where the derivatives are taken in the sense of distributions. We assume the following uniform
ellipticity condition:

d=ac— b >dyp >0 a.e. in .
(i) Suppose Q0 has Lipschitz boundary, and a,b,c € WIP(Q), for 2 < p < co. Then there exists a
1-1map ¢ : z = x + iy — w = & +in on Q such that v € W?P(Q) C C1Fer(Q), for o, == %2.
Moreover, if we set u(x,y) = u(y(x,y)), then u is a solution to equation (2.9) if and only if u is a
solution to the following equation

ﬂgg +ﬂ7777 —|—F1 (f,n,ﬂ,ﬂf,ﬂn) =0

on the domain ().
(i) For k > 0 and 0 < p < 1, let Q be a bounded domain in C with C**1 4 boundary. Suppose
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a,b,c € CFH1+1(Q). Then the coordinate map v constructed in (i) belongs to the class CFF2H1(Q).
(iii) The Jacobian of the map 1 is positive at each point of §2:

J(2) = |0.w|* — |zw]* >0, zeQ.

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

Lemma 2.9. Let Q be a bounded domain in C with C' boundary, and let ) be the map from
Proposition 2.8. In particular ¢ € C*(Q). Then 1 defines a one-to-one onto homeomorphism from
Q to Q. Let I be a non-vanishing vector field along bQ2, and .(I) be the push-forward of I by 1),
so that 1, 1s a non-vanishing vector field along bSY'. Then

o = [Yullpars
where [Ipq denotes the change in the argument of 1(z) as z moves along bS) 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, u be as in Theorem 1.1. Let  be a bounded domain in C with C*T2+#
boundary, and T'* : Q — Q) be a family of embeddings in the class C*2+13(Q), with T being the
identity map. Keep the assumptions in Theorem 1.1. Consider the second-order elliptic equation
with oblique derivative boundary condition:

a0, g+ ) = Pp)in @
' oM 4 g 2‘ =", on Q.

Suppose a*, b, > € CkHITmi(QN), dr et fA e CRHri(Q), o, B 4> e CRHIHmi(QN). Then for
all |\ < egg for some small ey, there exists a family of coordinate maps ¢ : @ — D with
@ o TA € CFHIH1I(Q), and the functions UMNTY) == u* ()71 (7)) (T} = s* +it?) satisfies:
AU + MM NUN + (Nt UN = pM MY, in D,
UM+ v U = g (s, on bD?,

where p*, ¢, W € CFi(DY), v} v, gt € CRHITmI(DX). Moreover, the winding number of the
vector field U = (a*, ") along bQ is the same as the winding number of U = (v,v3) along
bD.

Proof. First we pull back (2.10) by the maps I'* to the fixed domain Q. Let v*(&,7) := u* 0T (€, ).
Then v* satisfies

(211)  @NEm)vge + 200 (& mud, + S Emvg, + dN(Em)og + N (E vy = FAEm), in Q.
(2.12) & + Br) =74, on bed.
The second-order coefficients ?1"\,3)‘,5)‘ are given by

A& m) = (@ o T(E)? +2(0* o THEE) + (o TN)(E))%,
(2.13) DA(Em) = (@ o THEY + (0 o T (&0 +Em) + (o TH(Em)),

AEm) = (a* o TY)(m)* +2(0% o TV )iy + (¢ o T) ().
Hence E’\,EA,EA € Ck+1+1i(Q). The first-order coefficients (?‘,?‘ are linear combinationi of the
products of a)‘,b)‘N,cA,d)‘,e)‘ and the ﬁrs~t and second derivatives of (I'")~!, and hence d*,&* €
CF+I(Q). Since fA = f* o T, we have f* € CFTHI(Q).



For the boundary coefficients, we have
<§?(§,n)>: A (M e ) AT E ) <aA(FA(§,n))>
Br&m)  \ 2 e, ) AT e ) ) \BINEM))

or put it differently, * = ()7 1(U*). It follows that a*, f* € CF1Hmi(Q), and 3* = 4* o I €
CFH1+m3(Q)). Since I'? is the identity map, the above matrix is close to the identity matrix (in matrix
norm) when A is close to 0. Consequently we observe that for |A| small, the winding number of the
vector field U (@, B*) along bS2 is the same as that of (o, 8*) along bQ*: %[ﬁ)‘]bg = £ UMy =
Yo. Since T'? is the identity map, by (2.13) we have a° = a?, 0 =0 and @ = . Therefore for
IA| < &, we have d* := @*& — (b*)2 > g > 0, in other words equation (2.11) is uniformly elliptic
for A close to 0. Applying Proposition 2.8 for A = 0, we get a map ¥g: Q = QY — DO, such that
Uy € CFH2H1(Qq). Writing Wo(€,7) = (£,7'), one can transform equations (2.11) and (2.12) to

(214) AVA + (10]}5 ¢! + 2b0V§ Iy -+ C(]V)\ -+ dé‘ng -+ EOV)\ = fO s in DO7
(215) 0V£/ + ,BS\Vg = ’YS\, on bDO

Here V(¢',1) = v o UygH(¢ 1), ad = b = ¢ = 0, and [a}],[B}], |cy| < € if |A| < dp for some small
positive dg. By expressions similar to (2.13), we see that the second-order coefficients aé, bé, CS are
linear combinations of the products of a* o vy 1,5)‘ oWy L& o vy L and the first space derivatives
of ¥y, and thus they are in the class CF*1+13(Dy). The first-order coefficients dj), ej are linear
combinations of products of @* o vy, 1o \Ilgl, o \Ilgl, d*o \110_1, o \Ifg and the first and second
derivatives of Wq, so d},e) € Ck+“’](D0). In a similar way f3 € Ck+mi (DY) and o, 83,7 €
Ck+14m.3 (DO)‘

Let U} = (g, 3). Then U = (To).U*. By Lemma 2.9, the winding number of U = (g, 83)
is the same as the winding number of 2/*: = [Ulopo = %[&A]bﬂ = xo0. Rewrite equation (2.14) as

(2.16) A Voe + 200V, + AV + Vo + eV = f3,  in DY,

where a} = 1+ a) and ¢ = 1+ ¢). For |\ < &, the determinant for the above equation
satisfies d)) = ai\c{‘ — 20} > e1 > 0. By above we have that a},b),c},d) € CFF1H#I(DY). Let

P =€ +in — ™ = ) + it} be a family of coordinate systems that satisfies:

a} —\/d) — i)
at +\/dj + ib)

Note that for A\ = 0, the map 9" is the identity map, ¢ = 0, and the above equation is trivially
satisfied. o

By Lemma 2.9, * € CkT2+13(D0). Let ¢ : D — D*. Then (2.16) and (2.15) are transformed
into

)\_ A

AU —I—p)\(SA,t)\)US)\)\ + qA(sA,t)‘)Z/{t); = MM tY), in D
U+ vy U = g (sH, 1), on bD?,



A A A A A A A
D = U <1 + 0185/5/ + 2b085/77/ + Clsn,n/ + doSg/ + 60877/> s
0

A

— J)\
q —%(

Hence p*,¢* € Ckmi(DA). Since f) € Ckmi(DO), we have h* € CFt#i(D*). Similarly it is
easy to see v, vy, g € CFHITHI(DN). Let U = (v],v3). Then U} = 2 (Ug). Since 90 is the
identity matrix, we see that the winding number of U} is the same as that of g for || small:
A U = & U =

27 b* = 27141 [bDX = Xo-

We now put together the series of transformation from earlier
(pA = 1/))‘ oW o (FA)_I R g—

Since TA € CF+2H1mi(Q), W0 € k2413 (), and o* € CF+2+13(Dy), we have ¢* o T : Q — D €
Ck+2+m,j Q). O

1 + ai\tg\/g/ + 2b(>]\t2\l77l + C{\ti\zln/ + dé\t?/ + eét%\/) .

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 €2 be a bounded domain in C. Given
functions A, B, F' defined in Q and «, 3,7 defined on bQ). Find a solution w(z) = u(z) + iv(z) of
the equation
(3.1) {ﬁA,B(w) = 0zw + A(2)w(z) + B(2)w(z) = F(z) in

au+ fv = Re[l(z)w] =~ on b,
where [ := a + i and is assumed to have unit length.

Definition 3.1. The index of Problem A, denoted by n, is the winding number of [ along b{):
1
= —|l]pq-
277[ loe
Here we denote by [l]sq the change in the argument of [(t) as t loops around the boundary b2 once
counterclockwise.

n:

For now let us assume that
(3.2) Qe O, A B FeIP(Q), 2<p<oo; lLyeCHQ), 0<p<l.

A priori, we seek a solution w in the class C°(Q).

First let us consider the case when {2 is simply-connected. By the Riemann-mapping theorem it
suffices to assume 2 = D. In this case n = %[l] g1, where S' is the boundary circle. We now reduce
the problem to a simpler form. Set ¢(t) = —arg(l(t)) + n arg(t). Then ¢ is a well-defined function
on S and g € C*(S'). We have

1(2) = e—iama(l) — op(:) il ara(l(z)) +narg ) —p(2) o i(nara(2) — ox(2)o=p(z) ;n.

Here  is the holomorphic function in D taking the value p 4 iq on S!. It is defined by the Schwarz
integral:

1 t+zdt
(3.3) x(z) == Py /S1 q(t)t — z € D.
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By Proposition 7.11, x € C#(Q2). Using the substitutions
(3.4) I(z) = 27 "X PE) gy (2) = XPu(2),

wy is then a solution to the problem

(3.5) Ozwy + Ayw, + Bywy = Fy, in Dy
' Re[z7"w,] = v, on S!,
where
(3.6) A, = A, B,= Be2”mX(Z), F, = FeX(Z), v«(2) = y(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 X(*w,(z). From now on we can assume the problem takes the form (3.5), and
we write w, A, B, F, v without the x

By assumption dzw € L'(Q) and Proposition 7.4, w satisfies the integral equation

(3.7 w+ Tp(Aw + Bw) = &+ IpF, inD,

where @ is some function holomorphic in D. Now in view of Proposition 7.2, any continuous solution
w of the above equation satisfies £4 p(w) = F(z). We would like to choose ® in such a way that
the solution to equation (3.7) also satisfies the boundary condition Re[z~"w] = v on S!, where n
is the index of (3.1). Then such solution will solve the original Problem A.

First suppose n > 0. We write ® in the form

. B(2) = 0 22+l // 1_Cz(C) w(() dA(¢ il // 1—Cz

where @ 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) + Py(Aw + Bw) = ®y(z) + P, F,
where P, is the operator defined by:

_ 1 p(Q) | o0
(3.10) Pop(z) := - //D <C—Z + "% > dA(C).

The integral equation (3.9) is of Fredholm type, which we now describe. Denoting by D¢ the exterior
of the unit disk, we can write P,y in the form

(3.11) Pap(2) = Tpp(2) + 27" e (2),  @1(¢) = MO %0(C ).

If o € LP(D),2 < p < 00, ¢ satisfies
Ller @) 1e2aa0) = [ 1o ©P IcPda() < o

According to Proposition 7.5, The¢y is oy,-Holder continuous in the entire plane, for oy, = ij2. By
Proposition 7.3 the function Tp¢ is a,-Hélder continuous in the plane. Hence from (3.11) P, is
a,-Hélder continuous. It is easy to check that Re[z~"P,¢] = 0 on S'. By assumption, F' € LP(D)
for 2 < p < 00, so by letting F' be the ¢ above, we see that P, F' is Holder continuous in the entire
plane, and Re[z™"P,F(z)] = 0 on S'. As we will see below, the solution w is Hélder continuous in
D, and thus Aw + Bw € LP(D), for p > 2 and Re[z ™" P, (Aw + Bw)] = 0 on S'.

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

(3.12) Relz""®y(2)] =~ on St

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
2n

n
00 = 5 [ OGS adk
k=0
where the ¢;’s are complex numbers satisfying the relations
(3.13) Con—k = —Ck, k=0,1,...,n
Thus for n > 0, the problem is reduced to the equivalent integral equation of Fredholm type:
n 2n
(3.14) w+an—PF+% ’y(t)itj%—kk Ockzk
(see [7, p. 225, (1.10)]), where operator @, and ¢ are defined by
(3.15) Qnw = P,(Aw + Bw),
2n n—1
(3.16) Z et = Z ap(2F — 2270 i (2F 4 2R iy,
k=0 k=0

with ay,bg,co being arbitrary real constants. As shown earlier, P,F € C® (D) for ap = p=2
The second term on the right-hand side of equation (3.14) can be written as 2"S~, where S is the
Schwarz integral operator. By Proposition 7.11 applied to v € C#(S!), one has Sy € C*(D). Hence
the right-hand side of the equation lies in the class C¥(D), for v := min(ay, p1).

It is shown in [7, p. 296] that equation (3.14) has a unique solution w in the class L(D),
p%l < q < o0, for any right-hand side function in the class L4(D). By Theorem 1.25 in [7, p. 50],

one has Q,w € C°(D), and so it follows from equation (3.14) that w € C°(D). By Proposition 7.3
and Proposition 7.5 applied to expression (3.11) where we replace ¢ by w, we have Q,w € C° (D).
By equation (3.14) again we obtain that w € C¥(D), v := min(ay, ).

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, v = 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(H)wl () (t) dt—Re// 2)dz dy = 0,

fori =1,...,2k — 1, k = —n, and (w)),...,(wh,_,) are linearly-independent solutions of the
homogeneous adjoint problem A’:
(3.18) Ozw— Aw— Bw =0, inQ; Rell(2)?(s)w(z)] =0, on b

dz(s)

Here we write 2/(s) = . 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]):

1 ~(t )dt B
where P} and @ are defined to be
l—

(3.20) Pif = //< = 1_2?) dA(C), (Qp)f = Py (Bf).

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~"P,¢] on S'. 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 £,2(A, B,C) if w satisfies £4 g(w) = 0 in the sense
of distributions, for A, B € £, 2(C). (The latter is defined in (2.2).) In our application, A, B are
defined only on €2 in which case we extend A, B trivially to C by setting them to be 0 on C\ Q.

Following Vekua, we call such w a generalized analytic function of the class £,2(A, B,C). For
fixed t € C, and A, B € L, 2(C), consider the following integral equations ([7, p 167]):

// Xi(¢, t )+ B(OXi(¢, 1)

—Zz

(3.21) dA(C) = gi(z), 1=1,2,

where g1 = 2(t — 2) 71,90 = £(t — 2)~ 1. It is proved in [7, p. 156] that equation (3.21) admits

a unique solution in the class Lqo(C) if A,B € L,2(C) and the right-hand side lies in the class

L,o(C), for ¢ > p%l = p/. Since 2 < p < oo, we have 1 < p/ < 2, and % € Ly 0(C), for any

p’ < ¢ < 2. Equation (3.21) admits solution X; € L, o(C) for any ¢q € [p’,2). For z # ¢, X; satisfies
0z Xi(z,t) + A(2) Xi(z,t) + B(2)Xi(z,t) =0, i=1,2.

Furthermore, we have the following representation for X;:

ew1 (2,t) wg(z t)
(322) X1 (Z, t) = Q(t — Z), X (Z t) m
where
o t—=z XZ(C? t) .
(3.23) et == [ = AQ)+ BOFLE | 4400
(3.24) lwi(21,t) — wi(22,t)| < Cplz1 — 22|77, o = 1%2;
(3.25) lwi(z,t)] < Cplz —t|*, i=1,2.

Hence by (3.22), X;(-,t) is Holder continuous everywhere in the plane except at z = t.
Define G;, the fundamental kernels of the class L£,2(A, B,C) as follows:

(326) Gl(Z,C) :X1(27C)+iX2(27C)7 G2(27C) :Xl(Z,C) _iX2(27C)'
By (3.22) we have

ewl (Z,C) —+ eLUz(Z,C) ewl (Z,C) — ew2(27C)
2 _ _
(3 7) Gl(Z,C) 2(C—Z) ) G2(’Z7C) 2(4—_2)
The G/s satisfy the relation:
(328) afGl('% () +A(z)GZ(Z7 () —I—B(Z)GZ(Z,C) =0, =12,
for any z,( € C, z # (. In addition we have the estimates
1 _2 _2
(329) Gi(:0) = == + Ol = (I 7F), Gal=,0) = 0= = | 7).

Hence G behaves like the Cauchy kernel, modulo a mild singularity.
Denote by G (z,() and G4(z, () the adjoint fundamental kernel of the adjoint equation £'(w') =
Ozw' — Aw' — Bw' = F’. The following relations hold: ([7, p.174])

(330) Gl(Z7C) = _G/I(CVZ)7 G2(27C) = _G/2(C72)'
We will denote by G1(z,t,Q) and G2(z,t,Q) the fundamental kernels of the class £, (A, B,C), if

A=B=0inQ°=C\ Q. Given A, B € LP(Q2), we let A, B be the trivial extensions which vanish
outside €.
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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 Q and satisfies the equation L4 p(w) = F
in ), where A,B,F € LP(Q ,p > 2. Then w has the representation formula:
(331) ~ 55 | G100 d ~ Gae. GO T

‘;/QGN%OF( + Galz,Q)F(Q) dA(C), z€ Q.

Remark 3.3. When A = B = 0, by formula (3.23) we have w(z,t) = wa(z,t) = 0. Hence from
(3.27) we get G = é and Gy = 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 Q whose boundary b2 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) / I(t t)dt — Re // wiF(2)dxdy = 0,

fori=1,...,m—2n—1, and Wi, ..., w,, 5, 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:
2n+1—-m
(3.33) w(z) = wo(z) + Z cjwy, c; are real constant,
j=1
where {w1, ..., Want1—m} s a complete system of solutions of the homogeneous problem A,
and wq s 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 €2 be a bounded domain in C whose boundary b§2 contains m + 1 connected
components, for m a non-negative integer. Let z1,...,zn, and 2], ..., zfvl be fixed points of 2 and
its boundary b§2, respectively, satisfying the following conditions:

(i) The numbers Ny and N; satisfy the relation:

2N0—|—N1:2n—|—1—m
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(ii) There are m curves, e.g. I';,,...,I'; , among the m + 1 boundary curves by, ..., b§2,,, on each
of which an odd number of 2, are situated.

Then we call {{z}Y°,, {z.}',} a normally distributed set, henceforth denoted by (No, N1, Q).

r=1»
Remark 3.7. In our choice of Ny and Ny, two extreme cases are possible:
(1) No=0and Ny =2n+1—m.
(2) No=n—m and Ny =m + 1.
Consequently, we have 0 < Ng <n—m, m+1< Ny <2n+1—m. If m =0, i.e. the domain is

simply-connected, condition (i) becomes 2Ny + N1 = 2n + 1, and thus in this case N7 needs to be
odd.

We can specify on (N, N1, ) the values of the unknown solution of Problem A:
(3.34) w(z) = ay +ib,, r=1,...,No; w(zl)=1z)(v(z}) +ics), s=1,...,Ny.

Proposition 3.8. Let n be the index of Problem A on a domain §) in C, and let m be the number of
connected components of bS). Assume that on a normally distributed point set (Ny, N1,Q) 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 Q C C be a domain with C'** boundary, for 0 < p < 1. Let 2 < p < o0o.
Suppose A, B, F € LP(Q), I,y € CH*(b2). Then the solution to Problem A (3.1), if it exists, belongs

to the class C¥ (), for v := min{ay, p}, ap = 1%2, and there exists a constant C depending on the
coefficients A, B, 1, p, such that

|’LU|,, < C(A7B7lvp) (|ZU|0 + |F|LP(Q) + |7|,u) .
(ii) Let k > 0, and 0 < p < 1. Let Q be a domain in C with C*t1FH boundary. Suppose

A B F ¢ C””“(ﬁl, I,y € CF (). Then the solution w of Problem A, if it exists, belongs to
the class CFT1T1(QY), and there exists a constant Cy depending on the coefficients A, B, such that

[wlkt14p < Ck(A, B, 1) (Jwlo + [Flrtp + [Vk4140) -

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 2 = D. Moreover by the earlier remarks it
suffices to assume that the Problem A has the form (3.5). Let v = min(ay,, p), ap = pTT2' In view
of equation (3.14), any solution w has the form
2n
(3.35) w = wy + Z djw;
§=0
where d; are complex constants and w, is the (unique) solution to the integral equation
(3.36) Wy + Quuws = P, F 4+ S(v),
and for each 0 < j < 2n, w; is the (unique) solution to the integral equation

(3.37) wj + Quw; = g;, 0<j<2n,
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where the g;-s are the set of 2n + 1 functions {2 — 227k 2k 4 22n=k ;m3% 1 from expression (3.16).

First we estimate w,. Since the operator I 4+ @), is a bijective bounded linear operator from the
space C9(Q) to itself, by the open mapping theorem it has a bounded inverse (I + Q,,)~!, whose
operator norm depends only on A and B. Hence in view of Proposition 7.6 and Proposition 7.11
we have for C; = C;(A, B)

[wilo < C1IPLF +S(y)|o < Ca (IPuFlo + IS(M)o) < Cs (|1F| oy + ) -
Next we estimate the Holder norm of w,. From (3.36) we have
sl < |Quttalay + [PaFlay + 157
By Proposition 7.6 we have
‘an*‘ap = ‘Pn(Aw* + Bw_*)’0 < C(p)’Aw* + Bw_*’LP([D)) < C(A7 B,p)\w*\o,

and | P, Fla, < C(p)|F|prm)- By Proposition 7.11 we have |S7v|, < Clvy|,. Hence
(3.38) [wely < Co(A, B, p) ([wilo + |F| Loy + V1) < Ci(A, B,p) (|FlLom) + V) -

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

|wj|0§0j(A7B)7 0<7<2m
|wjlay, < [@ntwjla, +19jla, < C(A, B,p)(Jwjlo +1) < Cj(A, B, p).

It remains to estimate the coefficients d; 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 g, where

Q@ # 0 and P and @ are linear combinations of the products of w;(z,), wj(z,) with terms like
ary bry Csy Y(28), wa(2r), we(2L). Since |(ay, by, cs)| < |wlp, we have

(3.39) |dj] < C5(A, B) (lwlo + [7lo + |wilo) < C5(A, B) (Jwlo + |Flreo) + u) -

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

2n

lwl, < wsl, + Z |d;||wjla, < M(A,B,p) (Jwlo + |F|rem) + [7]u) -
=0

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

(3.40) L 5(@) = 0:0 + A(2)i(2) + B(2)w(z) = F(2) in @
' au+ fv = Re[l(z)w] =75 on bQ.

Then we have the following relations:
A(z) = A(2), B(2) = BB F(z) = F(2)eX®), 2 € Dy

3.41
4y @(z) = e XPw(z), z€ D, 4(¢) =7(Q)e?®), ¢ € bS™,

where x and p = Re(x) are related to [ by formula (3.3). Hence
@l < C(A B,1.p) (1o + 1Pl + ) -

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

(3.42) wy = —Quws + P F + S(7)
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First let us prove the statement for K = 0. We have

‘w*‘l-i-u < C(’an*‘l—w + ’PnF‘l-i-u + ‘S’Y’l-i-u)
= ([Po(Awy + BW) 144 + [P F 144 + [SY141)
< C(|[Aws + Bwyly + [Flu + [Y14u)
< CH{(|Alp + [Blp) [welp + [Flu + Iy}
By (3.38), we get [w.l, < C(4, B) (IF], + [yl,) - Hence |1 < Co(A, B (IFlu + i)
For k > 0 we apply induction. By Propositions 7.7 and 7.11 applied to equation (3.42) one gets
Wil 14p < C (1Qnwa kg1 + [Pl + [SVk4140)

= (|Pn(Aws + BW.) [kt 14 + [P F lit14 + [SV]kt140)

< C'(|Awy + Bt + | Fliet e+ ler1440)

< O {([ Al |Bliey) [l + [Flices + i}

By the induction hypothesis, we have |wy |4+, < Cr—1(A4, B) (| F|k—144 + [V]k4p) - Hence [wy|py144 <

Ci(A, B) (1F lkp + [7lkt1412) -
Next we estimate wj, 0 < j < 2n. From equation (3.37) we have

(3.43) w; = —Quw; + gj.

— -2 __
First we prove for k = 0, so that 4, B € C*(D). By part (i), we know that ws € CPT(D) for any
2 < p < oo. Hence ws € C1~(Q). By Proposition 7.7 we have
wjl14p < C|Qnwjlipn +1) = C (|P(Aw; + Bwj) 144 + 1)
< C{(|Al, + |Blw)|wjl, + 1} < C(A, B).
By (3.43) again and iterate the process we get w; € CKH1HH and |w;|p+14, < Cr(A, B). Now for

the coefficients d; we have estimate (3.39), |d;| < C;(A, B) (Jwlo + |F|. + |v]x) - Finally putting
together the estimates we get

2n

Wik < JW0alksron + D 1djl[wilesaep < CelA,B) (Jwlo + [P logp + [Vlks14u) -
=0

Finally we let w be the solution to the original Problem A (3.40) on . In view of the relations
(3.41) we casily get @1 < Col(A B.1) (|0 + [ Fliss + Fliien) 0

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

[ s < OCA BN ([0 o + 1P s + 17 k)
on bQ*. However, this estimate is not useful since we do not know how the constant depends on \.

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:

AU + a(z,y)Uz + b(x, y)Uy = f(z,y);
aU; + U, =1.

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

(3.44)

u=U;, v=-U,, w=u+iv.
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The equation (3.44) reduces to the following specialized Problem A:

1 1 1
(3.45) Ozw + J(a+ibjw+ 4 (a— T =5 f, inQ

Rellw] =7, l=a—iB, on b
If w is the solution to (3.45), then the solution to Problem (3.44) is given by

(3.46) U(z,y) =co+ Re /Zw(C) d¢ =cg+ /z Up(z,y)de + Uy(z,y) dy.

20 20
Now, U is globally well-defined only if the closed form U, dx + U, 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 b) 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/ wd( = [ udr—vdy=0, (j=12,...,m)
Ly Ly

where I'g,I'1, ..., I, are simple closed contours bounding the domain €2, I'y, ..., I, being situated

inside I'y. 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 s as the winding
number of U:

B T >y I S S W

(41) %'_%[T}bm_%[g —“7}-
Note that since s is an integer, it is stable under small perturbation of \.

We formulate our results in two parts depending on the sign of s. First we consider the case
x> 0.

Theorem 4.1 (Simply-connected, non-negative index case).

Let k,j,p be as in Theorem 1.1. Let Q be a bounded, simply-connected domain in C with CFT>+#
boundary. Let T be a family of maps that embed Q to Q*, with T € CF+2+13(Q)). Consider problem
(1.1) with » > 0, and where L* is given by (1.2). Suppose a*,b*, c*,d*, e, f* are functions in Q*
such that a®,b*, > € CRH1FmI(QN), and d*, e, fA € CFHI(QN). Suppose that Y, 4> are functions
in bQ such that T, 4 € CEFH1HmI (bQN). For each A € [0,1], let {{z}}2°, (22}, } be a normally

distributed set for Q*, and let u* be the unique solution to (1.1) on Q> satisfying
up(z) —iuy(z)) = ar(\) +ib () (r=1,..., No);
up((20)Y) = iug((20)Y) = MEON (=) +ies(V), (s =1, N1),
uNz) = g(N), 2 €

for some functions ay, by, cs,g € CI([0,1]). Then u* € CF2Hmi(QN).

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

AU + a2, y)Up + b2, y)U; = fA(z,y), in QY
a)‘Ugi‘ + B)‘U;‘ = ’y)‘, on bQ)‘,
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where a*, b, f* € Ck+ri(QX), o, B*, 4> e Ch 1+ (QX). Furthermore, by the remark in the last
section (see (3)), if one sets w* = U — iU, then

z

(4.2) UMz, y) = co(A) + Re / W () de.

20
Hence it suffices to consider the corresponding Problem A for w:

dzw + A + B = FA, in Q)
Re[l_Aw)‘] =+, M=o —iB, on b,
with the corresponding index n = [P por = %[L?]bm = % >0, A\, B\ F* e CFtmi(Q)), and
AN € ChHI+mI (V).

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) {““’A) = 0zu + AN 2)w? + BMz)uwr =0 in O;

(4.3)

Re[l*(2)w? =0 on bQ.

Let wg‘, 1 < s < 2n + 1 be the solutions to the integral equation w* + Qi‘bwA = g5, where g5 is one
of the functions:

(4.5) 2t (4 Y, i, 0=0,...,n— 1.

By (3.14) and (3.16), {w2}?"T! forms a basis of R linearly-independent solutions to Problem (4.4).

We now prove regularity of w) with respect to .

Proposition 4.2. Let k be a non-negative integer and let 0 < p < 1. Let Q C C be a simply
connected domain with C¥*1TH boundary. Let wy,--- ,wj, . be linearly-independent solutions to
the homogeneous Problem A (4.4) with parameter as given above, with index n > 0. Suppose
AN BN € CFHrO(Q), 1A € CFHIFRO(Q). Then w) € CHHIH10(Q), fors=1,...,2n+ 1.

Proof. First we reduce the problem to one on the unit disk. Since €2 is a simply-connected domain,
there exists a biholomorphic map I' : @ — I which is C¥*1+# up to the boundary. Define @ on I
by w(z) = woT'(2z). Then w(¢) is the solution to the problem:

(4.6) {azm + AANQ)@ + BMOar =0 in D;

Re[l ()@ =0 on S,
where A* = AAD7!, B* = BAD™!1, D(() = 9.T oI }(() # 0. Since I' € C**1+#(Q) and I'! €
CrH1+1(D), we have A, B € C*#0(D), and I* € Ck+1+#0(D). Thus the problem is reduced to
Q=D.
By (3.5), it suffices to consider the reduced boundary value problem
{azw’\ + A + BMr =0, in Dy

4.7
(4.7) Re[z7"w*] =0, on S,

where w(z) = eXA(Z){D)‘(z),A)‘ = AN B* = BX2iImx*3) | and x*(z) is defined in (3.3). By
Proposition 7.11, we have x* € CFF1+1#0(Q), and hence A*, B € C¥1#9(Q). By (3.14), for s =
1,2,...,2n 4+ 1, w) is the unique solution satisfying the integral equation

(4.8) w) + Qpw) = gs,
where Q\w? := P,(A*w* + B*w*), and g, are given by (4.5).
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Let us first prove the statement for & = 0. We claim |w?|q is bounded uniformly in A. Suppose

this is not the case, that there exists some sequence \; € [0, 1] with N; = ]w?j lo = oo. Since [0, 1]
is compact, passing to a subsequence if necessary we can assume that \; converges to some \g.

Dividing each side of the integral equation (4.8) by N;, and writing Q’D?j = wi‘j /Nj, we obtain
Py A~ _ A\

(4.9) ws)\J + Qn]ws)\J = Nj 1987 ‘wSAJ ’0 =L

By Proposition 7.6, we have for any 0 < 7 < 1
QY@L < € (140 + B [0 < €.

By Arzela-Ascoli theorem, and passing to a subsequence if necessary, we have Q;\ﬂfu;Aj converges
to some function uniformly. It follows from equation (4.9) that W3V converges to some function @

uniformly. We show that Qi‘ﬁw/\s}‘j converges uniformly to Q°@. Recall that
Qrw* = Py (A + Bruw),
where P, is given by formula (3.10). Hence
Q)q,w)\l o Q)\zw)\z _ (Q)\l _ Q)xz) w)q + Q)\z (,w)\l _ w)\z)
= P, (4™ = 4%y ) 4 P, (BN = BY)wh)
+ P, <A>‘2 (W — w)‘z)) + P, (B)‘Z (wh — w)‘Q)) .
By Proposition 7.6, we have for any 0 < 7 < 1

Ai o~ N\ ~ .
QU — Q| < (|4 — av
T

+ (B*J‘ — ph
0

) 1@
0

+ (1%l + 1Bl [@ - @

o
Since A*, B} € ¢*°(D), we have A, B are continuous in A in the sup norm. Hence by taking
7 = 0 in the above expression we get ‘Q;\ﬂfu?‘j - Qﬁ‘)@‘o — 0. Letting A; — Ao in (4.9) we get
Ws + QNws = 0. By Vekua [7, p. 296-298], there does not exist non-trivial continuous solutions for
the above equation, thus ws = 0. But we have |w|o = lim;_ |wAs)‘j lo = 1, which is a contradiction.
Thus |w) |y is bounded by some constant Cy uniform in A. It follows then

Qnwlly < C(ANo + [BMo)lwlo < Cy,
for any 0 < 7 < 1. By (4.8) we obtain |w”|, is bounded uniformly in A by some constant Cj.

For k > 0 we apply induction. By (4.8) and Proposition 7.7 one has
A A A
[wg k140 < 1Qpws k140 + Ch
= |Po(Aw} + BMwd) k1 4p + Cl,

< O (1% s + 1B ) 0+ C < CL

Hence [w)|g+1+, is bounded uniformly in .
Finally we show that wg‘ is continuous in the C%-norm. Suppose this is not the case, we can
A . A . .
then find a sequence \; — Ao, |ws’ — wX|g > § > 0. Since |w5’|k41+, is bounded, passing to a
. A L.
subsequence if necessary, ws’ converges to some function w; in the C*l-norm. We have shown

above that Q:{j w?j converges uniformly to Q\°w;. Letting Aj — 00 in equation (4.8) we have

— Ao~
ws + Qnows = Js-
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This equation has a unique solution wg‘o, thus w, = wﬁ‘o. But this contradicts the fact that
|w; — w)|p > & > 0. Thus we have proved that w? is continuous in A in the C°(D)-norm. The
continuity of w? in the C*+1(D)-norm then follows from Proposition 2.3. O

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 < p < 1. Consider Problem A with
parameter on a simply-connected domain §2:

(4.10) {azu» + ANzt + BN 2w = FYin Q;

Re[lM2)w)] =~ on b,
where the index n > 0. Suppose A*, B}, F* € CkT10(Q), 1M, 4* € CFH1H1r0(bQ). Then there exists

a solution wy in the class CKT1T1O(Q). Moreover there exists some constant C independent of A
such that

(4.11) lwdlloo == sup uglo < € (I1F oo + 170 -
A€[0,1]

A A A
(4.12) [|wd ||k+1+u,0 <C <HF Hk+u,o + v Hk+1+u70) .

Proof. To prove estimate (4.11) (resp.(4.12)), it suffices to show that ||wg|lo,0 < C (resp. ||wol|k+1+44,0
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 w) to be
the unique solution in C%(D) to the integral equation in D:

" t+zdt
413 M Qur =P+ 2 [ P =
(4.13) W Quw Tt o 317()t—zt’
where P, F* = Tp F* + z2n+1TDcF1A, Qf;wA = Pn(A)‘wA + B)‘J), and FlA and F* 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 C¥*1*+1#9(D). By Proposition 7.7,

1PuF 144 < CLF g

IN

The second term is 2" times Sy*, the Schwarz transform of 4* on . We have
1S9 k140 < C Mkt 144
by Proposition 7.11. Thus |P,F* + 2"Sy*|j41+, is bounded. Fix 7 € (0,1) we have
[PaF™ = PoF2lg < [Py FY — Py < CIFM — F*2),
5771 = 8720 < [SyM = 87, < Cly™ =2

By the above two inequalities and the assumptions, we see that P, F’ A 4 2"S~* is continuous in the
C%norm. By Proposition 2.3, P,F* + Sy* € ck+1+1r0(D). O

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 < p < 1. Consider the non-
homogeneous Problem A (4.10) on a simply-connected domain ), with index n > 0. Suppose
A,B,F € CH19(Q), 1,y € CFHr00Q), ap, by, cs € C°([0,1]). Then for each A there exists a
unique solution w” satisfying the following conditions on a normally distributed set (see (3.6)).

w)‘(zr) = a,(A) +ib.(N), r=1,..., Ny;
wh(2) = M) (ML) +ics(V),  s=1,.,]N;

s

(4.14)
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where 2Ny + Ny = 2n + 1. The family w® belongs to the class CF1+#0(Q). Moreover there exists
some constant C independent of A so that

No Ny
(4.15) [wMloo < C <HFA|!070 + 17 Mo + Y (arlo + [brlo) +> !Cs\0> :
r=1 s=1
N() Nl
(4.16) [ k4140 < C <|’F>\”k+#70 + IV M ks 1m0 + Y (laro + [brlo) + > !Cs\0> :
r=1 s=1

where we denote |ar|o := supycp 1) lar(N)| and similarly for |by|o and |cs|o.

Proof. Let wa be the particular solution to the non-homogeneous Problem A given in Proposi-
tion 4.3, and let wg‘—s be the 2n + 1 R-linearly independent solution to the homogeneous Problem
A given in Proposition 4.2. Then w” is given by the formula:

2n+1

(4.17) wh(z) = w)(2) + Y de(Mwp(2)
/=1

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

2n+1
(4.18) Z de(Nwp () = ar(N) + ibr(N) — wi (2) r=1,..., Ny,
2n+1
(4.19) Z dg(A = M2 (ML) +ies(N) —wp(2h)  s=1,..,Ny.

We can write the above as 2Ny + 2N; real equations. However, there are in fact only 2Ng + N =
2n + 1 equations, since the imaginary parts of equations (4.19) are obtained from the real parts of
X!
equation (4.19), by multiplying —gngg (assume that $*(2)) # 0.) Indeed, we have for 2/, € bS,
0 = Re[Pw(=])] = oM (=) Re[wp ()] + BMN) Imlw) ()], 1< £<2n+1,

7 (z0) = Re[Pup)(2,)] = o (24) Relwg (24)] + B (z) Im[wiy (2],

where we set 1*(2.) = a*(2}) +iB*(2.). Thus we can view the linear system (4.18)-(4.19) as

Re(h*(21))
Re[w(z1)] ... Re[w), (21)] Im(h (=
Tmwe)] - Imfudg (1) )
: : di(\ Re(h* (2x,
Re[w{‘( o)) - Re[wy,yq(2n,)] % 1() — Im((h’\((zgo))))
mlud(en)] - Il | ;
Re[wl( D] Re[w2n‘+1(21)] ntl Re(e)‘.(zfvl))
Re[w{‘(zfvl)] Re[wg‘nﬂ(zfvl)] Re(eA:(ZM))

where h*(z,) and e*(2.) denote the right-hand side of (4.18) and (4.19), respectively. Write the
above matrix equation as Mx = v. By Vekua [7, p. 286-287], for fixed A and a normally distributed
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set {No, N1,Q}, M is invertible, thus we can write ds()\) as g, Q # 0, and P and Q are linear
combination of products of

Re[wp(z)], Imlwp(z)], Relwp(2,)], Imlwy(2,)],

(Re, Im)ar(N) +ibr(A) — wp (2)],  Re[l(20) (7 (1) +iej(N)) — wp (22)]-
By the assumption, Proposition 4.2 and 4.3, for fixed 2, and 2z, the above functions are continuous
in A, thus dg-s are continuous functions of A, and moreover by (4.11) we have

No Ny
(4.20) |delo < C (Z(|ar|0 + |brfo) + (Z |Cs|0> + ([ #l0,0 + H7||u,o> :

r=1 s=1

Since wy,w) € CHITMO(QN) it follow from (4.17) that w* € CFt1#0(Q). Putting together
estimates (4.11), (4.12) and (4.20) we get (4.15) and (4.16). O

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 A*, B* and
1.

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 < u < 1. Consider Problem A (4.10)
with negative index. Suppose for each X, conditions (3.17) is fulfilled. Suppose A*, B € CF+10(Q)),
M AA € CRHIFROQ). Then for each X there exists a unique solution w* on Q. The family w lies
in the class CFH1+#0(Q), and the following estimate hold

[wllkt1p0 < CCA B D (1F N0 + 1715+ 140.0) -

Proof. Reducing the problem to the canonical form (4.7). By Vekua [7, p. 300, (7.32), (7.33)], w*
satisfies the integral equation (3.19)

1 A (t) dt
4.21 A Q) M = PR+ — _ -
( ) w™ +(Qr)) w . i Ja =) n n,

where Q% w = P* (A uw* + B ) and P?, is given by (3.20). Vekua proved that for fixed A, the
above equation is uniquely soluble for w* given any right-hand side in L(D), for ¢ > 1%’ and Q7
is a compact operator on L?(DD) satisfying the estimate

(@) Flrsrp < CIBM ksl Flies1ape

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 CKT1+#0(D x [0,1]). For the first term we have the estimate

P sty < ClF My [PEFY — PEF| < CIFM — P2,

The second term is the Cauchy transform of the function ¢g* = 4*/t* and we have the estimate by
Proposition 7.11:

1€ kt14p < O Mkgigps  [€aM — €920 < CyM — 422y

Since FA € CF#O(D) and 4 € CEFIH#O(S1), then P%F* and €(g*) are in CF1H10(D). O

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.
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Theorem 4.7. Let k,j,u be as in Theorem 1.1. Let Q> be a CFTHI family of bounded simply-
connected domains. That is, there exists a family of maps T* : Q — ﬁ, with T € CFH1+mi(Q).
Suppose the index n > 0. Let {z. € 2,2, € bQ} be a normally distributed set in 0 (Definition 3.6).
Set 2} = TM(z.), (2)* = TA(2)). Then {2}, (z.)*} is a normally distributed set in Q. Let w™ be
the unique solution to Problem (4.3) satisfying the following:

wMz)) = ar(N) + ib.(N), (r=1,...,No);

w((2)Y) = M(EDHR(E)Y) +ies V)], (s =1,...,N1)

where 2Ny + N1 = 2n + 1.

(i) Suppose A*, B} FA € CE+m0(QX), and 1M, 4 € CFHITm0bQN) | and ay, by, ¢ € CO([0,1]). Then
w € C’”H“’O(ﬁ), and there exists some constant C independent of A such that

(4.22)

No N1
(4.23) [wlo,p < C (HFA”QO + 17 o + D (larlo + [brlo) + !cs\o> ;
r=1 s=1
N() Nl
(4.24) [ k4110 < C (”F)\”k—l-u,o + 1 k140 + D (arlo + brlo) + !cs\o> :
r=1 s=1

(ii) Suppose AN, B, F* e CFmi(QN), and 1), € CFITmi(bQY). Let w* be the solution to
Problem (4.3) satisfying the condition (4.22), where ay,by,cs € C([0,1]). Then w € Ck+1Hmi(QN).
Proof. (i) By Proposition 2.6, there exists a family of Riemann mappings R* : Q% — D with
RMz) := RMIMz2)) € Ck+14mi(Q). By Proposition 2.7, (R)) ™! € Ckt1+mi(D). ie. (R))™!:D —
O is also a CET1Hd family of embeddings. Define v*(¢) = w? o (R)7(¢), ¢ € D, and write
2 = (RM7Y((). Since (RM)™! is holomorphic, we have the boundary value problem for v* on D:

(4.25) {OZ”A(C) + A (O (C) + BN () = FM(¢)  in D;

Re[l3 (M) = 77(¢) on S,
where [ := [ o (RY) 7L, 73 := 4 o (RY) 7!, and
AY = Ao (RY)THODNQ), B = BYo (R)THODQ),
F} = F*o (R)7HQODNC), D= 0g(RN) .
By Proposition 2.4, A, B}, F}* € CF#i(D), and E, 7y € CkHHmi(D). Also DY € CkHii(D).
Hence A7, By, F{* € Ck+1J(D). The index n = 5=[I*];q is an integer independent of A. Let
G =RYoTNz), () =R oT(z).
Then for each A, {¢}, (¢/)*} is a normally distributed set in Q*. v* satisfies the condition
M) = wMN2)) = ar(N) +ibo(N), T =1,..., Np;
(€)Y = WM ()N = P EDHNEDY +ics(V)], s =1, N
Since v* = vy + >, de(A)v}, we have
2n+1

D AW (GY) = ar(A) +ibr(A) = 0(G),
(=1

2n+1

Y Ao (€)Y = NEDHA ()Y +ies(N)] = v (€)Y,
/=1
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where US‘ is a particular solution to the non-homogeneous problem (4.25) as given in Proposition 4.3,

and fu{‘, - Ug‘n 1 are linearly independent solutions to the corresponding homogeneous problem as
given in Proposition 4.2. We have v}, v{, ..., v3,,; € C¥H1T10(D). Since ¢ and (¢/)* depend on
A continuously, v (¢)), v} (G, vy ((C)A), v} ((¢L)*) depend on A continuously. Same reasoning as
in the proof of Proposition 4.4 then shows that d; € C°([0, 1]), and consequently v* € C¥T1T10(D),
and we have

N() Nl
[oM k41400 < C (HFfka,o + IV k1m0 + > (arlo + [orlo) + > \Cs\o> :
r=1 s=1

Now w? := v* o R is the unique solution to Problem (4.3), w* o (R*)™! € Ck+1+“70(@, and w*
satisfies the estimate (4.24). By Lemma 2.4, w? o T* € CFH1+10(Q), or w? € CFHI+10(QN),

(ii) The j = 0 case is done in (i). Assume now that 7 > 1, and we use induction. We use the
notation DMy (¢) from (2.6). In view of (4.25) DMoy(() is a solution to

{8311 + AYu+ BYw = N in D;

4.26 —-—
(4.26) Re[Pou] = 4 on St

where F)N := DMOF — (D0 A )0r — (DM0B))oX and 420 = D Moy — Re[(DA’)‘O?)UA]. We
also have
DMy((,) = 0 i= DMq, +iDMp,,
DMu(G) = g3 = DM LI((C)°((C))*) +ics(o)]} -
For every Ao, denote by 9 v(+, \g) the solution to the problem:
dru + Ai\ou + Bf‘o_ = [)o in D;
Re[lMou] = o on S,

(4.27)

(4.28)

satisfying the condition

(4.29) u(Gr) = he(Mo),  ul(Cs Ao) = gs(No),

where

(4.30) F*)‘O = 8AF1(-, )\0) - 8,\A1(-, )\0)?])\0 - a)\Bl(', )\O)W,
(4.31) 720 = 937 (-, o) — Rel(DrI(-, o)v™),

(4.32) he(M0) = a}(%0) + ibh(M),  ga(A) = D IR (CM(E) +ies(W]}-

Note that the solution to (4.28) exists since the index g[V‘O] is non-negative.

By the induction hypothesis, we have w* € C¥+#I=1(Q}), and therefore v* = w o (R})~ (C) €
Ck—l—“’j_l(ﬁ). As shown in (i), A, B, F| € Ck—l—“’j(ﬁ), thus 9)\A1, 9)\B1, O\F1 E_ Ch—1+mi—1

From (4.30) we have F € Ck=1+#i=1(D). On the other hand we have 9,7,8,] € CFtmi=1
thus by (4.31), v € CF+#i—1(D).

Since al,, b, c, € CI71([0,1]), by (4.32) and (4.32), h,, gs € C?71([0,1]). Applying (i) to problem
(4.28)-(4.29), we obtain d\v(-, \g) € CF*#I—1(D).

We now show that dyv is indeed the A-derivative of v*, namely D»*u converges to dxv(-, A)
uniformly on D, as A — Ag.

Now u? D)‘ Aoy — 9yv(-, Ag) is the unique solution to

{8Eu)‘ + AN 4 BRowh = O — R in Dy

(4.33) _
Re[lPour] = 420 — ydo on S!,
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which satisfies the condition: for r =1,...,Ngand s =1,..., Ny,

(4.34) WNG) = N = he(ho), ut(¢) = 93 — gs(ho)-
where the right-hand sides are defined by (4.27). We now show that |u}|g converges to 0 as A — Ag.
Reducing the problem as before to the form

A A= Ao Ty
(4.35) {au + ATt + By'ur = F  in Dy

Re[¢™"u}] = 78‘ A0 on S!

satisfying the conditions:

(4.36) NG =he(N), (r=1,,N0); BN =GN, (s=1,... M)
where

0 = X0 w, ASO _ A?O, Béo _ B)\o e2i1m(XAO),
(4.37) 0 = <F3’A° - F3°> e, 0= (’Yﬁ o ’Yi”) e,
(4.38) he(N) = 0 —he(ho),  Gs(V) = 27 = gs(Ma),

where as before 0 is the holomorphic function in I defined by (3.3). The solution to (4.35)-(4.36)
is given by

2n+1
(4.39) = ud + Z de(N)up,
where u())‘ is a particular solution which uniquely solves the integral equation:

n t+zdt
Ay oMt = PR Z_/ .
uy + Qp0up (Fg) + o bD,Y()t—zt

Here Q) and P)0 are the compact operators in the space C°(D) defined by (3.15) and (3.11),
respectively. Since I 4+ Q) is an injective (Vekua [7, p. 268]), by Fredholm alternative, it is also
surjective. By the open mapping theorem, the inverse (I — @Q)\°)~! is continuous. Denoting its
operator norm by M, we get

A A
[udlo < Mo (153l +1%lo)

Since v € C%0(D) from part (i), we obtain from expressions (4.37) that the right-hand side of the
above equation converges to 0 as A — Ag. Hence |u()]‘|0 — 0.
Finally we show dy(\) converges to 0. We have

2n+1

he(N) = (G) = u)(¢r) + Zde Jup(G), 7 =1,..., No;

2n+1

Gs(A) = aM(¢)) = Z de(A s=1,...,Ny.

By (4.38), hy-(A), s()) converge to 0 as A — Ag. Also ud (¢) and ud(¢L) all converge to 0 as A — Ao,
and therefore same reasoning as before shows that d;(\) converges to 0. By (4.39), |a*|o converges
to 0, which implies DM*v converges to dyv(-, \g) € CFTHI _1(5) in the sup-norm. This completes
the induction and we obtain v € Ck+1+14 (D). Since w* = v* o R, w € Ck+1Hmi(QN). O
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. Proposition 4.7 gives a solution w* € CF*'*+#Ji(QX). To finish the proof
we need to integrate w” (as in (4.2)) to get a solution U* for the original elliptic boundary value
problem. Denote the resulting integration constant by co(A). Then by combining w* € CF+1+7i(QN)
and the condition u*(23) € C7([0,1]) in the statement of the theorem, we get ¢ € C7[0, 1], and the
proof of Theorem 4.1 is complete. O

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 0 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 G5 depend on .

For a function f* defined on the domain Q* we will adopt the following notation:

f(z,0) = foTXz), 2z€Q, Ael0,1].

Lemma 5.1. Let Q C C be a bounded domain with C' boundary, and T* : Q — O be a CLO-
embedding. Let 1 < p < 2. For each X, suppose f> € LP(Q*) and |f (-, M) s uniformly bounded

in A. Define
TQAf // C)\ _ Z)‘ )
Then the following inequality hold:

(5.1) Tor f(5 My < CroC(r:7, )’f('v)‘)’LPQ

where 7y is an arbitrary number satisfying the inequality 1 < v < 575

,and B =
p
constant C(p,~,Q) depends only on p,y and Q2 and does not depend on A.

1_ 2-p
~ 2p>O.The

Proof. Recall definition (2.3) for the norm | - | 1} 50 We have

J(GA
’Tmf/\(')\Lg(m) = </Q C’\(— l

1 A %
+wpmﬁ(¢gﬂc+mxw<ﬂaMWa«wmxﬁ

heC
ﬂq)3+wpmw</Wf<+hA> (QAWUAKO;}

v
<Cip { </Q ‘%
= C1,0!Tﬂf(‘a)‘)‘Lg(Q)

where a*(¢) = | det(I'")|. By the result in [7, p. 47], for =, 3, p satisfying the above conditions, we
have |To f(, )‘)’L}(Q) < C(p, 7, DIf (s M) (), from which estimate (5.1) then follows. O

v

awodA«Q”

Lemma 5.2. Let 2 < p < oo. Suppose X\ — A(-,\), B(-,\) are continuous maps from [0,1] to
LP(C), where for each \ € [0 1], A(-, \), B( )\) = 0 outside Q. For j =1,2, let

t,A) 4+ B(C, N X;(C, 1, A
(5.2) wj(z,t,A) = / / CA_ ; (tx) +CA§C]()C7t7(§) )dA(CA).

Then we have

p—2
(5.3) |wi (-t N)a, < CLoC(p, Q) (JAC Nr) + BN @) ap = 5
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where the constants is uniform in X\ and t € K, for any compact subset K of C. In particular, if
A> B € CO0(QN), then

st W) < CraC(r. ) (1400 + 1B o) . for any 0 <7 < 1.
Proof. Let a*(¢) = |det *(¢)|. We can rewrite w; as
X;(¢Gt,A)

i =2 [ [ o] SR
e T Jo [P =2 =t X;(Ct,A)
By Holder’s inequality and Proposition 7.3, we have for any z,t € C,

A(GA) + B(GA)

] a*(¢) dA(Q).

(5.4) jwj(z,t, M) < C1oC(p, ) (JAC N @) + [BG M v ) 5

(5.5) wj (2, )| < C10Cy (JAC, Moy + 1B MlLe)) 12— 7

(5.6) wj (21,8, A) = wj(z2,t, A)| < C1,0Cp (|AC Nro) + 1B Nr()) 21 — 22/

for any z1, z9,t € C. O

Lemma 5.3. Let Q be a bounded domain in C with C' boundary, and T' : Q@ — Q> be a C10
embedding. Let 2 < p < oo, and p' = p%l be the conjugate of p, with 1 < p’ < 2. Suppose
A= A(-,A),B(-,A) are continuous maps from [0,1] to LP(C), where for each \ € [0,1], A(-,\),
B(-,\) = 0 outside Q2 (In particular A, B € L,2(C), p>2.) Let K be a compact subset of C. For
any q with 1 < p’ < q < 2, and for each X € [0,1], let X1(2,t,\) and Xa(z,t,\) be the unique
solution in Lqo(C) to the integral equations (see [7, p. 156]): fori=1,2,

(57) Z t, )\ // C )‘ C l, )‘) +B(C )‘) j(C7ta)‘) dA(C)\) :gi(27t7)\)7

C)‘—Z)‘

where g1(z,t,\) = m and ga(z,t, \) = W Then the following statements hold:

(i) For each t € C, X\ — X;(-,t,\) is a continuous map from [0,1] to LI(2). Moreover, for all
t € K we have

(5.8) X580 gagey < CuoC0.2) (JAC Mooy + 1BE N oy )
where the constants on the right-hand side is uniform in A and t € K.
(ii)

su[[{)\Xj(-,t, )\1) — Xj(',t, AQ)‘Lq(Q) —0 as ‘)\1 — )\2‘ — 0.
te

(1ii) For each € >0, let E.(t) ={z € Q: |z —t| > €}. Then we have
su}g ‘Xj(',t, )\1) — Xj(-,t, AQ)’CO(EE(t)) —0 as ’)\1 — )\2‘ — 0.
te

Proof. (i) We shall only prove the lemma for X7, as the proof for Xs is identical. First, we show the
L% norm of X; is uniformly bounded in A and ¢ € K. Seeking a contradiction, suppose there exists
a sequence \; € [0,1] such that Nj := [X1(-,t, Aj)|re() — o0 as j — oo. Since [0, 1] is compact we
can assume that A\; — Ao € [0,1] for some A. D1V1d1ng both sides of equation (5.7) by N;, and

writing )/(\1(-,t, Aj) = N%Xl(-,t, Aj), we obtain

1

5.9 Xt A) = PYX (A = —
( ) 1(7 ’ j) 1(7 ’ J) 2(t)‘j—2)‘j)Nj’

where ])/(\1(',15, Aj)lpae) = 1 and we set
PAf(z,t,0) = Te[AG N F( 60 + BN FG 6 N)](2, 8 N).
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Setting 7 = 1 in Lemma 5.1 and applying Holder’s inequality, we have

< Q) [(A+ B) (-, 0) X1 (-8, N
ey S04+ BTG,
< C(py/% Q) (|A('7/\j)|L1’(Q) + |B('7/\j)|L1’(Q)) |X1('7t7 )‘j)|LP’(Q)

for1<7<%:2anda:%

P)\j)/(\l('vt )‘J)

—% > 0. In particular we can choose v = ¢, since 1 < p’ < g < 2. By

[7, Theorem 1.3] applied to the sequence P)‘j)/(\l(-, t,)j), and passing to a subsequence if necessary,
we can assume that P X (-,t, Aj) converges to some limit in L%(§2). Meanwhile the right-hand
side of (5.9) converges to 0 in L?(€2). Therefore by (5.9) Xi(-,t,\;) converges to some X;(-,t) in
L1(Q).

We show that |P)‘U/(\1(', t, ) —P)‘O)/ﬁ(-, t)|La() — 0 as Aj — Ao. In what follows we write a*(¢)
for |det DTA(¢)|. Writing DY X, (¢, t) = Xi1(¢,t,Aj) — X1(¢,t), we have

(5.10) |PY X (-, ) — PY X1 (1) pagy < D1+ Do + D3 + Dy,
where
D, = (5Aj’AOA))/a(C7t7Aj) +A(C7>\0)(D>\J)/(\1(C7t)) dA(C)\])|
1= CNi— 2N ’
Q@ La(Q)
Ao BY X ) A Y.
Dy — / (6% B)Xl(Cyt,Ai)+li(C,)\o)D 1X1(¢,t) dA(CH)| 7
Q ¢ — 2% Le(@)

D3 =

)

/M@wﬁmuw+mowﬁmum
@ L1(Q)

Chi— 2N

{a¥(©) = a™(©)} dA)

Dy = ‘/Q (A(C,Ao))?\l((,t, o) + B(C,)\O)M) <C)‘j 12)\3_ — o i z>\0> dA(CAO)

La(2)

By estimate (5.1) applied to v = ¢ and r = 1 and Holder’s inequality, we have
D, < Cl,OC(q7 Q) (‘(6)\j7>\0‘4))?\1('7 t )‘)’Ll(ﬂ) + ‘A(7 AO)(D)\j)?\l(’a t))’Ll(Q)>
< C10C(q,Q) <|5Aj’AOA|LP(Q)|)/ﬁ(‘at, Mlrae) + |A(C7A0)|LP(Q)|DAj)/ﬁ|Lq(Q)> :

where 1 < p’ < ¢ < 2. By assumption, this expression goes to 0. Similarly we can show that Do
converges to 0, and also

D3 < C10C(q,9) (r%‘ — T

A1AC20) o) + 1BE M) ooy FZ 8 20) 0o,

0, (T —T™) dA(CV)
(€9 = 2Y)(Cho — z%)

A1AG20) @) + 1BEA) ey IFI G20 ey

D, <

| (A€ AT 20) + BTG 0)

LE(Q)

< C1,00(q, ) ‘P’\O -

Hence D3, Dy — 0 as |\; — A\g| — 0. By (5.10), ]P)‘J’)/(\l(-,t, Aj) — P’\O)/(\l(-,t)]Lq(Q) tends to 0 as
|)\j — /\0| — 0.
Letting j — oo in equation (5.9), we have

0= X1 (2,t) — Te[A(- A0) X1 (1) + B(-, A0) X1 (-, 1)) (2, 1)
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holds in L9(€2). By the result in [7, p. 156], the equation has only the trivial solution, so )/(\1 = 0.
But ’X\i(',t)’Lq(Q) =lim; \)/a(-,t, Aj)|pa() = 1, which is a contradiction. Thus | X1 (-, ¢, A)|Le(q)
is bounded, for any ¢ with 1 < p’ < ¢ < 2.

Next, we show that Xi(-,¢,\) is continuous in the L(Q)-norm, for any ¢ with 1 < p’ < ¢ < 2.
Otherwise there exists some sequence \; — Ao, such that |Xi(-,¢,A;) — X1(-,t, Xo)|ra) = 0 > 0.
Since we have already shown that |Xi(-, ¢, A\)|fa(q) is bounded uniformly in A, by the computatlon
above, |PY X (-, t,)))] £4(q) is bounded uniformly in A. Passing to a subsequence if necessary,
P X1(-,t,\j) converges to some function in L7(f2). The right-hand side of the integral equation
(5.7) converges to m in L9(2). Indeed, we have

< ' dA(z))é < CyolTY — T, <//Q ﬁ dA(z)>‘11 ,

which converges to 0 as [A\; — Ag| — 0, since I' € CH0(Q). It follows from equation (5.7) that
Xi(z,t, ) converges to some Xj(z,t) in LI(Q). As before we can show that |P% X (-,t,\;) —
P X (-, t)| o) — 0. Taking j — oo in equation (5.7) we obtain

1
2(tro — zAo)’

1
N o _

thi — 2

X7 (z,t) — PYX(2,t) = in ().
On the other hand, since X;(z,t, \g) satisfies the same equation. By uniqueness of solution we have
X1(,t, Ao) = X7 (1) in LU(RQ). But [ X7 (1) — X1(-, £, A0)|qm) = 0 > 0, which is a contradiction.
This shows that of X;(,¢,\) in continuous in A in the L? (Q) norm.

Finally to obtain estimate (5.8) we write X in the form (3.22):

ewl (thv)‘)

t)\_z)\'

(5.11) Xi(z,t,A) =

By (5.3), we have [w;(-, £, A)|cap @y < C100 (1, ) (|AC, N)|zo@) + [B(, Ao ()) » where oy, = pT?Q

and the constants are independent of A and ¢ € K. Estimate (5.8) then readily follows. O

(ii) As in part (i) we only need to prove the statements for X;. Let DM X, = X(z,t,\) —
X1(z,t,A2). Then by (5.3), we see that DM*2 X satisfies the following integral equation

DA X (2, 1) + P2 (DM X)) (2,t) = iRi(z,t, A1),
i=1
where P f(z,t) = Tc [A(., Ao)f(t) + B, Az)m} and
o = [ 15 Of LN gy e
Gt = | / C’\lt _Alz)f L= gage),
R3(z,t,\1) :/QA(-,)\Q)X(-,t,)\l) <<A1 ile - ChiW) dA(C),
1 1

R4(Z7 t7 A1) =

= A e — e

Since | X1 (-, %, A)|Le(q) is bounded, we can show by the same proof as in (i) that sup,c s [Ri(2,¢, A\1)|1a(0)
converges to 0 as [\; —Ag| = 0, 1 <i < 4. Let (I4+P*?)~1: LI(Q) — L9(Q) be the inverse operator
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of I + P*2. By the open mapping theorem, (I + ]3)‘2)_1 is continuous. Denoting its operator norm
by M,,, we have

sup |[DMA2 X (- ¢ )| La <M,\22sup\R 2,6, M) paq) -
teK 5 te

which converges to 0 as [A\; — Aa| — 0. O

(iii)) We write X; in the form (5.11), where w; is given by expression (5.2). By Lemma 5.2, if
|A(+, M)l zo(@)s [B(+ A)|Lr () are bounded uniformly in A, then [wi (-, 2, A)| ey () is bounded unlformly
inAef0,1] and t € K, for ap = pp In view of (5.11), [X1(-,t, A)|¢er (g, is bounded uniformly

in A and t. By part (i), supjeg [X1(,t, A1) — X1(- ¢, A2)[11(q) converges to 0 as [A1 — Ag| — 0.
Applying Proposition 7.20 we get

sup [ X1(t, A1) = Xa1(+5 ¢, A2)|coonp.) — 0. O
te

Lemma 5.4. Let 2 < p < oo. Suppose A — A(-,\), B(-,\) are continuous maps from [0,1] to
LP(C), where for each X € [0,1], A(-,A),B(-,\) =0 outside Q. For j = 1,2, let

X, (Gt + BONTCEN
wile ) = //Q 0—2*)@* XLy A

Then for each t, A — wj(-,t,\) € C°(Q) is a continuous map from [0,1] to C°(Q). Moreover for
any compact subset K in C, we have

(5.12) Su}};) |lw; (- t, A1) — wj(-, t, )‘2)|CO(§) — 0 as |\ — Ag| — 0.
te

Proof. Rewrite w; as

o0 =2 f [ o)

where a(¢,\) = |(det T*)(¢)|. We have

X;(C,t,A)
Xi(CG M)

A(GA) + B(GA)

] a(C, A) dA(Q),

(5.13) lw;i(z,t, M) —w;(2,t,A2)| < D1 + Dy + D3,
where
1 1
// { C)\l _ Z)q C)\Q _ Z)\z C)\l _ t)\l C)\z _ t)xg }
X;(¢t M) ALy,
(C,A1)+B(C7)\1)m dA(C™);

1
C)\Q _ Z>\2 + t)xg _ C)\Q

|(Aa)(¢; A1) = (Aa)(C, Az)[ dA(C);

e

C}\z _ Z}\z + t)\z _ C}\z

X] (C) l, A1)
X;(¢, 8, M)

XJ(C) l, A2)
X;(¢,t, A2)

e
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Let p’ be the conjugate of p, with 1 < p’ < 2. By Holder’s inequality we have

1 1 XN
D <C I‘Al _I‘AQ / ( + > VA IACRAEYS
1= Guol o \ie=2 i %G hN)

< CpoltM =Ty (H(C —=2) oy + (¢~ t)_lﬂm'(g)) (JAG N zr) + [BG N e @)
< CroCplTM =Ty (JAG, N o) + 1B Mle @) »

and similarly for Ds:

Dy < G106y (\5A1’A2A\LP(Q) +[ACNr@ !5A1’A2F\1)

dA(¢M)

A(C, A1) + B(C A1)

Hence by our assumption, D and Dy converge to 0 and the convergence is uniform in ¢ € K. For
D3 we have D3 < D31 + D3y, where

D31=/
C

/‘ (Ba)(¢, A2) (Ba)(C7)\2)

C)\Q _ Z}\z t>\2 _ C)\Q

1 1
C)\Q _ Z)\Q + t)\z _ C)\Q

XJ(C) l, A1)
XJ(C) t, A1)

‘X)(C,tjAl) X](C7t7A2)

M2 (Ba)

dA(C),

X‘y(C,tjAl) X](C7t7A2)

By Hélder’s inequality, D31 < C1,0Cp[(Ba)(+, A1) — (Ba)(:, A2)|rr(q), which by assumption goes to
0 as |A\;1 — A2| = 0. On the other hand,

dA(Q).

(G14)  Dp<2 | (sz)(f’zij) (B Ct ‘X ooty Al() - A'l()g’t’ )| ga).
By (5.4), |w;j(¢,t, )| is bounded uniformly for any ¢, € C and A € [0, 1], and
X B ew1(GtA) B ew2(GtA)
1(G 1, A) = P =) Xa(C,t,A) = % — )
Hence |X;(¢,t,\)| > El g‘ In what follows we write Lé(Q) to indicate the integral is with respect
to ¢. Using the above estimate in (5.14) we have
Dy < Cio ( CASC_M |52 5(¢, 1)] . |B(C2) [722(C )] L;(m)
< Cio|B(, A2) o) < w + ‘5’\1’A2X]’(Cat) ;o >
=2 @) )

PN X6, 1) [
(—=z

dA(C))

1
p/
< Cio|B(,A2) o) /
{¢:[¢—=[<d'}
" nt
( (Gle—2>5) % (9)}

where & > 0 is to be determined. By Lemma 5.3 (ii), sup,c g [622X; (-, 1), (@ — 0as [A1—Ag —
0. So for fixed ¢ the last two terms in the above bracket converge to 0. By estimate (5.5),

wj(z,t, A1) —wj(z,t, A2)| < |wj(z, 8, A)| + w2, 1, A2)
< C1oCy (JAC Moy + 1B N oy ) 12 = .

M2 (¢, 1) [
(—=z

mmﬂpﬂw”&mw
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For any € > 0, we can pick 7 > 0 such that for any z € Q and t € K with |z — t| < 7, one has
lwi(z,t, A1) —wj(z,t, A2)| < e. Then it suffices to consider the points z for which |z —¢| > r.

Now for this fixed r, we can let &' = § be such that for any z with [z — [ > r and | — 2| < ¢,
we have [( —t] > [t — 2| — |z = (| > ¢’ = £, and so

{Cil¢—2[ <} c{C: ¢~ =0}
grA2 Xj (C7 t)

P’ i
dA
(C)) = </{<:<—t>6'} (-2

< Cy sup [ X5(C, 1) | oo (et 207} -
teK

Hence

1
, 1
P p’

5>\1’)\2Xj(€7 t)
(—=z

</{C:C—2|<5’}

The last expression goes to 0 as [A\; —Aa| — 0, by Lemma 5.3 (iii). This shows that D3y converges to
0 as |A\; —A2| — 0 and the convergence is uniform in ¢ € K. The proof of (5.12) is now complete. [J

dA(C))

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, u be as in Theorem 1.1. Let
Q be a bounded domain in C whose boundary is C'T# and which has m + 1 connected components.
Let T : Q — Q) be a family of embeddings of class CY0(Q). Fiz a normally distributed set
(Definition 3.6) {{z]MNo), {20320} in Q so that {z) = T?(z,),2) = TMNz,)} forms a normally
distributed set in Q*. For each X, let w* be the unique solution to

{agwA(z)‘) + AN M () + BN w (22 = FAZY)  in QY

(61) Re[p\(z)\)w)\(z)\)] — ’7)\(2)\) on bQ)‘,

where the index n (Definition 3.1) satisfies n >m — 1 and w* satisfies the additional conditions
w(2)) = ar(N) + ib, (), (r=1,...,No);

6.2
( ) w)\((zfs))\) = lj(zfsv)‘)(’}/j(z;)‘) +ics()‘))7 (3 = 17 -'-7N1)'

(i) Suppose for 2 < p < oo, X — A B F* are continuous maps from [0,1] to LP(Q), and

that 1,4 € CPO(Y), ap, by, cs € CO([0,1]). Then w* € C¥O(QY), where v = min(ay, 1) and
ap = p;2' B

(ii) If b9 € CFF1+i, DA ¢ CRHTIO(@), AN BA, FA € CHnd(@), 1) 4N € CHIH0(b0N), then
wr € CFHIF1O(QN), and there exists some constant C independent of \ such that

No Ny
[wlo,0 < C <HFA|!070 + 17 o + D (larlo + [brlo) + !Cs\0> ;

r=1 s=1

N() Nl
[ 4140 < C <HFAHk+u,o 17 0 + D (larlo + [brlo) + !cs\o) .

r=1 s=1
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(iii) If b € CRHIT TA € chHltmi(Q), AN BN F* € ChHmi(QY), 1M 4> € CRHIFmi(bQY), then
wr € CFHIF1I(QN), and there exists some constant C independent of X such that

No N1
A A A
w1405 < C (IIF kg + I ket rmg + Y (larls + 10r) + |CS|j> :
r=1 =

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 6.1, we can now prove Theorem 1.1 for the case
» > m—1, where 5 is the index for the oblique derivative boundary value problem. (See Definition
4.1).

Theorem 6.2 (Multiply-connected domains, s >m —1 ).
Let k,j,p be as in Theorem 1.1. Let Q2 be a bounded domain in C with CF+2+1 boundary. Let T
be a family of maps that embed Q to Q*, with T € CF2+1Ji(Q)). Consider the following oblique
derivative problem:
e,y + 2 (e, y)d, + ANy, + P ayd + Ny = £, in QY

arr ~ 7
with index » > m — 1. Here Y» = &\ +in’ is a non-vanishing vector field along Q. Sup-
pose a’\ﬁ)‘,c)‘,d)‘,e)‘,f’\ are functions in O such that o, b, € Ck+1+”7j(§2)‘), and d*, e, fA €
CFHI(QN). Suppose further that Y, 4> are functions in bQ> such that Y,y € CFHI+mI (ON).
For each X € [0,1], let {{z}}2°,, {z)‘} 1} be a normally distributed set for Q)‘, and let u* be the
unique solution to (6.3) on Q satisfying the conditions (see [7, Theorem 4.13] )

up(z) —iuy(z)) = ar(\) +ibr () (r=1,..., No);
up((2)Y) = aug((20)Y) = MEON (=) +ies(V), (s =1, N1);

(6.4) uMNzp) = e(N), 2 € QY

where ay, by, cs,e € CI([0,1]). Then u* € Ck+2Hmi(QA).

A on B,

Proof. Let ¢* be the maps defined as in Proposition 2.10. Then U* := u* o (¢*)~! is a solution to
the following problem

AUN +pNEMUR + (& mUy = hNE ), in D
V{\Z/{g\ + V§\Z/{’\ = g&,m), on bD?,
where p*, ¢*, b € Ckti(DX) and v, 13, g* € CFH1413 (D). Furthermore U satisfies
UG — i) =GN B0 (=1 N
UD((C)) = iU (G =& (N) +ids(N), (5= 1,0, N1);
UNG@) =2, = e,

where {¢, (¢%)*} is the image of {2, (%)*} under the map_go)‘, and @,ZZ,Q,JS,EG ([0, 1]).
Let w* = U — il be the unique solution in C*+1+7(Q2) to problem (6.1) as given in Theo-
rem 6.1, where we take

1 1 1
A’\:Z(pA—i-iq)‘),B)‘:Z(p)‘—iq)‘>, F’\:§h>‘, lA:Vf‘—z'V%‘, N =g

and w” satisfies

WG = (V) +ibr (V). wM(C)Y) = &) +ids ().
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forr=1,...,Ngpand s =1,...,Ny. Set

2

UMM = co(N) + Re/ w¢)d¢r, 2=t iyt € QN

¢
M=)
N =P =) +Re [ wNQ e
¢
By (6.4) and e € C7([0,1]), we have ¢y € C9([0,1]). Hence u* € Ck+2Tmi(QN), a

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 w* € C¥ ,70(bQ)‘), for any

0 < v < v, where v = min(ay, 1), op = 7%2. We then use the C*~9(bQ*) estimate to prove the

YO (b 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+#0(pbQN) estimate for w*. In
§6.4, we take the derivatives in A and derive the C*+1+/J(pQ*) estimate for w*. This completes
the proof.

6.1. The C ¥ estimate.
Recall the notation: f(z,)) := fA(2}), for (z,A) € Q x [0,1].

Step 1: Setup of the singular integral equation.
For each A, let w™ be the unique solution to the boundary value problem (6.1) satisfying condition
(6.2). Since Re[l(t, N w(t,\)] = v(t, A) on bS2, there exists a real-valued function 7 such that

(6.5) Wt ) = Ut Ny (6N + it (), (6A) € b2 x [0, 1],

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

(6.6) W(z,A) = 0y (2 0) g (2,A) (), 2 €D,

where

67) w2 = o [ GGG N A — o [ Gale, t NI V() 3,
™ JpO ™ Jp0
1 1 — —

68)  weN) = 5o [ Gt NN d = 5 [ ot NN B

1 1 -
09 wreN) == [[ GEeNPENIAC) - 1 [[ il NFEA dAY).

Here Gj(z,t, ) is the fundamental kernel of the equation:
ozw+ A(z, w + B(z, \)w =0, =z¢€C,
where for z ¢ Q, we take A(z,\) = B(z,\) = 0.
According to (3.27), G;(z,t, \) has the representations:

ewl (Z,t,)\) _|_ ew2(zvt7)‘) ewl(zyth) — ew2(zyt7>‘)

G1(27t7)‘) = oA ) GQ(tha)‘) = PO )

where w;(z,t,\) — s are given by formula (5.2).
By (3.29), it can be shown easily that for fixed A\ and F(-,\) € LP(Q), wp(-, A) is continuous in
C.
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Referring to [7, p. 234], n satisfies the singular integral equation

(6.10) AN = [ KGN0 ds = (C.A),

where

(6.11) 70(6A) = HCA) — RefllG Nwd (¢ N)] — Rell(G, Nwr (¢, )],
K(Gt,2) = =g Re 106, M) () (G (¢, t, VTGN + GG, 50106, ) |

In addition, 7 satisfies the following conditions:
Wy (2r, A) = ar(A) 4+ ibp(N) — wy(2r, A) — wr (2, A)
wy (25, A) = Uzg, A (V(25, A) + ies(N)) — w (2, A) — wp(zg, \)

where {z,2.} for r =1,..., Ny and s = 1,..., N7 is a normally distributed set on Q. Here we use
wi (resp.w;’) to denote the limiting value of w,(z,A) (resp.w;i (2, ))) as z approaches to z; € b
from the interior of Q. For fixed A, n(-,\) € C¥(Q) by Proposition 3.9 (i), and thus according to
Proposition 7.13, w;7Ir is given by (7.6).

Referring to [7, p. 235], the homogeneous integral equation X*n(¢,\) = 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].

(6.12)

Step 2: Estimates for w%‘ and w};.

We first show that the right-hand side of (6.10) is in C*0(Q).
Lemma 6.3. Let v* € C*O(bQY), and let w,, be defined by formula (6.7), then w?) € CHO(bQY).

Proof. By equations (3.28) w,)y‘ satisfies the equation

O_xwy + Az, Nwy (2, A) + B(2, Mwy (2,A) = 0.
By Proposition 7.14, wé is the unique solution to the integral equation:
(6.13) wy(2,A) + Prwy(2,\) = ®(2, ), 2€Q,

where
oY 1 ()¢, A)
A N A A A A o ’ A
P 'UJ»y(Z, )\) = TQA(A w,y +B 'LU?Y\)(Z ), @(Z,A) = % - Wdt .
By Proposition 7.12 we know for fixed A, w, (-, A) € C¥(£2), where v = min(ay, 1), app = p—;2.
We make a few observations:
1) By Proposition 7.3, we have

(6.14) ‘P)‘wy(-, )

o (@) < CroCp(JAC M oy + 1BC M) o) [y (5 Ml o -

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

2) By standard estimates for Cauchy integral (or see [1, p. 176]), we have
(6.15) 1®flo0 < Crollvllwo,  [®@lluo < Crapollivlluo-
3) The homogeneous integral equation

wy (2, ) + Tox (A)‘wfy‘ + B)‘w_%‘)(z)‘) =0, z€Q

has only the trivial solution for each A. For the existence and uniqueness, see the argument in the
proof of Proposition 7.14.



36

First, we show that |w,(-,\)|o is bounded uniformly in X. Seeking contradiction, suppose that
for some sequence {\;} converging to X, one has N; := |y(-, ;)]0 = oo. Dividing both sides of
(6.13) by N;, we have
1

(6.16) W3(2, M) + PYW5(2, Ag) = N
J

P(z,j), z€Q,

where w(z,\;) = Nijﬂ);(z,/\j). By estimate (6.14), [P @5 (-, A)|a, is bounded by a constant uni-

form in A. By Arzela-Ascoli theorem and passing to a subsequence if necessary, P)‘MTJ; 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) w5 converges uniformly to some function w. One can check that P’\Jﬂ); converges
uniformly to P2, thus passing to the limit as j — oo we get w + P*w = 0. By the above obser-
vation 3), w = 0 which contradicts the fact that |@|o = limj_s |W5 (-, A)[o = 1. Hence |w (-, A)|o is
bounded uniformly in A\. Applying estimate (6.14) we get

A A A A A A
w30 < 1P willay.0 + 120 < Clwilloo + 1117 |0,

where C' is some constant independent of .

Next we show w. (-, A) is continuous in A in the C?(bQ2)-norm. Suppose this is not the case, then
there exists some \g and a sequence A; — Ao, such that |w,(-,A;) —wy(-, Ao)|o > € > 0. Since we
have shown that |w:\/| » 18 bounded uniformly in A. Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we have

that wf\,j converges to some w, in the C¥ /(bQ)—norm, for 0 < v/ < v. As before we can show that
\P’\jwi‘j — PYw,|gp — 0. Letting [A; — Ao| — 0 in (6.13) we get w,(2) + Pw,.(z,A) = ®(2, \)
for z € 2. Since we know that wfy‘o satisfies the same equation, again by the above observation
3) we must have w, = w,(-, o). But this contradicts the fact that |w,(-,\;) — w,(-, Ao)| > € > 0.
Hence w,(-,\) is continuous in A in the C°(bS2) norm. By Proposition 2.3, the results imply
wfy‘ c CVO(bQM). O
Next we show that wy € C0(bQ*).
Lemma 6.4. Let 2 < p < 0o and o = 1%2. Suppose X\ — A(-,\), B(-,\), F(-,\) are continuous
maps from [0,1] to LP(Q2). For z € Q, let wf‘; be given by formula (6.9). Then for each X, wf‘; can
be extended to a function in C%(Q), and wf‘; € CO‘P’O(ﬁ). Moreover we have the following estimate
[ a0 < Cp, Q) sup [A( )o@y + sup [B( M) o),
A€(0,1] A€[0,1]

where the constant depends only on p and § and is independent of X.
Proof. By Hélder’s inequality we have
[wr (2, M) < C (IG1(C Ml ) +1G2(C s Ny ) 1P Voo
< C1,0Cp (Bi=12l|willo0) [F'( M) rr@), 2 <p < oo,
where ||w;|lo,0 = SUD(0 A [0,1] lwi(+,t, A)|o. We have
lwr(z,\) —wp(2', \)|
<0 Y [[[16::160 - Gl ] IFC MY

1=1,2
ewi(2,6A) Wi(zl7<7)‘)‘

<c// pat] — F(C, N A

+C// Yi=12 wl(z’“)D ! !

=2 A= (@)

(&, MIA(CH).
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Denote the first integral above by I and the second integral by I1. Applying Holder’s inequality
for p > 2 we have

F(C,A
1< CraSmalilaollz - [[ ZEDaac
a lz—(
< CroCp(Bi=1.2]lWillay 0)[F (s M e |2 = 2|7,
where ||w;ia,,0 := SUD(0 2 [0,1] |wi (-, t, A)]ay,- Also

1 1

I = {//|z—<<2z—z’| +//|2—C2|z—z’|} <Ei:1,2 ‘e“i(z’,C,A)D AN (z’)>‘ —
AR
< Cro(Bii2llwiflo,) {//|z ¢|<2lz—2| IZ—Cl dAC +//z' ¢|<3lz—2| |Z —C| o
v /Z_Mz_le 1PN A >}

are’ / F ,)\
< Cro(Sir2llwillon) {|F<-,A>|Lp@|z | — /| G dA(C)}

[F(¢, A dACY)

A= () -

a—c|>20z—=| |2 = CllZ" = (|
< C1oCp(Bi=12llwillo,0)|F (5 M| o @ {|Z — 2% + ]2 =2 |(C+ |z~ Z/|_%)}
< C10Cp(Bim12lwillo,o) [ F'(, M| o @12 — 2177
Thus we obtain
(6.17)  Jwr(, Nla, < C10Cp(Bizt2willa, 0| F (M) r@) < C (JAC, M@ + 1B M) »

where we used (5.3), and the constant C' depends only on p and 2 and is independent of A.

Next we show wj\; is continuous in CY-norm. For simplicity we omit the constant —%. Set

dA(CY) = a(¢, N)dA(C),  a(C,A) = |det(DI?)].

We have, using notation (2.5) for §*1:42,

S| i oFwaa (c)‘

lwp(z, A1) —wr(z,A2)| <
1=1,2

<3 / / M2 Gy (2, D] (Fa) (¢, A ) dA(C / Gilz, C, M) [0 (Fa) ()] dA(C)

1=1,2

i ewl z2,(,A1) _ ewz(Z,C A2) )
// . ’r<Fa><<,A1>r+// Sife A (Fa) (¢, M)

R
3. wl(zC)\z
o+ [ ile |93 (Fa) (1) dA(C).

1
C}\l _ Z)\l <'>\2 _ Z C}\z _ Z}\2|

By Holder’s inequality, this is bounded by

C1,0Cp {Ei sup |6 *2w; (-, O)|o|F | o) + (Zillwilloo) <|FAI — T2 |F|poo) + |5)\1’)\2F|LP(Q)) } :
cen

where the constants are independent of A. By Lemma 5.4 (iii), sup;q [wi(2, (, A1) —wi(2, ¢, A2)|o —

0, so the first term above goes to 0. Since T* € C10, and F(-, \) is continuous in A in the LP(Q)-
norm, the second and third terms above converge to 0 as [A\; — Aa| — 0. 0
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Step 3: Reduction of the singular integral operator.
To estimate w,)‘z ((6.8)), we first need to estimate n(-, \). Write
KA(¢,0) = K3n(G,A) + Mg, M),

where K(C,\) == —o& [, Re [Z(t, NI N (0N (8)G1 (Gt )\)] n(t, \) ds, and

(618) NN = =5 [ Re [ NUC N (6)GRE TN (e A s

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

Gal .1 N)] = ew1(GA) _ pw2(CiEA) lw1 (¢, A) — wa(C,t, A
PACERZ) - 2(t)\_c)\) = ‘tA_C)\‘
w 7t7A + |w ,t7A _2
< LGN RCL AN < 6140, (146 M swiey + 1BC N iwion) - ¢1F,

t—¢
where 2 < p < co. We shall call Nf‘ a Fredholm operator of the first kind, using the same termi-
nologies as in [7].
On the other hand, using that w;(t,¢,A) = 0 for all ¢ and estimate (5.6), we have
1 ewl(C,t,)\) + ewg((,t,)\) 2
GilGEAN) = s = X _ X T 9(r — A
th—¢ 2(t* = ¢Y) 2(t* = ¢*Y)
ew1 ¢t _ ewl(t,t,)\) ewg((,t,)\) _ ewg(t,t,)\)
-0 2 -0
_2
< CLoCyp (IAC N rr) + 1B N o) 1€ =t 7.

It follows that K3n(¢,A) = Kan(¢, ) + N3n(¢, A), where

1, M) (0N ()IC N
IC%T](Q/\) = _% - Re ( )(tl;\ z(g))\ (C )] n(tv/\) ds;
2 o _i v ewi(c,t)\) _ ewi(t’t’)\)
619)  APaeN) = 5 [ Re [1EATCHY ) X gy | e

The operator /\/’2>‘ is compact, and

A/ s A (g
iy = - [ [NV TERGIEN] 3,

Since

s (p")(s)dt* _

e S e () (s) dlog(t — ¢¥)

= (p)(s) dlog(t* — ) + (p)'(s) dlog %
(") (s) dt*

ST poo +(p")'(s) dlog PN

e
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we can rewrite Kan as K3n(¢, \) = Kan(¢, A) + N3'n(¢, \), with

. (1<t, NN + 10 MHCA) ) 1t A)

K%U(C,)\) = _E t)\ _ C)\

d

= A
(6.20) NZ(CA) 1= =1 zm UG A)n(t, N dlog i3

Now, /\/}f‘ is a compact operator, and we can write IC377 in the form

1 S(C,t, A)n(t, \)
A s Uy ) A
—A = | 25 VRHA)
AEN) = AC ¢ N + - [ RIS g,
where A((,\) =0, and
1
S(Gt,A) = =7 (16, NICN) +TENUCN))

In particular we have S(t,t,\) = —%. Now, the integral equation (6.10) can be written as
(6.21) K A) = Kan(C, A) + N6 ) + N5n(¢A) + N3n(¢, A) = 70(¢,A),
where ICA is a singular integral operator and N; As are compact operators. Following [5, P. 118,
(45.4)], the index of the singular integral operator K3 is defined to be

1 A —S5(t 1

_ arg (t7A) S( 7t7A) [arg( 1)] — 0

27 A(t, )+ S(t,t,N) ] T or
One can find a “ reducing operator” M? so that the composition F» = M* o K* is a Fredholm
operator. Moreover by Vekua’s equivalence theorem [5, p. 149, case 1], if the index of IC()]‘ is
nonnegative, one can choose M? so that the equation M*¢ = 0 has only the trivial solution ¢ = 0.
Therefore 7 is a solution to the Fredholm equation F n* = M*~q if and only if 7* is a solution
to the singular integral equation K * = 70, in other words it suffices to consider the equation

FAp = M.

There are many choices for such M?*, for example, one can take M* to be the dominant part of
the adjoint operator of ICQ (See the remark after Definition 7.18). For an operator 7, we use the
notation

Tn(¢,A) = TN ).
We have
(g ( A) / n(t, A) dit* )\) a* 1 / n(t, A) dit* )\) dt?
.22 =——2""P, =—P .
Since S is Holder continuous in both ¢ and ¢, we can apply formula (7.15) to get
FA(EY) = MKsn(¢, )

=in(m)—i/ l/ l(t,/\)l(h,/\)+l(t,)\)l(t1,/\) d@] M AP,
9] 9]

2 (8 =M = 1)
where we used that S(t,t,\) = —%. We have
(E, NIt A I(t, A

— P —1) T X [vo(¢, A) — vo(t, N)],
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where we set

vo(C,\) = P.V. /Q UGT R /bQ wd# + (mi)I(C, N).

I o
By Lemma 7.9, vg € C*0(bQ*) and
(6.24) l[vollwo < Crolllfluo-

In view of expression (6.23), we have

ko(C,t >\)

e n(t, \) dt*,

(6.25) Falc) = gncn + |
where ko(C,t,)\) is given by

(6.26) ko(C,t, A) = 1(t, A) (vo(C, A) — wo(t, M) .
In view of (6.24) we have

(6.27) ko (C,t, M) < Aol¢ — ",

where Ay is some constant independent of A € [0,1] and t € bS2.

Next, we compute the composition operators M’\Nf‘n)‘, M)‘NQ)‘UA, ./\/l)‘./\f?f‘nA. 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

MN1n(C, )
:/Q T 1 R [/ Re [l(tl,)\)l(t,)\)m(pA)( )} (tl’A)dsl] "
:/m [/ | e Be (e NI NG BN (51) dt] n(t1, \) dsy

= ol s (10 MO NGER A (o0
+1(t1, N (&, N) (p) (51)Galt, 1, X)) dt* [ n(te, N) dsq,

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

l(t, )\) <ew1(t,t1,)\) _ ewz(t,h,A))
(=)t — 1)

- lt,)\ (t tl,)\) _ wg(t,tl,)\)
T [ )éx—@)m—e o

Denoting the first and second integrals in the above expression by I; and Is respectively, we have
l(t )\)e2iarg(tf—t’\)

6.29 LG, \) = ’ [ Wit N) wzwlw} dt

(029 = G e

— 1 {PV/ F”l’ )d# PV. Mdt)‘}.
C)‘ b b t)‘—t{‘

1
- W[%(Cﬂfl’)\) —vi(t1, 1, A)),

dt?

(6.28) 12, A)() (51) /m

d.
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where we set

F(t,t1,\) — F(¢,t1, A .
sie = [ TERE TN 4 4 i 0, ),
29)
F(t,t1,\) — F(t1,t1, A ,
vy (1,1, M) :z/bQ (0 t)>‘—t’\(l ! )dt’\+7mF(t1,t1,)\),
1

F(t,t1,A) == (¢, )\)621""9@_9) ewi(tti,A) — e‘*’?(tvtl’)‘)] )

Note that since wy (t1,t1) = wa(t1,t1) = 0, we have F(t1,t1,A) = 0 on bQ2. We show that v} (-, t1,\) €
C"0(b"). By Lemma 7.9, it suffices to see that F(-,¢,\) is v-Holder continuous in the first
argument, and this follows from Lemma 7.21, and estimate (5.3). In fact we have

[F Gt M)y < CrapollC M) (Bizr2wi( t1, Mlay, ), v = min(ay, p),
where the constant is uniform in A and #; € 2. Hence by Lemma 7.9,
[01C 11, Mllvo < Croll Pt Mllvo < CrapuollUlluo(Bimr 2llwillay.0)-

In a similar way, we can show that
1
(630) IQ(C? ty, )‘) = W[’Ugl(tlv C) )‘) - ,Ugl(tla t1, )\)]7
=

where o satisfies [|[v] (-, t1, A)|l1,0 < Crop0lllln0(Zi=1,2]|willay.0)-
Putting (6.29) and (6.30) in (6.28), we have

(6.31) MN(C,N) = / k(¢ t1,A)

t1,\) dsq, v =min(a,,
Mo n(t1, A) dsy (ap, 1)

where k1(C,t1, ) is given by

k1 (Gt A) o= 1t A)(0Y) (1) [01(C 1, A) = 0/t 81, M)

(6.32)
+ 1(t1, \) () (s1)[V] (o t1, A) — 0" (t1, 11, M),

and kp satisfies
(6.33) k1(C t1, )| < Aq|C—t]”.

Here A; is some constant independent of A € [0, 1] and ¢; € bS2. By similar procedures applied to
(6.19), we can show that the following holds (up to a nonzero constant)

k2(<7 tly )‘)

n o n(t1, A) ds1, v = min(ay, j1)
=

(6.34) MNan(C,\) = /b )

where ko(C,t1,\) is given by
ka(Ct1, A) = 1t M) (0%) (51)[05(C 11, A) — v (tr, 1, A)]
+1(t1, M) (V) (s1)[v3 (€, 81, A) — vy (1, 1, A)],
where v, and v satisfy the estimates

05 (21, Mlw0s 1055 t1, Mllvo < Crapolllllpo(Bi=1,2llwillay.0)-

(6.35)

Hence

(636) |k2(C7t17)‘)| §A2|<_t1|yv
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where A is some constant independent of A € [0,1] and ¢; € bQ2. It remains to compute M’\Ng)‘n)‘.
From (6.20), we have

oY
Nan(C,A) = —— lt/\ JUCAn(t,A) dlog5— &

_ ( 21) _

=—r /bgl(t,A)l(C,A)n(t,A)dﬂ arg(t* — ¢)

= o [ TEUC At N2 (P = ) s
2 b
where 72 is the unit tangent vector of bQ* at t*. Omitting the constant in the front, we have

MN3n(C,\) = /b Qﬁ [ /b Ql(tl,)\)l(t, N)[02(s) arg(t? — t)]n(t1, A) dsl] dt?

[ Lt N[0 (5, arg (7 — )] (87 — 1Y)
a /bQ 1,2) [/bﬂ (t* = Mt — 1) 4| it X) dox.

Denote F(t,t1,\) = I(t,\)(t} — t’\)[ﬁﬂ(ﬁ) arg(t} — t)]. As before we show that |F(-, 1, )|, is
bounded uniformly in A € [0,1] and t; € bQ. Since I* € C*O(b*), we only need to show the
function

(077 (s arg (8 — )]t — 1Y)

is Holder p continuous in ¢, and the Holder norm is uniformly bounded in A and ¢;.
If |t — t1] < 2|t —t], then |t — t1] < |t —¢t| + |t — t1| < 3|t — t|, and we have

07y arg(t = (8 =) = D, arg( = )1 — )

S1

= |04, arg(p(s1) = ) (1 = ) = [0, arg (o (51) = P (1} — P

Oy arg(p(s1) — )| 11} — 7.

< |0sy ang(p*(s1) — )] 1 — £ +

By Lemma 7.21 (i), the above is bounded by
Crapo ([tr =t~ Htr — ] + [tr — £~ t1 — 7))
< Crppo(lts =t + [t — 1) = Clyyolt — "
On the other hand if [t — t;| > 2|t — |, we have
102y arg(t = (B =) = D, arg( = D]} = )
< {0y arg(d = 1) = oy arg () =) } (1 - )|

e arg (= P - 7).

By Lemma 7.21 (ii), since |t — ;| > 2|t — t|, the above is bounded by

|t 1| I -
Clyu0 <m!t1 —t |t =t -] ] < C{ﬂw!t — 1~

Now, by the same proof as that for MAN} and M*N3\, we can show that

k3(<7 1, )

(6.37) MN3n(¢,A) = /bQ — o

(tb )‘) d817
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where k3(C,t1,A) is of the form

(638) k3(<7 tla )‘) = l(tlu )‘) (7}3(C7 t17 )‘) - Ug(tl, t17 )‘)) )
and vs satisfies the estimate ||vs3(-, 21, A)||u0 < Crgpo0llll0- Hence
(6.39) ks (G, t1, A < Asl¢ — ],

where A3 is some constant independent of A € [0,1] and ¢; € bS.
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) T+ NN = n(en + [ b

where k(C,t,\) := Y20 ki(C,t,A). By (6.27), (6.33), (6.36) and (6.39), we have
RGN < AIC—t", v =min(u, ap),
for some constant A independent of A € [0,1] and t € bS2.

n(t,A) dt = Myo(C,N),

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

We now prove My € C¥"0(QN), for any 0 < / < v and v = min(y, o). Recall that 7 is
given by (6.11):

Since for each A, (-, A\) and 7(-,A\) are Holder continuous, we can apply the jump formula for
generalized Cauchy integrals (Proposition 7.13) to get

1 1
wj(C, A) = 3 WS, M)V (CA) + %P.V. /bQ G1 (¢, NIt Ny (t, \) di?

1 -
- 3 [ GG NTE R (0.3)
= P1(<7 A) + P2(<7 A) + P3(<7 A) + P4(C7 )‘)7

where we set

(6.41) RGN = HCANC N, PG = mill(C A (),
6.42 P3((,A) = 1 : wi(GEA) ) 11 (¢ N A
(6.42) 6= [ g (S e an )

2
- <Z e“*t“)) LU(SPIRILS A)]} dt*,
=1

1 ewl(C7t7)‘) — ew2(C7t7>‘)— _)\
P4(C7 )‘) =T /bQ 2(t>‘ — C)\) l(t7 )‘)’Y(ta )‘) dt?.

2mi
By assumption, P, Py € C*0(bQN). Using (6.22), we have

7 1 (1) (¢, A 1 £ A
MUP)(CA) = 5PV /bQ % dt = 5 PV. /bQ ;(_ C)A dt

_ 1 /7(757)‘)_7({7/\) A -
_%{/bg gy dt —I—my((,A)}.
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By Lemma 7.9, we have

(6.43) IMEP) o < Crolllu:  IMAP)lno < Crollvll,
For P, since w;(t,t, ) = 0, we have

wi(C,t,)\) _ wi(t,t,)\) A
(6.44) Py(C,\) 21:2/9 5 t)‘ e e ] dt

= @[ (£ N (EX) = HCNC A e,

and

_ 1t X 1t )Y () [, N
M = 3 [ 30 | [ T e -] ] ae

[ i ) = 16 () dtﬂ it
b 1

= Z U(t1, A)y(ta, A) [/m > filt,t, A) th] dt;

S e =Nt — )
g(t1,t,\) A} A
*/ [/ (> @)(tA ) 0
_ tl, tl; fztlat)‘ x [ ittt ) A] A
Z/Q [PV/Q dt S dt*| dty

i=1,2

g(t1,t, A t1,t, )\
+/ 5 P.V./ %dtk—/ 9(1’73)61%} dr?,
b 17 — ¢ po th—C o N — 1]

where we denote f;(t1,t,\) :=I(t, \) (e‘*’i(t’tl’” - e“’i(tl’tl’”) and
g(tl, t, )\) = l(t, )\)l(tl, )\)’y(tl, )\) — ’y(t, )\)

We can write M(IP3) as

(6.45) M(IP)(C,2) = / kG0, A)

A
By by t17
o 7 —C

where
2
k(¢ t1, A) i= 1t M)y (tr, A Z vi(t1, CA) —vi(t, 1, A)) + (w(te, G A) —w(ts, B, M),
i—1

fz tlyt A dt)\ / fl tlvt )\ fl(thC )\)

o =
(t17t7A) A / (t17t7 )‘) (t17<7A) A .
t A)=PV. — L dt" = dt t A).
w( 17C7 ) V/bQ t)‘—CA . t>‘—<>‘ —|—7ng( 17C7 )
Let [|willa,0 == supy, eparepo1) [wi(+,t1, A)la,- By Lemma 7.9 we have
lvi(te, - Mllvo < Croll filte, - A)llvo < Crollwillay,o0ll(- M)
”w(t17 K )‘)HM,O < Cl,()’g(tla % )‘)’M < 0170 (h’('v )‘)‘0”(7 )‘)’M + h’('v )‘)‘M) ’

for v = min(oy, 1), where the constants are uniform in ¢; € bQ. It follows from (6.45) and
Lemma 7.10 that given any 0 < v/ < v, one has

(6.46) IM(IPs)]lr 0 < Mo,

vi(t1,C,\) 1 = PV. dt* + Tifi(t1, ¢, N),
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for some My independent of A. Similarly we can show

(6.47) IMIPy) |0 < M,
for some M; independent of A. Combining (6.43), (6.46) and (6.47), we obtain
(6.48) IM(RelA (@) Do < M, 0<v <w,

where M depends only on v/, ||willay,0, [0 and [|7],0-
Next, we show \ — ‘./\/l <Re[l_’\(w:\/)+]) ‘ is a continuous map from [0, 1] to C°(b€2). For simplicity,

we omit the constant % in the operator M.
M (Re [PE@))*]) = M (Re [P2(w)e)*])|

Re[(lw)(tA)] g Re[(lw?)(t, A2)] 5,
P.v./bQ sl P.v./bQ pramernllaE

We parametrize bQ* by p*(s) and set ¢* = p*(sq). The above is bounded by

‘ - - Re[(lwF)(t, \1)] — Re[(lwF)(¢, A
i) (Relfu (6.0 - Reflus )¢ o)+ | [ Al B 6 M
(6.49) _ -
[ Rl )~ R G
b th2 — (A .
We can rewrite the above as
A1,\2 s) — A1,A2 s
w [{Rellw (¢, M) — Relfuw)(C M) | + '/m al (tA) _21 (s0) ds‘
(6.50)
_ - 1 1
+ /bQ {Re[(lw;’)(t, A2)] — Re[(le)(g,)\g)]} (t/\l o Tl v CAZ) a2 |
where
(6.51) FAA2(s) = Reflw?](s, A1) (™) (s) — Re[lw](s, ) (p™)'(s),

and we write Re[lw](s,A) := Re[l*(w))T](t) = Re[lMw3)T](p(s)).
We claim that:
(1) wi € CO(b2Y), that is,
(a) |wi (-, A)], is uniformly bounded in A.
(b) |w,—;—(', )\1) — ’w:;_(', >\2)|0 — 0, as |/\1 — )\2| — 0.
(2) For any 0 < v/ < v, we have |[FA22|,, — 0 as [A\; — Ag| — 0.
Assuming the above for now, the expression (6.50) is then bounded by

M2 Tt At ds M e dt
T |02 Re[lw] ] ot Crol 72y /bQ E— + Crolltwy[lyo|T™ = T2y /bQ It — C[1—¥
which converges to 0 uniformly in ¢ as |A\; — Az| — 0.
We now verify the claims. In view of (6.51) and our assumptions on I and p*, to prove (2) it
suffices to show that |w |, — 0.

By Proposition 2.3, it suffices to verify claim (1). By (6.41) we have
wy (G A) = PG A) + Po(C ) + P3(C, A) + Pa(CN).
By assumption Pj, P, € C*0(bQ"), and
(6.52) [P0 < lvllwos  [1P2lluo < vl
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Applying Lemma 7.10 to the expression (6.44) for P, we have for any 0 < v/ < v,

(6.53) 1P5 (s Al o < CorCrpll]l 0,
where the constants are independent of A. In the same way we have
(6.54) 1Pallar0 < CarCrolliv[lo0

for any 0 < aj, < a,. Putting together (6.52), (6.53) and (6.54), we obtain |[w |[,/0 < A, C1olllv|l0
for any 0 < v/ < v < 1. This proves claim (1).
Next we show the continuity of w;r in the C%-norm.

(6.55) [w (¢, A1) — wi (¢, A)] Z 1P(C M) — Pi(¢, M)l -

In view of (6.41), we have |P;(¢, A1) — P;((, A2)| < C’|l((,/\1) (C A1) = U, A2)y ( ,A2)], for i = 1,2,
which converges to 0 as [A; — Ag| — 0, since 1,y € C*0(bQ2*). By expression (6.44) for P3, we have

|P5(C, A1) — P3(C, A\o)] < Z / ltzl iz‘i\l (ewi(C7t,)\1 _ ikt ) )
(l/}/)(t’/\ ) wi (¢t A2) i (t,t, A2
‘/ 2 -0 (6] — et (7
+/Q PYEOY C)q {(I)(E A1) = (IN)(C, )\1)}( 1) (s) ds
- / e o CAZ {IM)(t 22) = (19)(C, M)} (™) (s) ds.

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

(6.56) 121:2 / ()5, ) — () s, 2} S = fff(t’t’m s,
o 3 [ w0 g

(6.58) ;2 /b () (s, 4g) (e (602) — gt (th Tt f@2> ar,
(6.59) /b ) F Amg? - f:lw © g,

(6.60) |12 - e ) (m e 02) it

where we set

F2(Q) = e (G0 — eenlGhA2) - A2 (¢) = (1yp) (¢, M) = (190) (G M)
As before we let [|wil|a,,0 = supPxeo1)ep0 [wi(+:t, A)lay,- Then expression (6.56) is bounded by

1 —2
Cro(Sir 2 willoy )62 (1) o / P

ds, op=——,
which converges to 0 as [A\; — A\a] — 0 by assumption. Also expression (6.58) is bounded by

[¢—t[i=ew p
1
) . Al _ T2 - -
01,0(27421,2”&‘}@”011)70)”‘—‘ r |1 /bQ |t _ <|1—ap dt,
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which converges to 0 as [A\; — A\a| — 0, and expression (6.60) is bounded by

1
Cl,O l’y ,0 PAl — PAQ 1/ —dt
” ”M ‘ ’ i~ |t . <|1—H

which converges to 0 as |[A\; — A2| — 0. Finally in order to show (6.57) and (6.59) converges to 0

A1,A2

it suffices to see that some Holder norms of F; and FA1A2 converge to 0. This follows from

Lemma 2.3 and the following facts:
ALA
(1) [F7 e, < Cllwi|ay,0:
(2) ]Fi)‘l’)‘2\0 — 0 as |\ — A2| — 0, by Lemma 5.4;
(3) T e C1Hm0(Q), 1M, 4> € CHO(bOM).

Hence we have shown that A — P3(-,\) is a continuous map from [0,1] to C°(bS2). Same can be
said for Py(-,\), 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 A —

‘./\/l)‘ <Re[l_’\(w§/)+])‘ is continuous from [0,1] to C%(b2). Combining this with (6.48), we have
shown that for any 0 < v/ < v, M <Re[l_>‘(w:\/)+]> € CVO(b). Next, we show that M (Re[lwp]) €
C"O(b2). We have

Re[iwp]
21 - ¢
{/ Re[lwr](t, )\ Re[ZwF](C,)\)
~or —¢A

dt?

M(Reflwr])(C, A) = ip.v.

dt* + miRe[lwr](C, /\)} .

By Lemma 7.9, we get
(6.61) IM(Re[lwr))llvo < Crolllwrllvo < Crollllluollwrlay,o0-
Using estimate (6.17) in (6.61) we get

(6.62) [M(Re[lwr))|lvo < C1oCpllllu0(Ei=1.2[lwillay,0) ASI[ZPH [E'(; Mo (-
€10,

On the other hand, as we have seen, in order to show that M (Re[lwr]) is continuous in A in the sup
norm, it is suffcient to show w;‘; € Co»9(bQM), which is given by Lemma 6.4. Thus we have proved
that M (Re[lwp]) € C*0(bQ*), and it satisfies estimate (6.62). Combining with estimates (6.48)
we obtain that for any 0 < v/ < v, |[M (-, A)|,s0 < Mi, where M is some positive constant
depending on v/, [|willay, 0, 11,0, 17]l,s.0, and supyepo,1y [F( Ml Le (o)

Step 5: Estimates for n’
We are now ready to show that n* € C*9(bQ"). Recall from (6.40) that n(-, \) satisfies the
reduced Fredholm integral equation:

k(C,t, A
(6.63) MmN =N+ [ By a = ot
where k = X_|k;, and the k;-s are given by (6.26), (6.32), (6.35) and (6.38).
Let w = wy(2, A) + wy(z, ) + wp(z,A) where wf?‘, w%‘ and wy are given by formulas (6.7) (6.8)
and (6.9) respectively. For (¢,\) € bQ x [0,1], we have w((,\) = I({, A\)y(C,A) + (¢, A)n(C, A).
Hence we have the relation: for (¢, \) € b2 x [0, 1]
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Now, for each fixed A we know by Proposition 3.9 that n* € C¥(bQ*), and we know that w,(-, \)
is the solution to the following Problem A:

87207)7‘(2) + AMN2)wy (2) + B’\(z)w,)z‘(z) =0 in Q;
(6.65) Re[(Q)wy (O] = v*(¢) = Re[Pw3](¢) — Re[Pwi](C)  on b0
In addition w%‘ satisfies conditions (6.12).

We now prove that n* € C*0(bQ*). First, we show that |n|o is bounded in A. Seeking contradic-
tion, suppose that for some sequence {\;} converging to Ao, such that N; := |n(-, A;)[o = oco. Let
(-, Aj) = Nijn(-,/\). Then |7(-,A)|o = 1. Dividing both sides of (6.63) by N;, we have

(6.66) (L + M)A Ay) = Ny M.
The corresponding wg(-, A;) is the solution to the following boundary value problem:

>\. .
dzwy’ (2) + A(z, \j)ws(z, Aj) + B(z, \j)wi(z,A;) =0 in €

(6.67)  Rell(C, 3)wy(¢, M) = Ni {76 Ay) = Rellwy) (G, ) — Rellwg] (G, A)} on b,
and in addition w%j satisfies the conditions: for r =1,..., Ny and s =1,..., Ny,

(6.68) wi(z, Aj) = {ar( i)+ ibr(Ng) = wy (2, Aj) — wr(zr, Aj)}

(6.69) wyr (25, \j) = j@;{l(zsaAj)(V(Zsij)-%ics(Aj))-—1U¢(2§7Aj)-—?UF(ZéaAj)}-

By Lemma 7.5 and our earlier estimate for k, we have for any 0 < v/ < v, [N7(-, Aj)] is
uniformly bounded in A. By Arzela-Ascoli theorem, and passing to subsequences if necessary,
N7(-, Aj) converges to some function in the C7(bQ2) norm, for any 0 < 7 < v. It follows from
equation (6.66) that 7(-, A;) converges to some function 7 in C7(b£2).

Let

2wz, \j) :/ {Gl(z,t,/\j)l(t M)A Y — Gz, t, AL AL A )dm},
b2

wi(2) = %/ G (2,1, Ao)l(t, Ao)ii(t) i — 2i/ Ga(2, 1, o)l(E, Ao)i(t) dio.
b2 ™ Joo

From (6.66) we have (¢, \j) = —N7((, \;) + Nij./\/lfyo. By Lemma 7.5, we have for any 0 < v/ < v
and some constants C' independent of A,

~ N 1
(670) ‘7](7 )\j)‘u’ < CV’CI,OW('v )‘j)’0 + FHM’YO”V’ =C

Let {{z}N°,, {2}, } be a normally distributed set in Q. Then it is easy to see that wy(2r, i)
converges to w% (zr), since for z, € Q, the kernels G; and G2 are uniformly bounded in absolute

value by a constant.
On the other hand, for 2z, € b2, we apply the jump formula (7.6) to get

Wt (2, ) = 11(2 NA() +PV2—m/ G2, NIt ML N di

Go(2h,t, M) t,\) dt?.
g RCA VPV IRY
In the same way as we did earlier for w,y , together with (6.70), one can prove that

w2, \) = (W) H ()] — 0, s=1,..., N
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as [Aj —Ag| = 0. In fact same proof shows that |wg(-, A;) —w%o(')\co@) — 0. Gathering the results
and letting |\; — Ao| — 0 in (6.67), (6.68) and (6.69), we see that wy is the solution to

{8511),7(2) + AN (2)wg(2) + B (2)wz(z) =0 in QM

Re[Po (Q)uwy(¢)] = 0 on b,
satisfying the conditions
w (z,) = 0, (w%O)Jr(z;) =0, r=1,..,N;, s=1,..,Ns.
By Proposition 3.8, we have w%o =0 in Q. By (6.64), we have
wn(t, )\]) + ww(t, )\]) + ’wF(t, )\]) = l(t, )\j)’y(t, )\]) + il(t, )\j)T](t, )\j), t € bA.
Dividing on both sides by N; we get
1 1 1 N
wﬁ(t, )\j) + —w«,(t, /\]) + —wp(t, /\]) = —I(t, )\j)y(t, /\]) +al(t, )\j)?](t, /\j), t € bQ2.
N;j N;j N;j
Letting |A; — Xo| — 0, the left-hand side converges uniformly to w%o = 0. Hence the right-hand
side converges uniformly to 0. Since |I(¢, ;)| is bounded below by a positive constant uniform in ¢
and A, and 7(¢, \;) converges uniformly to 7, we conclude that 7 = 0.
On the other hand we have |7|o = lim;j_, |7(:, A\j)|o = 1, which is a contradiction. This shows
that [1(-, \)|o is bounded in A. It then follows by (6.63), which can be written as n* = —N2n* +
M43, and Lemma 7.10 that for any 0 < v/ < v,

1nllr.0 = N7l 0 + [Mrollvo < CorCrollnlloo-

Next we show 7(:, A) is continuous in A in the C?(bQ2)-norm. Suppose this is not the case, then
there exists some A\g and a sequence \; — Xg, such that |n(-,A;) —n(:,Xo)lo > € > 0. Since we
have shown that |n(-, )|, is bounded for any 0 < v/ < v, passing to a subsequence if necessary, we
have that 7(-, \;) converges to some 7* in the C*'(bQ)-norm. As before we can show that w, (¢, o)
converges to wy, (¢) uniformly on b§2. Letting |A; — Ag| = 0 in (6.65) and (6.12), we see that w,,
is a solution to the following Problem A:

(6.71) {3?’“’77* (2) + A% (2)wy. (2) + BM(2)w,. (2) =0, in
| Re[i%0 (O, (Q)] = 7(¢ o) = Re[Po(ui? ()] = RelPo (O (Q)], om 2,

and in addition wy, satisfies the condition:

wm(z)\o) = a’T()‘O) + Zb?“()‘) - w'Y(ZTa)‘O) - wF(Zﬁ)‘O)? r= 17 "'7N1;

T

w;l (200) = 124, M) (v(25, M) + ies(Xo)) — wi (25, Ao) — wr(2h, Ao), 5= 1,..., Ny

On the other hand, we have assumed that (-, A¢) is also a solution to (6.71) satisfying the above
conditions. Hence by Proposition 3.8 we have wy (-, \g) = wy, (-). Now by (6.64), we have for ¢ € b2

(6.72) wn (€, Aa) = U(C, A0)V(C, Ao) + (S, Aa)n(Cs Ao) — wy(C, Ao) — wr (G, Ao);
By using the fact that |[*|,» (+/ > 0) is uniformly bounded in )\, we see by the same arguement

as before that wy (-, \;) converges uniformly to w,- on b2, as |A; — Ag| = 0. Passing the limit in
equation (6.73) we get

wn(C, Ao) = wy, (€) = 1(C, A0)V(C, Ao) + 4l(C; Ao) 1 (C) — wy (¢, Ao) — wr(C, Ao), € € bEL
Comparing this with equation (6.72), we get 7.({) = n(¢, o). But we also have [n*(-) —n(-, Ao)|o >
e > 0, which is impossible. Hence we conclude that n(-, \) is continuous in A in the C°(bQ2) norm,
and n* € C”"0(bQM) for any 0 < /' < v.




50
Now by the proof of Lemma 6.3 in Step 2 one can show that w,)‘i ec” /’O(bQA).

6.2. The C* estimate. In this section we prove part (i) of Theorem 6.1, namely we show that
the solution w* € C*~9(Q*) found in part (i) is in fact in the class C*"0(Q*).

First we make a reduction to the case F* = 0. Recall that A*, B* and F* are taken to be zero
outside Q. So we can write

670 wreh) = =2 [[ GNP ) = < [ [ Gae C NFTR a4,
By Lemma 6.4, wj\; € C9(C). Furthermore, wf‘; satisfies the equation
82—Awf‘;(z)‘) + AN M () + B)‘(z)‘)m =F\2), zeq.
Now let w7 be the solution to the following boundary value problem

{azjwi(zA) + AN wd(2Y) + BMMwd (22) = 0 z €
Re[Pwp](¢Y) = ¢ — RellPwp](¢Y) ¢ € b,
and in addition w) satisfies the conditions:
Wy (2r, A) = ar(A) + b (X) — wp (2, A)
wi (25, A) = Uzg, \)(V(25, A) + des(N)) — wr (24, A)

on the normally distributed set {{z,}"°,,{2/}*,}. Then any solution to the original boundary

value problem (6.1) satisfying condition (6.2) equal to wy +wp. Since wp € CY (M), it suffices to

consider the following boundary value problem for w):

{8zkw;\(2)‘)+A(z,)\)w A+ Bz, Nwdr () =0 zeQ;

(6.75) Re[Pwl](¢Y) = +(¢) Cebe,

where v* € C*0(bQ), for v = min(ay, 1).

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 €2 whose boundary consists of m + 1
connected component, we denote by b2y the outer boundary of €2, and we let 3 be the bounded
simply-connected domain interior to the contour b{25. We denote the boundary of the holes in the
interior of {19 by 082;, for 1 < j < m, and we let ; be the unbounded domain exterior to the
contour b§2;.

By (3.31), we can write the solution of problem (6.75) in the form

(6.76) wi(z,A) = wo(z,A) + -+ + wm (2, N), z €9,

where for 0 < j7 < m, we set

(6.77) wj(2,A) = 5— / G (2, t, Nw (£, A) dt> + Ga(z,, Nw. (£, X) dit>.

Fix jo with 0 < jo < m, we claim that for all j # jo, wj e cO(b Qjo)’ Assuming this for now,

then w?

% s a solution to the boundary value problem

), (2 2y A)Wj Z, 7,2— in Q)
(6.78) Oxwy () + Az, Nwj (%) + Bz, w) (22) = 0 in 25
Re[l(z, \wj, (z1)] = 755 (2,A)  on b

Jo’?

where ’y;»:) € C”’O(bQ;‘) with ;o (2, A) == v(2,A) = 22,45, Rell(z,\) )\)wj (zM)].
If jo = 0, the above problem reduces to the earlier case on bounded simply-connected domain.
For jo > 1, we need to invert the unbounded domain §2;,. We fix some point aj, in C\ Q;, such
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that dist(a;,, bQ ') > ¢ >0 for all \. By a substitution 2* = ¢(¢*) =
A€ [0,1],

> 1@ we have for each fixed
Dy (9(C)) = 0w (=) 05
= Do p AN w), (1) = DB (2w ().

Set @j, (¢, \) = w) (9(C)), A(GA) = (@) AN (™1 (¢N), B(G,A) = (Bar@) B H(¢Y), 1(¢,A) =
Pp(¢M)) and 7;(¢,A) = (@(CA)), where I'* € C1+#0(C) is the extension of I'*. Problem (6.78)
then becomes

Ocx (¢, A) + A(C Ny (€ ) + B NI ([N =0, in Dy
e UGN Tio(Q)] =Fjo(¢ A), on bDj,,

A XY s : A A -
where Dy (resp. bDj ) is the image of Q7 (resp. b2 ), under the map ¢

1:z’\l—>C)‘:Z%—|-a.
Now, {D’\} is a family of bounded simply-connected domains in the class C!T#?. Note that
since A%, B)‘ vanish outside Q* and in particular near infinity, we have A* = B* = 0 when A s
near aj,, and A(-,)), B(-, \) satisfy the same assumptions as A(-,A) and B(-,A). It is clear that
L3 »Yio € CVO(bDA)

We can now apply Theorem 4.7 to the family of bounded simply-connected domains D;‘O, and
we get wj, € C¥ ’O(D—?‘) for each 0 < jop < m. (Note that the conditions on the normally distributed

set are trivially satisfied since we already know from part (i) that w} € C¥~ O(Q)‘), and hence by
Proposition 7.12 one has wjo ecr O(Qj‘o).) Since w;»‘O (2*) = wj, (¢~ (2*)), we have w])-‘o € C”’O(Q_g\),
for each 0 < jo < m. In view of (6.76), we get w)} € C*2(QY).

It remains to prove for each jy and j # jg, we have w])-‘ ec” ’O(bQﬁ‘O). First we show that w]A- is
continuous in the CO(b$2;,)-norm. Let d, = dist(bQ;,bQ;,) and dt* = a(s, \)ds. By (6.77), we have
for z € b€Y;,,

[wj(z, A1) — w;(z, A2

<C) / 591226 2, ) e (8, A0)| Y+ (G, 1, 20) 19722 (w2 ()] s

1=1,2
2i:1,2‘ewi(z’t’>\l) _ ewi(zﬂf,)\z)‘ N
< Hw*Ho,o/ j ] dt
1 1
W@ Z7t7)\2) t)\l
+ [|ws] |00/ 0, ;‘ [th — Z)‘1| [th2 — zAz|
Z L ewl (2,8,A\2) N

/ Z|t)\2| _ Z)‘2| ‘ ’6 b Q(w*)(s)’ ds.

For z € b€);, and t € bQ;», we have |t* — 2*| is bounded below by some constant uniform in A. Hence
the first term in the above sum is bounded by

C1,0Cjl|wll0,0 Z sgg wi(+, 8, A1) —wi-, 1, A2)lco v, ) -
1=1,2

Similarly, the second term is bounded by C1 0Cj|wslo.0 (Zi=12]lwillo,0) T — T*2|1, and the third
term is bounded by

C1.0C; (Si=12|willoo) [6372 (wxa)|com)
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for [[wllo,0 = supiepn; refo,1 [w«(t M), llwillo,o = sup.epa;, teva,refo, lwilz, T, ).

By part (i), we have w) € C*~0(Q*) so in particular [w! —w2|g — 0 as [A\; — Ag| — 0. Together
with (5.4), we readily see that the above expressions converge to 0 as |[A\; — Ag| — 0. This shows
that for any j # jo, w;(-, A) is continuous in X in the C?(b§2;,)- norm.

Next, we show that |w;(-, )\)’Cu(ijO) is bounded uniformly in A. In fact we will show the bound-

edness of |w;(+, A)|cer (b, )- Recall that w3\ is given by (6.77):
1

(6.79) wi(z,\) = 9

/ Gzt Nwa (8, ) dE* + Gz, t, \yan (F, ) db,
bQ;

for z € Q;, where GG and Gg are given by

ewl (Z,t,)\) _|_ ewl (Zyth) ewl (Z,t,)\) — ewl (Z,t,)\)
b X ) G2(’Z7 t7 )‘) = )
th — 2z th — 22

Gl(Z, t7 A) =

and w; are given by formula (5.2). By the proof of Lemma 5.2, we can show that

sup |wi (-t N)la, < CLoC(p, Q) (JACN)|r) + BN @), 2<p<oo.

tebe;

Now for z € b2, and t € bQ2; where j # jo, |t* — 2*| is bounded below by a positive constant c;
uniform in A. Hence it follows by the above formula that |G;(-, A, A)|cer (50,) is bounded uniformly
int € bQj and A € [0,1]. Since we know that w)} € C*~°(Q*), in particular |w, (¢, )| is bounded
above uniformly in ¢ € b2 and A € [0,1]. (6.79) then implies that |w;(-,A)|[cv(ba,,) is bounded
uniformly in A. This proves the earlier claim and the proof is now complete.

6.3. Differentiability in space variable: The CF*+1t/0 estimate.
In this subsection we prove part (ii) of Theorem 6.1, namely the following:

Proposition 6.5. Let ) be a bounded domain in C such that bS2 has m + 1 connected components.
Let k be a non-negative integer and 0 < p < 1. Let T : Q@ — Q> be a CFT1H#0 embedding. For
each A, let w* be the unique solution to Problem (6.1) on Q* with index n > m — 1, satisfying
condition (6.2) on a normally distributed set {z},2.} in Q. Suppose AN B FA» € CFrr0(QN),
A e CFIFRO0N), and ay, by, cs € CO([0,1]). Then w* € CKTIFTHO(QN). Furthermore, there
exists some constant C' independent of A such that

No Nl
(6.80) [wtMloo < C <HFAHO,0 + M o + Y (arlo + [brlo) + !Cs\o> :
r=1 s=1

No Ny
[wMlks1pm0 < C (HFAHH;L,O + M 1m0 + Y (arlo + [brlo) + \Cs\o> :
r=1 s=1
Proof. As before we write A(z,)\) := A*2?), B(z,)) := BM2") and F(z,\) := F*(2*). Note for
fixed \, w* € Ck+1+“(ﬁ) by Proposition 3.9. By Proposition 2.3, it suffices to show that w(:,\)
is continuous in A in the C°(Q) norm and bounded uniformly in  in the C*+1+#(Q)-norm.
Like before we can make a reduction to the case F* = 0. Define wpx by formula (6.74). For the
reduction to work we need to show that wj\; € C’”H“’O(ﬁ). Now wj\; satisfies the equation:

(6.81) Oswpr + Awps + BMopx = F* - in QM

Since by assumption F? is at least Holder continuous, Lemma 6.4 shows that wps € le’o(ﬁ). It
then follows from (6.81) that a;w} € CHO(QY). For each fixed ), we apply Cauchy-Green formula
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to wj\; on O to get

ZUF(Z,)\) :TQA(OZ—A’LUF)\)—F%/Q mdt 5 z€Q)

where we write wg(z, \) = wpa(z?). Taking 0,» on both sides, we have

1 wp(t,\)

(682) aZAwFA (Z)\) = HQA (82—)\ka) + 2—71'2 /Q m th,
where Ilgx = 0. Tgr. Since wpx € 7 0(QY), the second term is in C=0(Q)). Now applying
Lemma 7.8 to 0zwpx € CHO(QN), we have Hor (Ozxwpa) € CHO(QN). Tt then follows from (6.82)
that O wpa(2) € CHO(Q). This shows that wpx € CHTHO(QN). We can iterate this argument by
using (6.81) and (6.82) so that eventually we get wps € CFF1H#0(QN). This proves the reduction.

The problem now is reduced to showing that if w?) solves (6.75), where 4 € CFH1T10(pQM), then
w) € CEHIFrO(QN). As in the proof of part (i), we reduce the problem to one on simply-connected
domain, and we use the same notation w; and b$’ as before.

—92 _

Note also that by the assumptions and the result of part (ii), w) € CPT’O(QA) for any 2 < p < oo.
Hence w) € C'=0(QY).

In view of formula (3.31) with F' = 0, we can write the solution of problem (6.75) in the form
wi(z,A) = wo(z,\) + -+ + wm(z A), z € Q, where we set

wj(2,A) = 57— / G (2, t, Nw (8, A) dt> + Ga(z,, Nw. (£, X) dit>.
Iy’

Fix jo with 0 < jg < m, we need to show that for all j # jo, we have wj € Ck+1+“’0(bQJA-O). The
rest of the argument follows the same as in part (ii).
That wg\ is continuous in the C%(b§2;,)-norm is proved in part (ii), so we only need to show that

lw; (-, )\)|Ck+1+,u(ij0) is bounded in . Recall that w? satisfies the equation:

j
azjw;‘(zA) + AA(Z)\)’LU])-\(ZA) + B)‘(z’\)w?-(zA) =0, e Qj‘

By part (i), we have w)} € C'0(Q*). In view of Proposition 7.12 and (6.77), w])-‘ € Cli’O(Q_ﬁ‘). Fix
an open set V; so that V; CC (Q;‘ NQ*) and dist(bQ?‘O, Vj) > d¢ for all A. Certainly w])-‘ satisfy the
same equation on V:

(6.83) 8510)-‘(7:) + A)‘(z)w’»\(z) + B)‘(z)w)-‘(z) =0, zeV].
Here A*, B* € CF+1#9(V;) € ¢#O(V;) and w € C179(V;), thus equation (6.83) implies that a—w €
CHO(T7).

Applying Cauchy-Green formula to Vj, we have for each fixed A,

W) =Ty O o [ P, e,

2mi Jyy, (—=z
Taking 9, on both sides we get
A
1 w;(C)
84 L (2) = 0. Ty. (0w _/ .
(6.84) d.wj(z) =0 Vj(awj)(z)—l—Zm, ij(C—Z) ¢, zeV

Now, for ¢ € bV and 2 € bQJO,
dent of A, so the second term above is bounded by C |w3\|(;0(bvj) for some C independent of A.
On the other hand by Lemma 7.8, 0.7y, (85’[0])-\”0“(73_) < C|8Ew§\|cu(vj)- Thus |8zw;‘|CM(VJ)

| — z| is bounded below by a positive constant indepen-

<|8 w '|Cu )+ |w |CO(V > , where C' is some constant independent of A\. Hence |’UJ])-\|CI+H(V],) is



54

uniformly bounded in A. By repeating the argument using (6.83) and (6.84), we can show that
|w;\|0k+1+#(vj) is uniformly bounded in A. Since I'* € Ck+1+10(QY) and bQ2;, C V, |w;\(z>\)|ck+l+p.(bﬂjo)
is bounded uniformly in A. This completes the proof of the claim and thus the theorem:.

6.4. Differentiability in parameter: the C**17/J estimate.

In this subsection we prove part (iii) of Theorem 6.1, namely the following:

Theorem 6.6. Let k,j,pu be as in Theorem 1.1. Let X be a bounded domain in C such that b2
has m + 1 connected component. Suppose T* : Q — Q> is a CFH1T1I embedding. For each ),
let w* be the unique solution to Problem (6.1) on Q* with index n > m — 1, satisfying condition

(6.2) on a normally distributed set {C), (C)*} in Q. Supposzél’\,B)‘,F)‘ e Chrmi(QX), 1M 4 e
CFHIFmI(ON), and ay, by, cs € CI([0,1]). Then w* € CFHH1I(QN). Furthermore, there exists some
constant C independent of A such that

No Ny
(6.85) [kt < C (HF)\Hk—i—u,j M o1 + 3 (arly +1be) + > |CS|j> :
r=1 s=1

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 w* € CFF1Tmi=1(QA)
for k> j>1.
Let U* = (I'")~! and v*(¢) = w* o T'*(¢). Then w? = v* 0 U*, WA (2*) = ¢. For fixed ), we have

ov 91

A A A, oY”
0wt = (TN + =

(DM = 1(Q) (90 + (v

0z
where we denote

_ 1 _
owA opA ovA
A A A A A

e e F — F , h = — F .
) ( —( <<>>) (€)= = 0(0)
Note that since U9 = I'Y = id, we have e = 0 and h° = 1 on Q. Thus for |A| small, |e*| < 1. Now
v is the solution to

{agvk_w(oacvk + ANOVNCO) + BMOWN(C) = FMN¢) in
Re[l3 (O)v*(¢)] =717 (¢) on bQ2,
where A}(¢) = (W) TTANTA(Q)), BN(C) = (W) 1BMI*(()), and

FNO) = (M)TIFATNG),  B(Q) = MIMC), Q) = TNO).

By assumption, e*, A}, B}, F* € Ck1i(QY), and 17,7 € CFHHRI(BOA). Subtracting equation
(6.86) by the same equation with A replaced by A\g and dividing the resulting difference by A — Ag
we get respectively on € and bS2

{8E(D)">‘OU) + 209 (DMop) 4 AN DMAoy 4 B DAy = F
Re[l° DX oy] = 45
where we used the notation DM f := (f* — f2) /(XA — Xg), and
(6.88) Fy .= DMo Ry — (DMoe)dent — (DM AN — (DM By ),
(6.89) 75 i= DMy — Re[(DMoly)o™).
In addition, DMy satisfies the condition

DMy((,) = DMa, +iDMb.,  r=1,... Ny;
DM0u(C) = DM UG (G ) +ies ()]}, s =1, N

(6.86)

(6.87)

(6.90)
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Consider the problem

(6.91) {8Eui+ e’\agu)‘ + AMu* + Bf‘u_A =F) in
Re[lfu?] = 2 on b2,

where

(6.92) F = (05F) — (0x2eM)0cv™ — (93 AY)0™ — (9r B0,

(6.93) 7 = (0 — Re[(0x)v*).

In addition, we require that u” satisfies the condition:
u (&) = al.(\) 4+ idbl.(\), r=1,...No;
uM(C) = A AUCLA) [V (LA +ies(W] s =1,... N1,

By assumption, dye®,9y\A, 0\B, 0\F) € Ck=1mi=1(QN), and 9)77, 953 € CEHri—1(pQN).
By the induction hypothesis, v* = w* o T* € CFH1+1I=1(QX), and there exists some constant C
independent of A\ such that

(6.94)

(6.95) oM lerrinsmt gy < € (IF ek + I lewrionmipan)) -

Thus in view of (6.92) and (6.93) we have F3 € CF~1+1i=1(Q}), and 73 € CF#i=1(6Q*). To solve
problem (6.91) we would like to make a change of coordinates 1* : ¢ Cf‘ so that

(6.96) 0zu™(C) + M) (¢) = FEHIZuR (€1),  ul(G) =u(©),

for some function f{. We seek ¢ in the form ¢} = ¢*(¢) = ¢ + ¢*(¢), where g° = 0. By (6.96) we
obtain the following equations for ¢*:

(6.97) 029 (Q) + €X(Q)0cg™ () + M) =0, [eMo <1,
(6.98) G =1+ 0:07(Q) + MO, <= N 7HQ).
By Theorem 6.4 in [2] , there exists a solution g* to the equation (6.97) in the class Ck+1+/ (Q’\)
Hence ¢ € CFHH1I(Q}). In the following we write D* = YA (Q*). From equation (6.98) we get
f e ck+mi(DX). Since ¢° = 0, by (6.98) we see that |f{| is nowhere vanishing on D* when X is
small. In view of (6.96) and (6.91) we then get
{3@U?+A§(C1A) L+ B3¢y = FR(¢l) in DA

Re[l5 (¢Mug ()] = 13 () on bD*,
where DX € CFH*mi| A} B} € CHHrI(DY), F) € ChIHmiL(DY), 1} € CHI(DY), 4 €
CF+1I (D). The functions are given by

(6.99) (A, B = [R@D] T (A@H @0 B@H @),
B = [RD] T B@H @),
(6.100) (A = [R@] T (RN @D @H @)

By (6.94), u? satisfies the estimate
WWNG)) = ap(A) + it (A), =1, No;
u{\(w)\(Cs = 8>\ {l Cs7 [7((57 ) + ZCS()‘)] } ) s = 17 o 7N1'
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By the induction hypothesis, u} € Ck+#i=1(DX). Then u*(¢) = ut oyp*(¢) € CHHI=1(Q), and u
is the solution to (6.91). Furthermore, in view of (6.95) there exists some constant C' independent
of A such that

(6.101) Moty < Clldlomtms—om)
< C (1B k-1 + 173 lewemi—s oy + 1@, b,0) s
< C (I s gmy + 17 ewsrons gy + las b, )
By the induction hypothesis applied for j = 0, v* satisfies
(6.102) [ lexssnoay < C (IFMlowenogam + 17 lermopay + l(asb)lico ) -

The induction and thus the theorem will be proved if we show that u*° is indeed the \ derivative
of v*. Define G* := DMy — 42, Then in view of (6.87) and (6.91), G* is the solution to the
problem

0:G* + MO G + A)°GM + B°GA = E* i ;
Re[l G = ¢ on bS2,

where EX(C) := F;"(¢) = F30(C), 6*(C) := 757°(¢) —73°(¢). In addition, by (6.90) and (6.94), G*
satisfies the conditions:

G)\(Cr) = (D)\)\Oar - 8)\ar) + i(DA’AObr - a)\br’)§
GA(G) = DM {U(¢ (G ) Fies ()]} = Dalamng {16 A) [1(GA) +ies(V)] } -
Since e}, A}, B, F), (f)~ € ¢k (Q) and k > j > 1, then 9xe?, OxA7}, O\By, O,\F} are in
CrO(Q)). Since v, 1* € CFHIH1I(bQY), then d\y, Ox* € CHH0(bQY). By Proposition 2.3, we see

that |07 (A1) — 97> (N2)|- converges to 0 as |[A; — Ag| — 0, for any 0 < 7 < 1+ . It follows from
(6.88), (6.89), (6.92) and (6.93) that

(6.103)

(6.104) |EXog — 0, |, — 0, as |\ —Xg| = 0.

As before we can do a change of coordinate 1) : ( — (; so that in the new coordinates, G7 (1) :=
G ((*)~1(¢y)) is the solution to the problem

0:GY + 42°GY + B°GY = B} in Qu;
Re[ly° G} = ¢} on bQy,

where 43°, By°,15° are defined in the same way as expressions (6.99) and (6.100) with A replaced
by Ag, and

BNG) = [Ro@] T BN @), Gens
A =[] @), Gem
In addition, if we set (. = ¢ (¢,.) and ¢/ = ¢*°(¢), then by (6.103) G satisfies
GG = {(DMVa, = Daay) +i(DM0b = Dab,) o (1),
GM(¢l) = DM {UCE I ) +ies(I} = Oalamag (U A) [7(CA) +ies (V)] } o (02) 71
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In view of estimate (6.80), the solution G7 satisfies

N/
‘G1‘O<C<ZG1\ @) +ZG)‘ (¢) +’¢1‘T‘HE1’0> 7> 0.

r=1 s=1
As A — )g, the right-hand side converges to 0. Hence |G?| co@y) — 0, and it follows that | Doy —
u’\0|00(§) = |G>‘|CO(§) = |Gi\|00(g_1) — 0. Finally (6.101) and (6.102) together imply (6.85), so the
proof is complete. O
7. APPENDIX

7.1. Estimates for the Cauchy-Green/ 0 operator. Let Q be a bounded domain in C. Recall
the operator Tq given by (2.1).

Proposition 7.1 ([7, Theorem 1.13]). Let 2 be a bounded domain. If f € LY(Q), then Taf belong
to LP(Q), for any 1 < p < 2 and for any bounded domain Q in C.

Proposition 7.2 ([7, Theorem 1.14]). If f € L'(2), then for any ¢ € C§(Q) (i.e. the class of
compactly supported smooth functions in §), one has the following

// Tfa—(‘DdA // fodA(z

In other words, the equation 0z(Tf) = f holds in the sense of distribution on SQ.

Proposition 7.3. Let Q be a bounded domain. Suppose f € LP(SQ), for 2 < p < oo. Then for
2,21, 22 € C the following estimates hold:

Tof ()| < CO)|flppy. 2 €C:

-2
ITaf(21) — Taf(22)] < C(p) ‘f‘LP(Q) |21 — 22|%, o= p_.

Proposition 7.4 ([7, p. 34]). Let Q C C be a bounded domain. Suppose dzw € L*(Q). Then
w — To(0zw) = ®(z), where ® is some holomorphic function in .

Proposition 7.5 ([7, Theorem 1.23]). Let 2 < p < co. Suppose f satisfies
M= [Pl aa) <
Then for z,z1, 29 € C, we have |Tpef(2)| < C(p)M and
|Tpe f(21) — Tbe f(22)| < C(p)M|z1 — 22|, ap = ——.

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) for2 < p <
oo. Let P, be the operator defined by formula (3.11):

(7.1) Pop(2) = Top(z) + 27" Tper (2),

where @y is given by the second formula in (3.11). Then P,y € C (D) for a, = 72, and
[ Prpley, < C(D)|f]Lrm)

Proposition 7.7. Let Q € C*1H1 where k is a non-negative integer, and 0 < p < 1. Let P, be
the operator given by formula (7.1). Then \Pngp\ckﬂﬂ( < C\(p\ckw(m)
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Proof. Let v1(¢) = ¢(1 /C)/(C(Q) and Tpeyr (2 ffc\m) 301_ A(C). We have
(7.2) Pop(2) = Tpp(2) + 22" Tpepr (2).

By Theorem 1.32 [7, p. 56], we have

(7.3) 0=Top(2) = p(2), 0:Tby(z) = Tpp(z),

and II is bounded linear operator mapping C*T#(D) to itself. It follows from (7.3) that Tp is
a bounded linear operator mapping C**#(D) to C**1*#(D). To estimate the second operator
Tpewi. We first extend ¢ to a function in the class C*+#(C), by extending ¢ to a function in
the class Cng”((C). ¢1 vanishes in some neighborhood of 0, and ;1 € LY(C). Write Tpep; =
T (2) — Tper(2). By [7, p. 63, Thm 1.34], Tep; € CFFIFR(C). Since Tpyp, € CFHIHH(D), we
obtain from the above equation that Thep; € C*+1+#(D). The proposition follows from (7.2). O

Proposition 7.8. Let k be a non-negative integer and 0 < S < 1. Let Q0 be a domain in C
with C*18 poundary, and let T : Q — Q> be a CFH1TP0 embedding. Let f» € CFHAO(QN).
Then O Torf> is in C’”Bvo(ﬁ), and there exists some constant C independent of A so that
102Tox s < ClfA ks

The proof follows similarly as in [7, p. 56-61].

7.2. Estimates for Cauchy type operators.

Lemma 7.9. Let Q be a family of bounded domains in C in the class CY0. That is there is a
family of embedding T* : Q — Q> such that T* € CY9(Q). For 0 < B8 < 1, let f» € CAO(bQ), and
let g be defined by

g(C, ) PV/ It CA / f“ gc A dt* + (wi) f(C,N).
Then g € CPO(bQY), and we have ||g||g0 < Crollflls.0-
Proof. Let (1,2 € bQ2. Then we have

Lf&A) = FGLAN) | [FEA) = F(G, M A
7.4 A) — A d
(T4) g N) — 9GN] < /|5 ot g
f(t7)‘)_f(C17)‘)_f( ) f(CQa ) A
+ /| e S TG~ F(G )

d A
(@n-7am) [ a%a

1 1 \
i /Iszzcs <f(t’ =l )\)) <1ﬁA - - C2A> -

The first term is bounded by C1 ol|l||5,06°. The second term is bounded by

I'*(26) — T*(0) ‘
IA(=20) = TA(0) |

Since I' € Cl’o(ﬁ), we have for positive constants c¢;,9 and C p,

26 '(26) — T'X(0)
C1,0 = C1,0 > B\ X\
20 = |TA(—20) — T'X(0)

< Crolllllpod” +

Crollfllg06°

log

20
25§C'10

‘ Cip
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Thus |log FI;A((%)_FA ©

TN (—26)-T%(0) is bounded uniformly in A. Finally the last term in (7.4) is bounded by

[th — ¢2)P A
QMNOW/ at,
PO Jgisas 1P = I — &3

Since |t — G| > [t — G| —[C1 — G| = |t — G| — colt — (1| = (1 — o) |t — (1], for some ¢y > 0, the above
expression is bounded by

QMNMW/

|s|>26

uA—@W”&AsqmvmWW/

|s|>2

) [s/772 ds < CY gl fllg.0 0.

Putting together the results we get [v(C1, ) — v(Ca, \)| < Croll Mol — Gff. O

Lemma 7.10. Let Q* be a family of bounded domains in C in the class C°. That is there is a
bounded domain Q of C* boundary, and a family of embedding T : Q — Q* such that T* € C19(Q).
Let N be the operator defined by

NF(CA) = /bQ ﬁ [W(C,t,A) —v(t, t, )] f(t,\) dtr.

Suppose v € CP(Q), for 0 < B < 1, and |v(-,t,\)|s is bounded by some constant Ag uniformly in A

and t € bQ). Then N maps the space C%0(bQ*) to the space Cﬁ”o(bQ)‘), for any 0 < 8/ < B3, and
(7.5) INfllgro < CaCroll flloo-

Proof. First we estimate the sup norm:

1
WM< CroAslf( Nleopa /bQ [ ci? dt < C10Aslf (s N)lcopa)s

where the constants are independent of .
Next, we estimate the difference of N'f at two points (1, € bQ. Let n((,t,\) = v({,t,\) —
v(t,t,\). Then |n(C,t,\)| < Ag|¢ — t|%. Writing § = |¢ — ¢’|, we have
/ |:n(Cl7t7 )‘) TL(CQ,t, )‘)
bQ

— £, ) dt?
a0 |@—HJ“ )

< A3l Nl | | et [ o
>~ y 0 - < 5 - . 5
g e r—trj<26 G — AP oo <os (G0 — AP
n((y,t, A n((lo,t, A
+ ‘f('a)‘)‘CO(bQ)/ C,t2)  nl6a,t3)

a—tz2s | 1 =t [ — 1

’Nf(<17)‘) _Nf(C27)‘)’ =

A

The first two integrals are bounded by C1,0A%[f (-, A)|cowa)l¢t — (2|?. The last integral is bounded

by
’n(Chta )‘) —TL(CQ,t, )‘)’ |: 1 1 :| } A
A — d
Arm%{ e et M e T g

|U(<l7t7A) B U(C27t7 )‘)| dt + CI,O/ |C1 - <2||C2 - t|6
C1—t)>26 |C1 — 1 —t]>25 G — t]|¢a — ¢

1
< Ciol¢ — G| (log |G — G| + 1) + CrolG — G g dt
ic1—t|>26 [C1 — ]

<Cip dt

< Clole = G
for any 0 < 8’ < 8. Combining the estimates we get (7.5). O
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Proposition 7.11. Let 0 < < 1 and k,l > 0 be integers. Let Q be a bounded domam n (C wzth
bQ € C'. For f € LY (bQY), define the Cauchy transform €f on C\ bQ by €f(z) 27” be s dC
Suppose f € CP(bY). Then f extends to a function €+ f € CP(Q). Moreover on b

1 _
Cf(2) = f(2) + 5= /b ) Tl 7 f ©ac.
(ii) Suppose bQ € C*H1HB and f € CHP(bQ) with k+1 > 1. Then €T f € CHP(Q).

The proof is standard and the reader may refer to [1].

Proposition 7.12. Let A,B € L,2(C). Let w(z) be the generalized Cauchy integral with density
p, defined by

2m/ G1(z,t)p(t) dt — Gy(z,t)p(t) dt,
where G and Go are the fundamental kernels of the class L,2(A, B,C). Suppose o(t) € CH(bQ2),

then w(z) € C¥ (), where v = min(ay, 1), ap = =t
; w; (2,t) _pw; (¢,t) wi(z,t) _  wol(z,
Proof. We write G1(z,t) = Bi1ale — ] — and Ga(z,t) = % By (3.24) and

(3.25) we have |ewi(t) — ewihh)| < C|z — t|* for i = 1,2 and |e*1(t) — ¢=2(5:)| < |z — t|*. Then
1 o(t) dt

w(Z):% o0 t—=z

Yi1 2[ewi(z,t) _ ewi(t,t)] ewi(zt) _ pwalzt)
’ t)dt — t)dt
+ [ - | 0

1 o(t) dt F(z,t) G(z,t) —=—
_ +A-————w@ﬁ+é-————www

211 90 t—=z Q ’t—Z‘l_al’ Q ’t—Z‘l_al’

where |F(z,t)| < Clz —t| and |G(z,t)] < Clz — t|, for any z € Q and t € Q. The result then
follows from Proposition 7.11. O

Proposition 7.13. Let L be an arc of the class C' and let 0 < B < 1. Define w to be the generalized
Cauchy integral with density <p € C8(L).

/Glzt t)dt — Go(z,t)p(t) dt, =z ¢ L.
2772

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:

(7.0 wH(Q) = 59(Q) +w(Q), W) = 39O +w(e), (€L,

where 1
wozggvaGmm>>ﬁ—Gm;>mw Cel

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). O

Proposition 7.14. Let Q be a domain in C with C' and compact boundary. Suppose A, B € LP(£2)
and A= B =0 in C\ Q. Define

2772/ G1(z,t,Q)p(t) dt — Ga(z,t, Q)p(t) dt,
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where p € CP(bQ) for 0 < B < 1, and G; are defined by (3.26). Then w satisfies the following
integral equation (in fact is the unique solution in C°(Q))

(7.7) w(z) + To(Aw + Bw) = ®(2),
where
(7.8) o(z) = L [ A

210 Joq t—2

Proof. We will follow some arguments in [7, p. 183-188]. By the well-known jump formula for
Cauchy integral, we have

P(C) =2T() —27(¢), ¢ ebf
In addition, ® € C#(Q). By (3.28), 0:Gi(2,(,Q) = 0if z € C\ Q and ¢ € . By (3.30),

(7.9) 0:Gi(C,2 Q) =0, fzeC\Q, Cen
wE) = 3= [ GIELD@ = 0T) O dt = Gale,t T 5D

By (7.9) and Cauchy’s theorem, [, G1(z,t, Q)@ (t)dt — Ga(z,t, Q)P ®—(t)dt = 0. Using this and
applying Green’s identity on the domain Q. ={( € Q:[( — z| > E} we obtain

w(z) = 2772/ G1(z,t, Q) ®T(t) dt — Go(z,t,Q)D(t) dt
~tm {2 [ (o:61c.) 200240 + % [[ 0zt T a0

e—0

+ lim {27?@ /t_Z: G1(z,t, Q)B(t) — Qo(z,t, Q) D(t) dt},

where we used that ® is holomorphic.
Taking the limit as ¢ — 0, and taking into account estimate (3.29), we have

(7.10) w(z / Ri(2,(, Q)@ / Ra(2,¢,9)P(C) dA(C),

where Ri(z,(,Q) = %8ZG1(7:,C,Q) and Ra(z,(,Q) = %8EG2(7:,C,Q).
We now show that expression (7.10) represents the unique solution to the integral equation:

(7.11) w(z) - %//Q A(Ow(%ff(ow(o dA(C) = B(z), zeQ.

By Vekua [7, p. 156], there exists a unique solution wg in the class L4(2), ¢ = 1%' Our goal is to

show that w defined by (7.10) is equal to wy.
Taking 0z on both sides we get L4 pw = 0 in Q. Write (7.11) as

(7.12) wy — Powy = &, Powy := —TQ(AU)O + B’w_()) = Tg(ag’wo).

By [7, p. 50] there exists an integer n so that P"wg is in the class C7 for some 7 > 0. Since
P(®) € o= 2(Q) (Proposition 7.6) and

wy = P"wy + P71 (®) + P"3(®) + - + D,

we have that wg € C°(Q). Since A, B € LP(f2), we have dzwy € LP({)). Hence by the remark in [7,
p.41] we have

1 wo(t) dt
1 — Powo = wo — Ta(Ozwp) = — | L0
(7.13) wo QWo = wo 0(0zwy) 5 /bQ P
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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
1 t)dt 1 t)dt
by L [ ehdt 1wl
211 b0 t— =z 211 bQ t— =z
It follows then by the jump formula for Cauchy integral that wy(¢) = ®1(¢) — ®~(¢), for ¢ € bN.
By Proposition 3.2, wy can be represented as

, z € Q.

wp(z) = % - G1(z,t, Qwo(t) dt — Go(z,t, Q)wo(t) dt
_ zi Gr(2 4, Q) (BF — D) (t) dt — Gz, £, Q)[BT — B I@) d = w(2). 0
™ Jo0

7.3. Theory of singular integral operators on curves.

In the following we let L be a piece-wise, non-intersecting C' curve on the plane.

Definition 7.15. We call an operator N a Fredholm operator if it takes the form Fep(ty) =
A(to)e(to) + N (9)(tg), where A is a function nowhere vanishing on L and A is a compact operator

on CO(L).
Definition 7.16. We call an operator defined by
K (to, t)p(t) dt

Kel(to) := Alto)p(to) + — PV e

to € L

a singular integral operator (with Cauchy type kemel).

The functions A and K are assumed to be Holder continuous in their respective arguments. We
can write Ky as

Kelto) = Altoyptio) + 22 pv. [ FOL 4 L [ ki yae,

where B(tg) = K(to,to) and k(to,t) = K(to.)e(®—Klto.o)e(to) ' The operator KO defined by

t—to

Bt t)dt
Klto) = Alto)ielto) + 22 p. [ £
T L t— t()
will be called the dominant part of the operator K.
We define the adjoint operator of IC by
K t t dt
K@) 0) = Alto)(to) - P [ EEIE

The dominant part of K’ is (K')(¢))(to) = A(to)v(to) — B(to PV. [, = w(t dt. For any two functions
¢ and ¢ which are Holder continuous on L, one has [ ( L lCcp Jdt = |, L 4,0 IC/T/J dt.

Lemma 7.17 (Composition of singular integral operators). Let Ky and Ko be the two singular
integral operators defined by

K;(t
(714) ’CJ(tO) = A 750 + _/ t07 t d , to€L, j=12.
— 1o
Then the composition or the product of K1 and Kqy is
K1Ka(to) = [A1(to)A2(to) + Bi(to)Ba(to)] ¢(to)

n i/ Ai(to) Ka(to, t) + Ki(to, 1) A2(?)
v L t—t(] ¢

1 K (to, t1)Ka(t1,1)
" (mi)? /L [/L (t1 —to)(t —t1) | (t)

(7.15)
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Proof. See formula (45.9) in [5, p. 119]. O

Denote the double integral in expression (7.15) by Fia(p). We claim that Fjo is a compact
integral operator. Indeed, we have

Ki(to, t1) Kot L
t to / 1 07t1 2 L )dtlz—[v(to,t)_v(tvt)]

(t, — to)(t — 1) t—to
where we set F'(t1,t,t9) = Ki1(to,t1)Ka(t1,t), and
F(ty,t,t0) F(ty,t,to) — F(to, t,t
v(to,t) = P.V. LAGHAD) / 1t to) = Flto,t, ) dty + (wi)F(to, t, to),
t1 —to t1 —to
F(ty,t,t F(ty,t,to) — F(t,t,t
v(t,t) :P.V./ Mdtl :/ (h,t,to) = F(t,, to) dty + (mi)F(t,t, to).
. t—t . t —t

Then the double integral becomes [, ﬁ [v(to,t) — v(t,t)] @(t) dt. By the proof of Lemma 7.9, we
see that v is Holder 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 K1/K s by Ki12(p). Then Ki9 is a singular integral
operator, and we can write it as

Kinglty) = AP 2B py [0 o
N / (A1 (to) K (to, £) + K1 (to, £) As(1)] - [i1<t0>K2<to, to) + Kalto, to) A2(to)] ) oy
j -

The second integral above is clearly a compact integral operator. Then in view of (7.15) K1y will
be a Fredholm operator if one has

(7.16) 0 = Ay(to)Ba(to) + A2(to)Bi(to), to € L.

Definition 7.18. Let Ky be a singular integral operator defined on C#(L), for some 0 < 3 < 1,
and let Ky be another singular integral operator such that the composition K1/Co is a Fredholm
operator. Then we call K1 a reducing integral operator of Ks.

Given an operator o with the corresponding As and B, one can choose another operator Iy
whose corresponding A; and By satisfy condition (7.16). In particular one can choose Ky to be the
dominant part of the adjoint of Ky, since in this case A;(tg) = Aa(to) and Bi(tg) = —Ba(to).

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 S*, and satisfying the following boundary condition:

Re(z7"w) =~(z), n>0, onS

where we assume v € CP(SY), for 0 < 8 < 1. Then w = 2"Svy + Eilo cpz® for z € D, where Sv is
the Schwarz integral

1 t+ zdt

1) =5z | A0 T

e D.
211 i

Proof. Since w is holomorphic, one can write w(z) =Y 02 k2’ Then 2 "w(z) = S 00 cpzh ™ =
21 : :
D jmn ¥+ D272 entj2’ . Thus on S1, one has

[ee) -1 —1
e(z cnij?’) = Re(z "w) — Re( Z cnsj?’) = v(2) — Re( Z Cntj?’)
§=0
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It is easy to see that Z;‘io cn+jzj is holomorphic in D, and in addition by the assumption the series

is continuous up to S'. Hence it can be represented as the Schwarz integral of the real part of its
boundary value:

chﬂz =S(y S(Re Z cnﬂC z € D.

j=-n

Multiplying both sides by 2" we get

00 -1
(7.17) ch+jz"+j =2"S(v)(z) — 2"S(Re Z cn+iC¢?)(2), z€D.
=0 j=-n
For ¢ € S', one has 2Re ZJ——n CntiC0 = -_Zl_n CntiC0 + zj_zl_n e ¢ = J_:l_n CntiC0 +
> i1 Cn—j¢7. Let
(7.18) ©(z) = S(Re Z cnti¢?)(2), zeD,
j=-n

in other words, ¢ is the holomorphic function in D whose boundary value has real part equal
to Re (Zj_l_n cnﬂ@) . Then we claim that ¢ takes the form X _ Oakzk Indeed, since p(z) is

holomorphic in D, it has power series expansion ¢ = 72 apz®, with

L / @ — L / % Z]_:l_n Cn+jtj dt + % E?:l T—jtj
[t|=r

2mi gy R 2mi th+1

For k > n, we have ap = 0, so the claim holds. Substituting (7.18) into (7.17) we obtain

ap =

dt, k>0.

o) -1
Z 2" = 2"S(7)(2) — 2"S(Re Z cntjC?)(2), z€D
=0

j=—n

n 2n
=2"S(y)(z) — 2" Z apz® = 2"S(y)(z) — Z a2
k=0 k=n

Finally, w(2) = 7= ¢+ > ien Ci#? implies w(z) = 2"S(7)(2) + 27, ¢, 2F, for some ¢, O

Proposition 7.20. Let Q) be a bounded domain in C, and 0 < 8 < 1. Suppose {f,} is a sequence
of functions in CP(Q) satisfying |fn|05(§) < C and |fulrr) — 0. Then |fn|(;0(§) — 0.

Proof. Suppose |f|00(§) > 1. Then there exists zo € 2 such that f(zg) > e1. Since |f(x)— f(xo)| <

1

|flalz — 2o|®, we have |f(z) — f(zo)] < & whenever |z — 2o| < § = <2\€f1|5)6‘ Let B(xo,9)

be the ball of radius § centered at x, then for all x € B(xo,?), \ ()] > %. Consequently
_2 p+2

|flzr@) = fB(xo,é) |f(x)|da > Fm6* = Cﬁmﬁﬁ e,” , where Cs = 72~ 5. Note that if xo happen

to be on the boundary bf2, then the above estimates hold with an extra constant.
_B_ _ B
Given g9, we set e1 = Cj|f|5 =47 go ", where O = Cy *"*. Then by above we see that whenever

|f|L1(e) < €0, we have ’f’CO(Q < 51 By taking g9 — O we get the conclusion. O

Lemma 7.21. Let T* : Q — Q) be a C'TH0 embedding, where 0 < u < 1. For t,ty € b, let
t :=TA(t) and t}) :=T*(ty). Define K (t,tg, ) := Or arg(t) — t1).
0
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(i) We have |K (t,tg, \)| < Cippuolto — t|*~1.

(ii) For any to,t1,te € b2 with |[t; — to| > 2|t1 — ta|, we have

t1 — 2
K(t1,to, \) — K (ta, to, \)| < C ==
|K (t1,t0, ) — K (t2, to, A 10

Proof. (i) We parametrize bS) by p(s) such that ds is the arc-length element agreeing with the

standard orientation of bQ2. Then p*(s) = I'* o p gives a parametrization of bQ*. Let t = p(s) and

to = p(s0). Then t* = p*(s) and t} = p*(so), and we can write K as K (t,tg, \) = Or arg(t) —t) =
0

|95 arg[p*(so) — p(s)]| - Denote by v*(so) the outer unit normal vector to bQ* at tj) = p*(so). Then

we have
o PM(s0) - (0 (s0) = p(5))
(7.19) Os, arg[p”(so) — p"(s)] = ‘/3)‘(30) — p)‘(S)P

Since v (s0) - (p*(s0) — p*(5)) = v*(s0) - [7'(pY)(r) — (p*)(s0) dr and p* € C'*#0, the above
expression is bounded by Ci4,0ls0 — s|*™#. Since I'* € C#0, we have c;olso — s| < |p*(s0) —
p(s)| < Crolso — s|. Hence from (7.19) we obtain |K(t,tg,\)| < C’Hu,o% < Cigpolso —
sl < Oy olto — P
(i) Using formula (7.19) we have
K (1,10, A) = K (ta, to, A)| = |9, arglp™(s0) — p*(s1)] — Dy, arg[p*(s0) — PA(Sz)]‘

v (s0) - (p*(s0) = p*(s1))  v(s0) - (p*(s0) — p*(s2)

[p*(s0) — p*(s1) 2 [p*(s0) — p*(s2) 2
The above expression is bounded by the sum K7 + Ko, where
1
Ky = 7 [ 0) - 102 (s2) = 0]

| (s0) — p*(51)

K = [ s0) - [ (50) - ! !

32)]‘ ‘W(So) PP 10N (s0) — P (s2) 2]

We estimate each K;. For K; we have

1 -
Ky = v (s0) / () (r) = () (s0) dr
Ip7(s0) — p(s1)]? 51
1 |s1 — s2 t1 — 2
<c — 8o = Crypom———= < Clior——r
R PR |51 — 52| P R U TN

where we used [t; — tg| > 2|t; — to|. For Kg, we have
‘ [P (s2)|* = |p*(s0) = p*(51)[?]
’P (s0) —p (31)’2\0 (s0) — p*(s2)[2
) ‘ 102 (s1) — p*(s2)| (Ip*(50) — p*(s2)| + [0 (s0) — p*(51)])
1P (s0) — PA(81)|2|PA(80) —pr(s2)l? ’

Ky = ‘VA(SO) [0 (s0

< v (s0) - [P (s0) —
where the constant C is uniform in \. Since

P60 [ o0) = 2| = o) [ V0D = (0 o)

52

< Clippls0 — s2|7,

1 1 :
‘80—81|2|50—82‘ + |50_31H30—52‘2> . Slnce |t1—t0| 2 2|t1 —t2|,
we have |t2—t0| > |t1—t0|—|t1—t2| > %|t1—t0|, and |t2—t0| < |7f1—7f0|—|—|t1 —I—t2| < %|t1—t0|. Then
_oq|1+m _
cols1—so| < [s2—so| < Cf|s1—so|. Consequently, Ky < C’{+u’0|sl—32|% = C’{ﬂw%.

Combining the bounds for K7 and K5 we get the desired estimate.

we have K2 S Cl+u,0|80—82|1+”|81 —82| (
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