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Preface

This volume contains a collection of eight survey articles and five research papers,
most of which were presented at the international workshop on Complex Analysis and
Its Applications held at Walchand College of Engineering, Sangli, India, during June
11-15, 2012. The topics of the articles include geometric function theory, planar
harmonic mappings, and entire and meromorphic functions. The main aim of the
workshop was to present the new developments and techniques in different branches
of complex analysis, and the articles in this volume reflect that aim.

We hope that this volume will contribute to the research being done on complex
analysis and will motivate the young generation of mathematicians to continue the
research in these areas.

We thank the organizers of the workshop, the speakers, and the authors of the
articles for their efforts. The workshop was supported by Walchand College of Engi-
neering, Sangli, through the Technical Education Quality Improvement Programme
(TEQIP) grant, and National Board for Higher Mathematics (NBHM), Mumbai. We
are grateful to these organizations for their generous support. We would also like
to thank Springer for kindly publishing this volume, and especially we appreciate
Shamim Ahmad and his team at New Delhi for their friendly and efficient coopera-
tion throughout this project. Finally, Professor Santosh Joshi would like to thank his
wife Dr. Sayali Joshi for her help and support at each stage of this project.
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Chapter 1

Boundary Behavior of Univalent Harmonic
Mappings

A Survey of Recent Boundary Behavior Results
of Univalent Harmonic Mappings

Daoud Bshouty and Abdallah Lyzzaik

1.1 Introduction

A harmonic mapping f of a complex region G is a complex-valued function that
satisfies Laplace’s equation

Af = fur+ fry =0
This function can be written as
f@ =ulx,y)+ivix,y), z=x+iy,
where u and v are real-valued harmonic functions, and as

f@) = h() +g@), (1.1)

where & and g are analytic functions, called respectively the analytic and coanalytic
parts of f, are single-valued if G is simply-connected and possibly multiple-valued
if G is otherwise. In either case, the second complex dilatation a = g’/ I’ is defined
which is either a meromorphic function or identical to infinity in G. It is known that
la] < 11in G if, and only if, f is open and sense-preserving, and |a| > 1 in G if, and
only if, f is open and sense-reversing.

Throughout this chapter, we denote by C, D, and T the complex plane, the open
unit disc, and the unit circle, respectively. We may identify for a given function f*
of T a value f*(e'?) by f*(0) forany 6 € [ — m, 7[.

D. Bshouty (<)
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2 D. Bshouty and A. Lyzzaik

Harmonic mappings of D may be constructed as follows. For a Lebesgue
integrable function f* of T, the function

T

f@=Pif1= 5 [ Poo-0f @ dp z=re’ D, (2)
-7

where P(r,t) is the Poisson kernel of D, is a harmonic mapping of D whose
unrestricted limit at every continuity point ¢/® of f* is *(6y). The Rado—Kneser—
Choquet theorem [11, pp. 29-30] asserts that if |f*| =1 and arg f*(¢’?) is a
monotone increasing function of @ with Ayp arg f*(e’’) < 2, then f is a uni-
valent sense-preserving harmonic mapping of D) onto the interior of the convex hull
of f*(T).

Sense-preserving harmonic mappings of ID also arise as solutions of linear elliptic
partial differential equations of the form

@ =a@f(2); zeD, (1.3)

where a is an analytic function from D into itself; a is indeed the dilatation of f.

Univalent harmonic mappings may also be introduced through minimal surfaces.
Let S = (u,v,s), s = G(u,v), be a nonparametric surface that spreads over a simply
connected domain £2 # C. Then S is a minimal surface if, and only if, there exists
a univalent harmonic mapping f = u + iv from the unit disc D onto 2 such that
) =—ffr=a fzz. Note that f is uniquely expressed in the form (1.1) where
h and g, with g(0) = 0, are analytic functions of D. Without loss of generality, we
may assume that f is sense-preserving, or else we consider f(z). It follows that the
dilatation @ = f/f. = g’/ h’ is a square of an analytic function of ID that satisfies
la] < 1 on ID. The function is known as the Weierstrass parameter of the minimal
surface and the Gauss map of S is given by the normal vector

_(23a,2%/a,1 — |a))
o 1+ |al '

N

The study of nonparametric minimal surfaces over €2 with a given Gauss map leads to
the problem of finding univalent harmonic maps from ID onto 2 which are solutions
of (1.3).

For the special case where |a| < k < 1in D, it is classical that the existence part
of the Riemann mapping theorem (RMT) of (1.3) holds; namely, for a given bounded
simply connected domain €2 and a fixed wy € §2, there is a univalent solution f of
(1.3) that satisfies f(0) = wy and f,(0) > 0 and maps D) onto £2. In addition, if <2 is
a Jordan domain, then f extends to a homeomorphism from D onto £2. However, in
the case where ||a(z)||oc = 1 the following theorem holds ([18], Theorems 4.2 and
4.3).

Theorem 1 Let Q be a bounded simply connected domain whose boundary 052 is
locally connected. Suppose that a(D) C D and wy is a fixed point of §2. Then there
exists a univalent solution f of (1.3) having the following properties:

@) f(0) =wo, £.(0) > 0and f(D) C £2.
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(b) There is a countable set E C 9 such that the unrestricted limits f*(e'’) =
lim,_, i« f(2) exist on 0D\ E and belong to 952.
(c) The functions

fie") =ess im f*(e”) and fi(e") = ess 1im+ F*(e)
s—>1— s>t

exist on 0D, belong to 952, and are equal on dD\ E.
(d) The cluster set of f at €' € E is the straight line segment joining f*(e'") to
fre.
The mapping f is termed a generalized Riemann mapping (GRM) from D onto 2. 1t
is immediate that the boundary function f* is continuous at every pointin 0D\ E and
has a jump discontinuity at every point in £E. We will use the term jump to describe
the behavior of f* at every point of E.

Note that f* is continuous on (f*)~'(V) on every concave part V C 352. Thus,
the study of the continuity of f* is of interest on convex intervals V C T and where
|a| tends to 1 on (£*)~!'(V) almost everywhere.

The cluster set of f on an interval / C 9D induces a boundary positively directed
arc in df (ID); this arc is denoted, with abuse of notation, by f*(I).

It is of interest to note that the uniqueness of the RMT is still an open question.
Nonetheless, by a consequence of a paper by Gergen and Dressel [16] (see also
[15]), the question was shown to be true by Bshouty, Hengartner, and Hossian [6] for
symmetric domains with symmetric dilatations. Moreover, it was noted by Kiihnau
that it also holds true for starlike domains.

On the other hand, it is interesting to know that the uniqueness of GRMs has been
established recently for strictly starlike domains €2 with respect to some interior point
[7, 4]; that is, every ray through the point meets 92 at one point only. Obviously,
every convex domain is strictly starlike relative to any interior point.

The purpose of this chapter is to study the interplay between the behavior of the
boundary function f* of a harmonic mapping f of form (1.1) on one hand and the
boundary function of the dilatation and the analytic and coanalytic parts of f on the
other.

The chapter is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we address the results relating
univalent harmonic mappings of the unit disc and Hardy spaces. In Sects. 3 and 4, we
present the boundary behavior results of global and local nature of univalent harmonic
mappings respectively. In Sect. 5, we introduce four open questions regarding the
subject of this chapter.

1.2 Univalent Harmonic Mappings and Hardy Spaces

The purpose of this section is to establish a relationship between univalent harmonic
mappings and H?” spaces.

Let Sy denote the class of all univalent, sense-preserving, harmonic mappings f
of D normalized by
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fO0)=0 and f.(0)=1.

Then the analytic and coanalytic parts of f are respectively (z) = z+) o, a,z"
and g(z) = Zsozl b,7". Clunie and Sheil-Small [10] proved that Sy is normal with
respect to the topology of uniform convergence on compact subsets of . Set

A = sup |ay|. (1.4)
SH

An analytic function k of D is called Bloch if

sup (1 — 21|k (2)| < oo.
zeD

Using the Koebe transform of f and the compactness of Sy in the topology of almost
uniform convergence, Abu Muhanna and Lyzzaik [1] proved the following result:

Theorem 2 Let f = h(z) + g(z) € Sy. Then logh' is a Bloch function, that is,

h'(2)

2A+2
<

(z = re'), (1.5)

1—r
where A is as defined in (1.4). Moreover; if « > 0, then

lim (1 —r) K (%) =0
r—1-

for almost all 6.
As a consequence of this result, Abu Muhanna and Lyzzaik [1] concluded that the
boundary functions of %, g, and f exist almost everywhere:

Theorem 3 Let f = h(z) + g(z) € Sy. Then the integrals

1 1 I
/ \h' (ré'®)\dr, [ lg’ (reig) |dr, and / | fr (re’p) |dr
0 0 0
converge for almost all 8, and the boundary function
f(eie) = lim f (reie)
r—>1-

exists almost everywhere.
More generally, Abu Muhanna and Lyzzaik [1] established that &, g, and f belong
to Hardy spaces.

Theorem 4 Let f = h(z) + g(z) € Sy. Then h,g € H? and f € h” for every
p,0<p<RA+ 2)72, where A is as defined in (1.4).

This result was subsequently improved by Nowak [24] by showing that &, g € H?
and f € h” forevery p,0 < p < A72.
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Let Ky and Cy denote the subclasses of Sy of univalent convex and close-to-
convex harmonic mappings, respectively. It has been shown by Clunie and Sheil-
Small [10] thatif f = h(z)+g(z) € Ky, then h is close-to-convex and |g(z)| < |h(z)]
for z € D\ {0}. Using these facts, Nowak [24] showed the following:

Theorem 5 Let f = h(z) + g(z) € Sy.

(@ If fe Ky,thenh,g € HP and f € h? for every p,0 < p < 1/2.
(b) If f € Cy,thenh,g € H? and f € h? for every p,0 < p < 1/3.

1.3 Boundary Behavior in the Large Versus Dilatation

The purpose of this section is to present the results that affirm the interplay between
the global boundary behavior of a univalent harmonic mapping of D and its dilatation.

The next result characterizes every univalent harmonic mapping whose dilatation
is a finite Blaschke product and which is a GRM onto a bounded convex domain.

Theorem 6 Let Q2 be a bounded convex domain. Then a univalent harmonic map-
ping f of D is a GRM onto Q2 whose dilatation is a finite Blaschke product of order
n, n=12,---,if, and only if, f* is a step function given by f*(e'') = c; € 352,
tiog <t <tp,l < j=<n+2 t,4y =ty+2r and [c1,c2,- -+ ,Cpy2,C1] is a
positively-directed convex (n + 2)-gon. In this case, f(ID) is the inner domain of the
convex polygon whose vertices are the points c;.

The “if” part of this result is due to Sheil-Small [26] and “only if” part is due to
Hengartner and Schober [17].

The next theorem of Laugesen [21] demonstrates the global nature of the re-
lationship between the boundary values of a univalent harmonic mapping and its
dilatation.

Theorem 7 Let f = P[f*], where f*(0)is a Lebesgue integral function on [0, 27 [
be a sense-preserving harmonic mapping of D whose dilatation is a. Assume that
f*(0) has bounded variation on a subinterval I of [0,2m].

(a) For almost every 0 € I, we have
df*©)
do

(b) Suppose that for almost all 0 € I whenever df*(0)/d6 # 0, f(D) lies strictly to
the left of the directed tangent line through f*(0) in the direction of df*(6)/d0,
then for almost all 6 € I we have

=0= lae?| = 1. (1.6)

af©) _
do

la@) =1= 0. (1.7)

The proof of this theorem involves showing that, under the given assumptions the
nontangential limits of 4’ and g’ exist and are finite for almost all ¢’ € I. Note also
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that the proof of (b) depends on a formula for the Jacobian on the boundary which
may be found in Martio [23, p. 6].

The hypothesis in (b) holds at once if f(ID) is a bounded convex region. Note that
in this case, df*(6)/d0 cannot be absolutely continuous on / or else it is identically
zero and consequently constant there; see Bshouty and Hengartner [3]. Duren and
Khavinson [12] have presented a geometric proof of a version of (1.7) where they
require C'-smoothness of £*(6) to get a result for all @ instead of the same result for
almost all 6.

Laugesen [21] also showed that part (a) of the theorem holds under other assump-
tions which allow us to examine dilatations of sense-preserving harmonic mappings
that do not admit Poisson integral representations.

Theorem 8 Suppose that f is a sense-preserving harmonic mapping of D that
extends continuously to D U [ for a subinterval I of T and that f*(6) has bounded
variation on I, then Theorem 7 (a) holds.

This chapter uses Blaschke products and, more generally, inner functions. Let
{¢.} be an infinite sequence of points in D with the first m terms, say &1, &2, - - - 5 &
assume the value zero. Then the Blaschke product associated with the values {¢,} is
defined as the infinite product

[Enl &n —2
C” 1 _Enz.

00
B(Z) — eiazm 1_[

n=m+1

(1.8)

It is well known that B belongs to the class 3 of analytic functions on D bounded
by one there if, and only if, Y _ (1 — |£,|) converges.

An inner function is a function 4 € B for which the radial limits exist and have
modulus 1 almost everywhere. A striking relationship between Blaschke products
and inner functions is the following result of Frostman [14].

Theorem 9 If h is an inner function, then for all k € D but possibly a set of zero
capacity the function
h(z) — k
h(z2) = —————
1 —kh(z)

is a Blaschke product.

Laugesen [21] raised a problem to study the boundary behavior of a GRM f
from ID onto a bounded convex domain 2 whose dilatation a is an inner function.
This problem becomes more relevant knowing that such a mapping is unique [4].
By using Theorem 9, it was concluded by the authors [8, p. 264] that the study of
this problem can be reduced to the case where the dilatation a of f is a Blaschke
product. Another conclusion on the same page answers in the negative a problem of
Laugesen [21] which was motivated by Theorem 5 of his paper; Laugesen’s problem
may be formulated here as follows: “Must the boundary function f* of a GRM f
from D onto a bounded convex domain have a jump if the dilatation of f is an infinite
Blaschke product?”
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Laugesen [21] used Theorem 7 to characterize inner dilatations at once as follows.

Theorem 10 Let f = P[f*], where f*(0) is a function of bounded variation in a
neighborhood of almost every 6 € [0, 27|, be a sense-preserving harmonic mapping
of D whose dilatation is a. Then

df*
1;9( ) =0 a.e. = a isinner.
Moreover, if f(D) is convex, then
. df(9)
=0.
a isinner = 70

The next result of Laugesen [21] illustrates the previous theorem and provides a
sufficient condition on the boundary values of a univalent harmonic mapping of D
for its dilatation to be a Blaschke product.

Theorem 11 Let E C T be a closed and countable set, and let f = P[f*], where
f*(0) is afunction of bounded variation on [0, 27 [ that is constant on each connected
component of T \ E and jumps at every point of E, is a sense-preserving harmonic
mapping of D whose dilatation is a. Then a is a Blaschke product whose radial limit
at every 0 exists and has modulus 1.

Moreover, if E is infinite, f is univalent, and f (D) is convex, then a must be an
infinite Blaschke product.

The relationship between the dilatation and the boundary value function of a
univalent harmonic function of D seen above in Theorems 7, 8, and 10 was further
enhanced by Bshouty and Hengartner [3] for bounded univalent harmonic mappings
of D for which the dilatation extends analytically across a subinterval of T on which it
attains modulus 1. Using Theorem 2 and Helly’s selection theorem, they established
the following:

Theorem 12 Let a be an analytic function of D that admits an analytic extension
across an open interval I = {e'' 1y <t <8}, y <8 < y + 2w, such that |a| = 1
on 1. Let f be a bounded sense-preserving harmonic mapping of D whose dilatation
is a and which is univalent on a one-sided open neighborhood V of I defined by

V:{zzrem:ro<r<1 and y <6 < §}

for some positive ry. Then for almost all €'’ € I, we have

%
£ (") — a(e’®) f*(ei?) + / f*(ei") da(ei') = const. (1.9)

Moreover, if f is a univalent harmonic mapping of D onto a Jordan domain, then a
variant of (1.9), where f*(e'%) is substituted by any cluster point of f at e'®, holds.

Note that this theorem generalizes an earlier result of Lyzzaik [22] which relates
the behavior of a harmonic mapping of a Jordan arc [ and its dilatation « in the case
when |a| = 1on 1.
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Remark 1 Theorem 12 also holds if the univalence of f in V is replaced by the
condition that f* is of bounded variation on / since, as mentioned earlier, the former
condition yields that the nontangential limits of 4" and g’ exist and are finite for
almost all ¢’ € 1.

Remark 2 Equation (1.9) can be expressed in the differential form
df*?) — a(e®)df*(e®) =0, f*—ae. inl (1.10)
or equivalently by
3 {\/Mdf*(em)] —0, f*—ae inl. (1.11)
Hence, unless df*(eie) = 0, we have
argdf* (') = —% arga(e’’) mod 7. (1.12)

Bshouty and Hengartner [3] deduced from Theorem 12 the following two
corollaries:

Corollary 1 Under the assumptions of Theorem 12, for each e’ € I, there is a
branch of «/a such that

(a) esslim, .3 [ Va(elf* ") - f*(eil_)]] exists for all ¢ € I.
(b) esslim;—o3 { JaeLf*(e ) — f*(eit)]/h} = 0 exists for almost all

el e I.

If, in addition, f is a univalent harmonic mapping from D onto a Jordan domain
£2, then either f* is continuous or has a jump at e'’.

Corollary 2 Let f be a univalent harmonic mapping from D onto a Jordan domain
Q2 whose dilatation a is given as in Theorem 12, and let el el

(@) If f* has a jump at e’ (which can happen only if £*(I) contains a line segment),
then

%o it+ ko it— 1 it
arg [f* (") — f*(")] = —zarga(e ) mod 7. (1.13)

(b) If f* is continuous at €', then

lim 3 {a@L £ — £*e")1/h} =0, (1.14)
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(c) If f* is not constant on any interval [t, t 4 §] for some § > 0, then the right limit

WR(I) = hl_i)rg+ arg [f*(ei(l+]1)) _ f*(eit—)] (115)
= —% arga(e’) mod 7 (1.16)

exists. Analogously, If f* is not constant on any interval [t —§, t] for some § > 0,
then the left limit

Yu(6) = lim arg [f(e") — £ (L17)
= —%arga(e”) mod 7 (1.18)

exists.

In particular, Corollary 2 states that at every point of the arc f(7), except possibly its
endpoints, there exist right and left tangent lines which consequently yield interior
and exterior angles.

Definition 1 Let 2 be a simply connected domain of C. We say that a point @ of
the boundary 052 of 2 is a point of concavity (with respect to €2) if there is a line
segment L containing w as an interior point such that L \ {w} is in £2. Also, we say
that w is point of convexity (with respect to €2) if there is a line segment L containing
o as an interior point such that L \ {w} lies in the exterior of £2.

With a as in Theorem 3.7, since a(e'’) is a strictly increasing function on /,
Bshouty and Hengartner [3], see also [28], concluded at once:

Corollary 3 Let a and f be as in Theorem 3.7. Then there is no open nonempty
subinterval I, of I on which all f*(e') are points of convexity. In particular, there is
no univalent sense-preserving harmonic mapping of D which maps I onto a strictly
convex domain. On the other hand, if f*(I) contains a straight line segment J, then
f* connects the endpoints of J through a number of jumps.

Remark 3 Corollary 3 need not hold if the analyticity of a on I is replaced by the

condition that |a(e’’)| = 1 almost everywhere on I; Laugesen [21] gave examples

of univalent harmonic mappings from DD onto itself with inner function dilatations.
As a consequence of Theorem 12 and Corollary 3, we have:

Corollary 4 Let f be a GRM from the unit disk D onto a bounded convex domain
Q whose dilatation a admits an analytic extension across an open interval I = {e' :
y <t<$é8l,y <8 <y+2m,suchthat |a|l = 1 on I. Then the following hold:

(@) f* has ajump at ¢! € I if, and only if, arg{/a(e’®)df*(¢!?)} =0 mod .
(b) If f has no jumpsin I, then f* is constant on I.

The question of the behavior of a univalent harmonic mapping of ID whose boundary
function is constant on a subinterval I of T was tackled by Abu Muhanna and Lyzzaik
[1, Theorem 3] and subsequently more generally by Bshouty and Hengartner [3].
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Before stating the related results, there is a need to examine the “preimage” of
each point in the image boundary of the mapping. let us note that the boundary
function of a sense-preserving harmonic mapping may have jumps in as much as
intervals of constancy or else continuity points. The “preimage” of a boundary point
could be a point or a segment. The following definition describes what is meant by
“preimage” of a boundary point.

Definition 2 Let f be a univalent sense-preserving harmonic mapping of D onto a
Jordan domain €2 and let ¢ € 9052.

(a) If_q does not belong to a jump of f*, then define y(g) and 8(¢) by (f*)"!(q) =
{e" 1 y(q) =1 = 8(q)}, where y(q) < 8(q) < y(q) + 27. _

(b) If ¢ is an interior point of a jump of f*,i.e. ¢ = Af*(e'/) 4+ (1 — 1) f*(' ),
0 < A < 1, then define y(q) = 8(q) = t.

(c) If g is the endpoint f*(¢“~)) of a jump, then define y(g) as in (a) and put
8(g) =t.

(d) If g is the endpoint f*(e'“P) of a jump, then put y(g) = ¢ and define 5(¢) as in
(a).

Note that the cluster set C(f*, e'”@) contains points other than g if a jump occurs

at ¢!”@ and likewise for C(f*, e*@).
The following result is due to Bshouty and Hengartner [3].

Theorem 13 Let f be a univalent sense-preserving harmonic mapping of D onto
a Jordan domain Q2 whose dilatation a admits an analytic extension across an open
interval I = {e'" 1 y1 <t <81}, y1 < 81 < y1 +2m, such that |a| = 1 on I,. Let
q be an interior point of f*(11) and let y(q) and 5(q) be as in Definition 2. Finally,
let a(q) be the opening angle at q as seen from the inside of §2. Then the following
holds:

1. If a(q) = 0, then y(q) = §(gq). For 0 < a(q) < m, then y(q) < 8(q) and

% [arg a(e”?) —arg a(e" )] = a(q). (1.19)

2. If a(q) = m, then either y(q) = 8(q) or y(q) < 8(q) and (1.19) holds. Both
cases are possible.
3. If t < a(qg) < 27, then y(q) < §(q) and either (1.19) holds or

%[arg a(@® Py — arg a(e'” )] = a(q) — n. (1.20)

Both cases are possible.
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1.4 Boundary Behavior in the Small Versus Dilatation

The purpose of this section is to study the local behavior of the boundary function f*
of a univalent harmonic mappings f of D versus its dilatations a; that is, the behavior
of the boundary function at individual points of T. Here, three kinds of results are
addressed: The first describes the behavior of f* in deleted neighborhoods of points
in T; the second and third consider those results involving the differentiability and
continuity of f* at points in T.

The first result in this section is due to Bshouty, Lyzzaik, and Weitsman [8] and
provides a sufficient condition for f* to be nonconstant on any right or left interval
of the point ¢'%; i.e., on any interval of form {e/' : 6y <t < y}or{e : y <t < 6}
respectively.

Theorem 14 Let f be a GRM from D onto a Jordan domain 2 with rectifiable
boundary, and let the dilatation a of f be a Blaschke product of form (1.8). Fix
e'% ¢ oD. If

oo

L=l

then f* is nonconstant on any right or left interval of e'%.

The main idea behind the proof of this theorem is that (1.21) holds if, and only if,
A arg{/a(z)} = oo on any right or left interval I of ¢'%; A; arg{./a(z)} denote the
net variation over the circular arc I of a continuous single-valued branch of arg \/a.

In the same direction, Bshouty, Lyzzaik, and Weitsman [8] established the
following result.

Theorem 15 Let f be a GRM from the unit disk D onto a Jordan domain Q2 with
rectifiable boundary whose dilatation a is a Blaschke product of form (1.8). Let there
be a left (right) interval I of ¢'® across which a continues analytically with |a| = 1
onl.

(a) A sufficient condition for f* to be nonconstant on any left (right) interval of ¢'®
is one of the following:

(i) for every left (right) interval K C I of ¢'® Ay arg{s/a(2)} = oo

(ii) There exists a subsequence {&,} of {¢,} converging to ¢'% such that

Z 1+ Z |619(> _|$’£:| =% (1.22)

arg &, <t arg £, >60
=18l
Yoy EL
arg £, >6p arg &, <6

(b) If Q is a bounded convex domain, then each of the above sufficient conditions is
also necessary for f* to be nonconstant on any left (right) interval of ¢'%.
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As a result of this theorem, the following three corollaries hold [8]:

Corollary 5 Let f be a GRM from the unit disk D onto a bounded convex domain
Q whose dilatation a is a Blaschke product of form (1.8) such that there exists a
left (right) interval I of 6y across which a continues analytically with |a| = 1 on I.
Then a necessary and sufficient condition for f* to be nonconstant on any left (right)
interval of €' is that one of the following two conditions holds:

(i) Ajarg{y/a(z)} = o0;

(ii) there exists a subsequence {£,} of {¢,} converging to '® such that (1.22) holds.

The following corollary follows at once from Theorem 15(b) and shows that the
“nonconstancy” result of Theorem 14 is sharp.

Corollary 6 Let f be a GRM from the unit disk D onto a bounded convex domain 2
whose dilatation a is a Blaschke product of form (1.8), wherem = 0,y {e‘ie" &n } >0
(3{e"¢,} < 0) for all n, and

o]

> A=l _ (1.23)

n=1 |ei90 - §n|

Then f* is constant on some left (right) interval of .

The third corollary examines the stability of a function f given in Theorem 15
upon the addition of finitely many zeros to its dilatation a. Indeed, it asserts that f
is stable if a satisfies (1.21) and unstable otherwise.

Corollary 7 Let a be a Blaschke product whose zeros {¢,},°| accumulate at e,
and let A be the Blaschke product whose zeros are those of a and an additional value
Co. Let f and F be the GRMs of the unit disk onto a bounded convex domain 2

whose dilatations are a and A respectively.

(a) If f* is nonconstant on any left or right interval of '®, then so is F*.
(b) If f* is constant on some left (right) interval I of €', then for a suitable choice
of ¢o the function F admits a jump in 1.

Next, we address the recent boundary behavior results of a univalent harmonic map-
ping f of D that relate the differentiability of the boundary function at a given point
with the behavior of the dilatation a near the point.

A requisite for these results is the following result due to Fatou [27, pp. 132-135].

Theorem 16 Let u* be an integrable real-valued function of T and let u = P[u*].
Then
(i) If (du*/dB)(e'™) exists and is finite, then the angular limit
ou du* , .
1' _ - ifo
Jim 5@ = g (")

is uniform in any Stolz angle with vertex at ' .
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(i) If (du*/dO)(e®) = +o0, then

ou .
lim —(re'®) = +c0.
r—1- 89( )

If, in addition, u* is monotone increasing in a neighborhood of 6y, then the
angular limit

lim 2“2) = +oo
1 —_— =
z—)emo 89 <

is uniform in any Stolz angle with vertex at e'®.

(iil) If (du*/d6)(e'?) is continuous on an arc 0 € [a, Blanda < a1 < Bi < B, then

lim 20y = L2 i)
im —(z) = —(e
e 90 T de

uniformly for 6 € [ay, B1] as z — € from D.

Evidently, in (i) —oo may replace 400, and (i) and (iii) hold true for integrable
complex-valued functions f* of T.

By virtue of this theorem and an extension of a theorem of Heinz [19] due to Kalaj
[20, Theorem 2.5], Bshouty, Lyzzaik, and Weitsman [9] obtained the following result:

Theorem 17 Let f be the GRM from the unit disc D onto a bounded convex domain
with boundary function f* and dilatation a, and let (df*/d0)(e!®) = 0. Then the
angular limit of |a| at % is 1; in particular, a has at most a finite number of zeros
in any Stolz angle with vertex ¢'%.

As a special case of this this theorem we have:

Corollary 8 Let f of form (1.1) be the GRM from the unit disc D onto a bounded
convex domain with boundary function f* and dilatation a. If (df*/d6)(e®) = 0
and the angular limit lim_, ,io, arg a(z) = o, then the angular limits

1
lim argh'(z) = —6y — Ea (mod )

z—el%
and 1
lim argg’(z) = —6y + —a (mod )
z—¢'% 2
hold.

The next result [9] deals with the case where (df*/d0)(e!®) is nonzero and finite.

Corollary 9 Let f* be an integrable complex-valued function of T and let f =
P[ f*]be the harmonic mapping of D of form (1.1) and whose dilatation is a. Suppose
that (df*/d&)(eieo) = a # 0,00 and the angular limit lim,_, e, h'(z) = B exists.
Then B # 0 and the angular limit lim,_, ,iey a(z) exists.

7€

In the special case of GRM’s onto convex domains, we have the interesting result

[9]:



14 D. Bshouty and A. Lyzzaik

Theorem 18 Let f be the GRM from the unit disc D onto a bounded convex domain
with boundary function * and dilatation a, and let (df*/d6)(e'®) = a # 0. If |«
is sufficiently small, then a has at most a finite number of zeros in any Stolz angle
with vertex e'%.

In the remaining part of this section, we consider the recent boundary behavior
results of a univalent harmonic mapping f of D that relate the continuity of the
boundary function at a given point with the dilatation a near the point.

We begin by a fact obtained in the proof of Theorem 5 in Laugesen [21] regarding
harmonic mappings f of D of form (1.3) where f*(¢’) is a function of bounded
variation of [0, 27z[. If £* has a jump at e!®, then the angular limit of the dilatation
a at ¢'% satisfies

In particular, this limit has magnitude 1. In [8], this observation was formulated as
follows:

Theorem 19 Let f be a GRM from the unit disk D onto a Jordan domain Q2 with
rectifiable boundary, let the dilatation a of f be a Blaschke product of form (1.8),
and let ¢'% € 9. Then the following holds:

Iflim,_, - a(re'®) does not exist, or if otherwise
lim a (re'®) £, |l =1, (1.24)
r—1-

then f* is continuous at €%

In the next result, Bshouty, Lyzzaik, and Weitsman [9] gave a characterization of

the continuity and the jump of a GRM at a boundary point in terms of the behavior
of h and g.

Theorem 20 Let f of form (1.1) be a GRM from D onto a bounded Jordan domain
with a rectifiable boundary, and let a and f* be dilatation and boundary function of
f respectively. Then lim,_,1- (1 — r)h'(re'®) = c and lim,_,- (1 — r)g'(re'®) = d
exist, are finite, and satisfy ce'® = dei%; moreover; either limit is zero if. and only
if. f* is continuous at e'®.

We conclude at once that f* is continuous at ¢!% if f satisfies in particular the
condition that either one of the cluster sets of ', or g/, at e’ t jg away from infinity.

Another consequence of Theorem 20 [9] is the following result:

Corollary 10 Under the assumptions of Theorem 20, suppose that there exists a
sequence {z,} of complex numbers in D that satisfies the following properties:

(@) lim,_, o0 2n = €% for some 6y € R;

(b) limn%oo |Zn — Zn—1 |/|1 - ZnZn71)| = 0;
(¢) lim, o g'(z,) = « exists and is finite.
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Then f* is continuous at % .

Note that |z, — z,—1]/|1 — z4z,—1)| is the pseudo hyperbolic distance between z,,
and z,,_1.

A special case of this corollary is when the values z,, are zeros of g’ which are the
same as the zeros of a; see [9].

Theorem 21 Let f of form (1.1) be a GRM from D onto a bounded Jordan domain
with a rectifiable boundary, and let a and f* be dilatation and boundary function
of f respectively. If {z,} is a sequence of complex numbers satisfying (a) and (b) of
Corollary 10, and a(z,) = 0 foralln = 1,2,--- , then f* is continuous at el

In the next result [9] which uses Corollaries 3, 4, and 5, we illustrate the sig-
nificance of Theorem 20 by showing the surprising fact that the set of zeros of the
dilatation of the GRM f from D onto D need not determine the behavior of the
boundary function f*.

Theorem 22 Suppose the following:
(a) The numbers ¢, €D, n=1,2,..., suchthatJ (e’i(’"g‘,l) > 0 and

— =g
(b) The Blaschke subproducts
o0
|§n| th — 2
By(2) = —.
N nl;[\’ é‘n 1- é‘nZ

(c) The GRMs f, y,where L € T, fromD onto D, with f, y(0) = 0, whose dilatation
is A BN .

Then for sufficiently large N, there exist two distinct values A such that the boundary
function f}y of fin has ajump discontinuity at &'® for one value and is continuous
at €' for the other value.

The condition “J(e~'%¢,) > 0” may be replaced by the condition “J(e~%¢,) <
0”; in this case the desired GRM has form %, where f is the desired GRM whose
Blaschke product is B(Z), with zeros g, satisfying 3 (¢/%¢,) > 0and ¢, — e~"%.In
view of this, either condition becomes unnecessary for the validity of Theorem 22
provided that the Blaschke products B jv are chosen as subproducts of B with a com-
mon set of zeros, say {,, }; namely a set that satisfies for all k either J (e”"’o Cn k) >0
or J(e~ ¢, ) < 0.

Next, we present a result of Bshouty, Lyzzaik, and Weitsman [9] that gives a
sufficient condition for the boundary function of a GRM f from D onto a bounded
convex domain €2 whose dilatation is an infinite Blaschke product to be continuous
at a given boundary point. This result is based on the following result of Protas [25]:
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Theorem 23 Let B be an infinite Blaschke product with zeros {¢,} and let ¢ = ¢!,
y > 1,and m > 0. Then (1.23) holds if, and only if,

1 —|B(z)?
/ —l @I |dz| < oo.
Iy

2
e 1 F
where I, ., = I is the “curve” in D defined by I'(0) = (1 — m|0|)e for
0 < 18] < min{m,m~1/7}.

Theorem 24 Let f of form (1.1) be a GRM from D onto a bounded convex domain
§2, whose dilatation is a Blaschke product a with zeros §,, n = 1,2, ... ,and whose
boundary function f*.If

N
Z|€i90_§ | = 00,
n=1 n
then f* is continuous at €',
Remark 4 Let ¢ = 7" B(z)s(z) be an inner function, where B is a Blaschke product
and s is a singular inner function associated with the measure o. Using Protas [25,
Theorem 2], an adaptation of the proof of Theorem 24 yields the following result
[9]:

Let f be the GRM from DD onto a bounded convex domain €2 associated with the
above-mentioned inner function ¢. If

(o]

Z 1 — 1l _i_/h 11— e ™do(t) = oo
n=1 |ei00 - €n| 0 ’
then f* is continuous at ',

In [8], the authors exhibited the following example of a GRM f from D onto
itself whose dilatation a is a Blaschke product having zeros that satisfy (1.23) for
6o = 0 such that the jumps of the boundary function f* are generally not entirely
dependent on the zeros of the dilatation. This is done by showing that upon merely
applying a rigid rotation to a, continuity of f* at a point may turn into a jump there.

Example 4.1 Consider the following:

(a) The infinite partition w > fy > t; > --- > /4, where limy_,  ty = 7/4;

(b) The open circular arcs J; = {e’ : m/2"" <t < 7w/2¥}, k=0,1,---;

(c) The function f* defined by f*(Jy) = e, k = 0,1,---, and the symmetry

property f*(e") = f*(e');
(d) The function f is Poisson integral of f*.

Then, by the Rado—Kneser-Choquet Theorem, f is a univalent harmonic mapping
of D into itself that satisfies f(0) = wy € R and f,(0) > 0. In view of (c) and (d),
the symmetry property f(z) = f(z) holds for f. Consequently, the dilatation a of f
is likewise symmetric and its zeros are symmetric about the real axis. Moreover, by
Theorem 10 [21], the dilatation a is an infinite Blaschke product having the property
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that for every 6, the radial limit lim,_, |- a(reie) exists and has modulus 1. Hence
there exists only finitely many zeros of a on every radius of the unit disc. Since f*
is constant on every arc Ji, a continues analytically across J; with |a| = 1 there.
Hence, the zeros of a accumulate in the set {e¥™/% : k = 0,1,---}. But f* is
constant on intervals left and right of every point v, = e*/% k # 0, which, by
Corollary 5, neither side of the diameter of D ending at v, contains a sequence of
zeros of a converging to v;. Hence, every vy is not an accumulation point of the zeros
of a and, consequently, the zeros of a accumulate only at 1.

Because lim,_, |- a(r) exists and has modulus 1 and a has the symmetry property,
we conclude that either a(z) = a1(z) or a(z) = a_;(z), where

o]

_ (=)@ — &)
D)= ",E (1= o)1 — g)°

Thus a,(1) = n. But since df*(1) = /2, Theorem B(a) yields

3 {\/Mdf*(l)} = 3 {nl/zﬁi} — +V29 92 = 0.

Hence n = —1. Finally, by Theorem 4.11,

1 — 2]
e

I‘l

‘We have thus exhibited a GRM from ID onto ID with dilatation a_;.

Next, let F' be the GRM from the open unit disc onto itself whose dilatation is a;
and satisfies F(0) = 0 and F,(0) > 0. It may be easily verified that F(z) is also a
GRM from the open unit disc onto itself whose dilatation is a;(z) = a;(z) and which
is normalized at the origin exactly like F. Then, by [4, Theorem 1], F' satisfies the
symmetry property F(Z) = F(z). Because infinitely many zeros of a lie on either
side of the real axis, by Theorem 15, F* is nonconstant on any left or right interval
of 1. Moreover, F* is continuous at 1 or else it has a jump of pure imaginary size
iC, where C > 0. Then, by invoking Theorem 12, we obtain

0="3 I\/a(l) dF*(l)] — 4+3{iC} = +C = 0.

Thus F* is continuous at 1.

1.5 Some Open Questions

We end the chapter with the following relevant open questions.

Question 1 (A. Weitsman) Is there a univalent harmonic self mapping f of D whose
dilatation a is an infinite Blaschke product?
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The answer to this question is yes if f(ID) is the inner region of an ellipse [8].

Laugesen [21, Theorem 3.6] gave a class of univalent harmonic mappings f of
D whose dilatations a are infinite Blaschke products. In particular, in the proof of
Theorem 11, it was shown that if E is a closed countable subset of D and if f is a
univalent harmonic mapping of D with jumps at each point of E and is constant on
each component of D \ E, then a is a Blaschke product. In the same paper above,
Laugesen asked if one could find conditions on univalent harmonic self mappings of
D that would yield Blaschke product dilatations. This question is unstable: for if f is
aunivalent harmonic self mapping f of D whose dilatation a is inner, then by a mere
affine transformation of the form f + « f for almost all values « in a neighborhood
of the origin the dilatation is a Blaschke product and the image is an elliptic domain
close to D. However, the following question is relevant.

Question 2 (R. S. Laugesen) Is there a univalent harmonic self mapping f of D
whose dilatation a is a singular inner function.

Question 3 (A. Lyzzaik, D. Bshouty, and A. Weitsman) Let f be the GRM from
D onto I with dilatation a, and let f*(e’’) denote the radial boundary values of f.
If (df*/dt)(e'?) exists, is it true that a has finitely many zeros in any Stolz angle at
e'??

For related results to this question see [7].

Questions 1, 2, and 3 appear in [5].

Itis known by Fatou’s theorem [13, p. 12] thatif f is abounded harmonic mapping
of D, then f has radial limits almost everywhere and the exceptional set can be any F;
set of measure zero. However, if f is univalent analytic function, then by Beurling’s
theorem [2] the exceptional set have capacity zero. In view of this, the following
question arises:

Question 4 1If f is a univalent harmonic mapping of D, then can the exceptional
set have positive capacity? Can it have positive Hausdorf dimension? Can it have
Hausdorf dimension 1?

The authors would like to thank the referee for carefully reading this chapter and
raising Question 4.
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Chapter 2
Harmonic Univalent Mappings and Minimal
Graphs

Zach Boyd and Michael Dorff

2.1 Introduction

In this chapter we will discuss some topics about planar harmonic mappings. These
functions can be thought of as a generalization of analytic maps, and so we will first
present a brief background of analytic univalent mappings. Then we will discuss
harmonic mappings with an emphasis on three topics: the shearing technique, inner
mapping radius, and convolutions. Finally, we will discuss the connection between
planar harmonic mappings and minimal surfaces.

2.1.1 Analytic Univalent Maps

Harmonic maps naturally generalize analytic functions by relaxing the requirement of
analyticity while still retaining some important features. We begin with an overview
of the relevant properties of analytic functions to make clear the analogy with har-
monic maps. In both cases, we focus entirely on functions which are univalent, or
one-to-one, although much interesting work has been done on multivalent functions
as well.

Definition 1.1 Let F : D C C — C. The function F(x,y) = u(x,y) + iv(x, y) is
analytic if:

e F is continuous;
e yand v are real harmonic in D; and
* u and v are harmonic conjugates (that is, u, = v, and uy, = —v,).
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In this context, a function u(x, y) : R? — Ris called real harmonic if u,, + Uy, = 0.
While analytic functions may map from any open, connected set in general, the
following theorem allows us to restrict attention to the unit disk in many cases.

Theorem 1.2 (Riemann Mapping Theorem) Let G # C be a simply-connected
domain with a € G. Then there exists a unique univalent, onto analytic function
F : G — D such that F(a) = 0 and F'(a) > 0.

Thus, if D is a simply-connected, proper subset of the complex plane, we may
replace the function f : D — C by the function f o ¢ : D — C, where the
existence of ¢ : D — D is guaranteed. Therefore, in the study of univalent (one-
to-one) analytic functions, we may restrict our attention to the following class of
functions.

Definition 1.3 The family of analytic, normalized, and univalent functions denoted
by S is

S ={F : D — C|F is analytic, univalent with F(0) = 0, F'(0) = 1}.

This family of functions is also known as schlicht functions. Note that F € S implies
F@)=z4+amz?+a3z2+---.The following are two essential examples that will be
used throughout the chapter.

Example 1.4 (The Analytic Right Half-Plane Mapping)

00
<

Fy(z) = 1_Z=Zz”=z+zz+z3+~--eS.
n=1

Example 1.5 (The Koebe Function)

Fi(2) =

00
m:an”=z+2zz+3z3+~~€S.
n=1

Observe that F;, maps to the entire complex plane minus a slit from —1/4 to co
(Fig. 2.1).
Some important properties of the family S include

e The uniqueness condition in the Riemann Mapping Theorem.
e (de Branges’ Theorem) For F € S, |a,| < n, for all n.

* (Koebe i-Theorem) If F € S, then F(D) contains the disk G = {w : |w| < }T}.

See [14] for more background in univalent analytic functions.
2.1.2 Harmonic Univalent Maps

Complex-valued harmonic functions are a generalization of the analytic functions in
which one of the requirements is relaxed.
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Fig. 2.1 The image of D T T T T T T

under Fy(z) = ﬁ es

Definition 1.6 Let f : D € C — C. The function f(x,y) = u(x,y) + iv(x, y) is
a (complex-valued) harmonic function if:

e f is continuous; and
* yand v are real harmonic in D.

This definition views harmonic functions as being composed of real and imaginary
parts. If D is simply-connected, we have a more useful characterization ([3]).

Theorem 1.7 If f = u + iv is harmonic in a simply-connected domain G, then
f = h + g, where h and g are analytic.

Note that f = h + g is equivalent to f = Re{h + g} + iIm{h — g}. Also, one
consequence of this theorem is that a harmonic function f is represented by a power
series of the form

fQ=h@+8RD =) ad" +) b?".
n=0 n=I

In particular, every harmonic function with domain D is just the sum of analytic
and coanalytic parts, represented by 4 and g, respectively. To see the geometric effect
of including g, we recall that an analytic map is called conformal if its derivative
never vanishes. The conformal property means that intersecting curves in the domain
are mapped to intersecting curves in the image, and the angle of intersection is
preserved. A harmonic map is the sum of two maps, one which preserves angles,
and another which reverses them. After some reflection, it should be clear that if
|h'(z0)| > |g(z0)l, then the map is sense-preserving at 7y, meaning that positive angles
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2| Hagg-12242

Fig. 2.2 The image of D under F),

remain positive, and negative angles remain negative under the map f. Equivalently,
we say that a function is sense-preserving if the left-hand side of a curve is mapped
to the left-hand side of its image. The following theorem formalizes this intuition.

Theorem 1.8 (Lewy [22]) f(z) = h(z) + g(z) is locally univalent and sense-
preserving if and only if |w(2)| = |g'(2)/ W' (2)| < 1, forall z € D.

The function w = g’/ h’ is known as the dilatation of f = h + 3.

Observe that in the harmonic case, terms involving 7 are permissible, but terms
involving zZ are not. Also, the graphics highlight the fact that the images of radial and
circular lines intersect at right angles in the conformal case, but not in the harmonic
case.

The boundary of f,(ID) in Fig. 2.3 consists of concave arcs and the boundary of
fr(D) in Fig. 2.5 gets mapped to just two points, w = —% and w = oo. These ex-
amples illustrate a difference between analytic and harmonic maps and an important
fact about the boundary behavior of certain harmonic functions.

Theorem 1.9 Let f = h + g be a sense-preserving harmonic map with dilatation
w=g'/l. If |lo(z)| = 1 for almost all 7 in an arc y of 9D, then the image of y
under f is either a concave arc or a stationary point.

Example 1.10 In the following pages, graphs of functions are usually the image of
the unit disk under the function in question. Also, many of these images have been
created by the online applet ComplexTool [9] (Figs. 2.2-2.5)

Example 1.11 The uniqueness part of the Riemann mapping theorem fails in the
harmonic case, since both maps, Fj, and f;,, send the disk to the same right half-plane.

Open Problem 1 What is the analogue of the Riemann mapping theorem for
harmonic mappings?

As afinal point in this section, we note that, in analogy to S, we define the classes
Sy and S as follows.
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Fig. 2.5 The image of D under fj,

* Analytic polynomial map: F,(z) =z — %Zz

* Harmonic polynomial map: f,(z) =z + %22

* Analytic right half-plane map: Fj,(z) = %

* Harmonic right half-plane map: f,(2) = Re(%) + ilm(7=57)
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Definition 1.12 Let Sy be the family of complex-valued harmonic, univalent
mappings that are normalized on the unit disk, that is,

Sy ={f :D — C| f is harmonic, univalent with
f0) =ao=0, f:(0) =a =1}.
Si =/ € Su | f0) = b, =0}.

Thus, S C S,?, C Sy. Other important classes include K, Ky, and K g, which are the
subclasses of S, Sy, and Sg containing only the convex functions, which are exactly
those whose image is a convex domain in C.

We now introduce some major unsolved problems in the field that have obvious
analogues in the theory of analytic functions. For years, the biggest problem in the
theory of univalent analytic functions was the Bieberbach Conjecture, now known
as DeBrange’s Theorem. Solving this problem allows us to know the sharp bounds
on growth and distortion of harmonic maps, among other things. In the nonanalytic
case, we have the following.

Conjecture 1 (Harmonic Bieberbach Conjecture) Let

fl@) = Zanz +Zb € sg.

n=0 n=1

Then

o gl < Lo+ D@0+ 1),
© |bul < (0 — D@20 — 1),
* lap| — |ball < n.

Currently, the best bound is that for all functions f € Sg, laz] < 49 ([15]). The
conjecture is that |ay| < %

Open Problem 2 Prove a bound on |a;| that is lower than 49.

Recall that for analytic functions we have the Koebe %-Theorem, which expresses
bounds on the distortion of the unit disk under normalized analytic maps. In the
harmonic case, we have

Conjecture 2 If f € S9, then f(DD) contains the disk G = {w : |w| < }.

Currently, the best result s that the range of f € Sy 9 contains the disk {w : |w| l6}

=

<
Open Problem 3 Prove that the radius can be increased to K where <K <

2.2 Shearing

In their paper, Clunie and Sheil-Small introduced the shearing technique that provides
a procedure for constructing harmonic maps f = h + g that are univalent. Before
describing the shearing technique, we need the following definition.



2 Harmonic Univalent Mappings and Minimal Graphs 27

Definition 2.1 A domain 2 is convex in the horizontal direction (CHD) if every
line parallel to the real axis has a connected intersection with £2.
We can now state the shearing theorem.

Theorem 2.2 (Clunie and Sheil-Small, [3]) Let f = h+ g be a harmonic function
that is locally univalent in D (i.e., |w(z)| < 1 forall z € D). The function F = h — g
is an analytic univalent mapping of D onto a CHD domain ifand only if f =h+ g
is a univalent mapping of D onto a CHD domain.

Summary of the Shearing Technique: To use the shearing technique we start with

e an analytic function F that is CHD, and
¢ an analytic function w such that |w(z)| < 1 for all z € D.

Then we

e writt Fas F=h—gandwasw = g'/h’, and
» explicitly solve for 4 and g.

The resulting harmonic function f = h + g is guaranteed to be univalent.

Notice that it is easy to reformulate Clunie and Sheil-Small’s shearing theorem
for functions which are convex in other directions. In particular, consider the case of
convex in the vertical direction (CVD) which we will use in this chapter.

Definition 2.3 A domain §2 is CVD if every line parallel to the imaginary axis has
a connected intersection with £2.

Theorem 2.4 Let f = h + g be a harmonic function that is locally univalent in
D (ie., |w(z)| < 1 forall z € D). The function F = h + g is an analytic univalent
mapping of D onto a CVD domain if and only if f = h + g is a univalent mapping
of D onto a CVD domain.

Example 2.5 Consider the analytic function
Fy(d) =z — 32%

This is the analytic polynomial map F, given in Example 2.10. It is CHD. Now
choose a dilatation. We will choose

(@) =¢@Q/N3@) =2z

Note that [w(z)] < 1 Vz € D. Next, set h(z) — g(z) = F,(z) = z — %zz. Taking
the derivative of both sides, yields 4'(z) — g'(z) = 1 — z. Since g'(z) = zh'(2),
we substitute g’(z) into the previous equation to get 4'(z) = 1. Integrating this and
normalizing it so that 2(0) = 0, yields A(z) = z. Because g'(z) = zh'(z), we can
solve for g to get g(z) = %zz. Hence, by the Shearing Theorem

[r@=h@+ g@) =z+37 €55.

Thus, we have constructed a harmonic function f, that is univalent and CHD. Note
that this is the harmonic polynomial function f, in Example 2.10.
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Example 2.6 Consider

4 . _
Fk(Z) = h(Z) — g(Z) = m with CU(Z) =Z.

Using the same approach as above, we get

— Z+ %Z3 . z 0
fi@ = h) + 86 = Re(( =) +itm (=5 ) € 5

The harmonic function f; is a slit mapping which maps D onto C minus a slit on
the negative real axis with the tip of the slit at — é. There is considerable evidence that
fx can fill a role in harmonic function theory similar to that of the Koebe function
in analytic function theory, and for this reason, f; is called the harmonic Koebe
function.

To help explore how shearing affects the geometry between analytic and harmonic
mappings, one can use the online applet ShearTool [9]. The image below demon-
strates the functionality of this applet, which simultaneously plots both # — g and
h + g (Fig. 2.6).

Almost all examples of shearing have used dilatations that are finite Blaschke
products. One important type of mappings that are not finite Blaschke products is a
singular inner function. We give a brief description of this topic. For more details,
see [21].

Definition 2.7 A bounded analytic function f is called an inner function if
| lim f(re’®)] = 1 almost everywhere with respect to Lebesgue measure on 9.
r—>1-

If f has no zeros on D, then f is called a singular inner function.
Every inner function can be expressed in the form

) l9
£ = "B exp (— | = du(d*’))

where «, 0 e R, w is a positive measure on 9D, and B(z) is a Blaschke product ie.,

B(z) = €' ]_[(lz ”’ )", for some series of constants |a;| < 1 satisfying Z (1 -
Jj=1 n=1
lan|) < oo.

The function f(z) = =T is an example of a singular inner function. Weitsman
[29] provided the following example.

Example 2.8 Shear

z+1 . z+l
h(z) — g@) = — + 26 =T with w(z) = e=T.

By aresult by Pommenke [27], it can be shown that 4 — g is conveX in the direction
of the real axis. Shearing h — g with w(z) = e=T and normalizing yields

1 Z
h(z)—/(l_z)2 dz = e
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Fig. 2.6 The image of D under the f = h + g is shown in the bottom right, where f is constructed
from shearing h(z) — g(z) = 1 log (H£) with w(z) = —2*

1—z

Solving for g we get
g(@) = —LetH.
The image given by the map is similar to the image given by the right half-plane
map 7= except that there are an infinite number of cusps (Fig. 2.7).

A technique to find harmonic mappings whose dilatations are singular inner
functions involves using a theorem by Clunie and Sheil-Small [3].

Theorem 2.9 Let f = h+ g be locally univalent in D and suppose that h + €g is
convex for some |€| < 1. Then f is univalent.

To develop the technique, we let ¢ = 0 in Theorem 9. This means that if 4 is
analytic convex and if w is analytic with |o(z)| < 1, then f = h 4 g is a harmonic
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Fig. 2.7 Image of D under f(z) = %, — L5

univalent mapping. To establish that a function f is convex, we will use the following
theorem ([14]).

Theorem 2.10 Let [ be analytic in D with f(0) = 0 and f'(0) = 1. Then f is
univalent and maps onto a convex domain if and only if

z2f"(2)
@

Re[1+ ] >0, forall z € D.

Example 2.11 Let

h(z) =z +2log(z+ 1) with w(z)=g'(2)/h'() = .

Using Theorem 10, we can show that / is convex. Then solving for g we get g(z) =
@+ l)e(z—l)/(u-l).
Hence,

z—1
f@=h@)+g@) =z+2logz+ 1)+ @+ 1)e 7.

By Theorem 9, f = h+ g is univalent. The image of D under f is shown in Fig. 2.8.

Open Problem 4 Construct examples of harmonic univalent functions whose
dilatation is a singular inner function and determine properties of these functions.

2.3 Inner Mapping Radius

The analytic Koebe function Fj is an important function. It is extremal (or maximal)
in several important senses. Itis the function in § that gives equality for the coefficient
bounds in deBranges’ Theorem. It is the function that maps the unit disk to a domain
that contains the largest possible disk centered at the origin as described in the Koebe
%—Theorem. It is the function that exhibits both the largest and smallest possible
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N | e r——eTp——

Fig. 2.8 Image of D under f(z) = h + g in Example 2.11

growth possible. It is the function for which the complement of its image is closest
to the origin. It is conjectured that the harmonic Koebe function f; from Example
2.6 has analogous properties in the class S§ although these properties have not been
proven (see Conjectures 1 and 2).

Recall that the tip of the slit of the harmonic Koebe function is at —é while the
tip of the slit for the analytic Koebe function is at —%. Notice that if we multiply the
analytic Koebe function by % then the images of the unit disk under %Fk and under
fi, the harmonic Koebe function, would be the same. That is,

2FD) = fuD).

This multiplier factor of % is known as the inner mapping radius for f;(ID). For other
functions in S¢, the inner mapping radius may be different. For example, using the
analytic and harmonic versions of the right half-plane maps from Example 1.11, the
inner mapping radius for f;,(D) is 1 since f,(D) = F;,(D).

Let’s define this idea of inner mapping radius precisely.

Definition 3.1 For f € S9, the inner mapping radius, po(f), of the domain f(ID)
is the real number F’(0), where

e F is the analytic function that maps D onto f(D)
e F(O)=0
* F'(0)>0.

Notice that the existence of such a function F is guaranteed by the Riemann Mapping
Theorem. The functions in S are normalized by requiring that F'(0) = 1. The
Riemann Mapping Theorem does not guarantee that there is a schlicht mapping
to any simply-connected domain but does guarantee that we can multiply a schlicht
function by some positive real number in order to map onto that domain. This positive
real number is the inner mapping radius.

In the example above with the Koebe functions, F(z) = %Fk(z), and the inner
mapping radius pp (ko) = F'(0) = % Because of the extremal nature of the analytic
Koebe function, it was conjectured that % < po(f) < 1. This conjecture was shown
not to be true in the following examples by Dorff and Suffrdge [10].
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Example 3.2 This example demonstrates that the conjectured upper bound of py <
1 was too low. Consider the family of functions f, = h + g constructed by shearing

2 +az

Z
h(z) —g(z) = ——  with ===
(2) —g@@ —: wi (2) p—

where o € R. It can be shown that if |a| < 1, then f,(z) € Sg.

Let |o] < 1 and @ # —1, then f,(D) is a slit domain consisting of the complex
plane minus a slit along the negatlve real axis with the tip of the slit at a - %
Hence, the tlp can vary from —¢ Lo —1 + €. Ifa = —1, then f_;(D)is the half plane
Re(w) > — Thus for this famlly of functions,

% < po(fa) <2.

Example 3.3 This example demonstrates that the conjectured lower bound of pp <
1 was too high. Consider the family of functions f; = h+ g constructed by shearing

2

z—1z .
F@=h)~-g0@)=——5 with @)=z
I-2)
where t € [0,1]. For 0 < ¢t < 1, F;(ID) is the exterior of the parabola u>— ';’ v —
% while f;(ID) is the exterior of the parabola? > — %V 2 % — 13- Itcan be computed

that when t = A'—‘, po(ft) is smallest, and we obtain that for 0 < t <1,
I <polf) <3
It has been proven that
L < po(f) < B2 <4837,

Because of the way these bounds were determined, they are probably not the tightest
bounds, and it is likely they can be improved. There are no known functions in Sg
that have an inner mapping radius equal to either of these extreme values. On the
other hand, from the previous two examples, we know there are specific functions
that have po(f) = 5 and po(f) = 2. Theresult of po(f) = 5 in Example 3.3 was
very surprising because this value did not come from a slit mapplng. It is not known
if there is a function in Sg whose inner mapping radius is less than % or larger than 2.

Open Problem 5 Prove % < po(f) <2 orfind a harmonic map f € Sg such that

po(f) < 3 or po(f) > 2.
The definition of the inner mapping radius can be extended to functions in Sy.

Let us denote the inner mapping radius of f € Sy by p(f). It is known that
0<p(f)<2rm

([4]). In [10] an example is constructed for which 0 < p(f) < 4.
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Open Problem 6 Prove p(f) < 4 or find a harmonic map f € Sy such that
p(f) >4

2.4 Convolutions

The shearing technique given in Theorem 2.2 provides a way to construct harmonic
functions that are univalent. This approach requires certain conditions in order to ap-
ply the technique. Convolutions is another approach to construct harmonic univalent
functions. It also requires certain conditions in order to guarantee that the resulting
functions are univalent. In addition, the study of convolutions is an interesting topic
on its own.

The convolution of harmonic functions is a generalization of the convolution of
analytic functions which is an important area in the study of schlicht functions ([28]
for more information about the convolution of analytic functions). However, many
of the nice theorems in the analytic case do not carry over to the harmonic case.
For example, the Polya—Schoenberg conjecture which was proved by Ruscheweyh
and Sheil-Small states that convexity is preserved under analytic convolution. This
convexity preserving property does not hold for harmonic convolutions. But there are
several open areas related to harmonic convolutions to investigate. In this section we
will explore some of these. For more details about harmonic convolutions, see [6].

Let’s begin with the definition of the convolution for analytic functions.

Definition 4.1 (Analytic Convolution) Given Fi, F, € S represented by
F@=) A2 ad F@) =) B2,
their convolution is defined as
o0
Fi@) % F(2) = ) AuBy2".

As mentioned above, the analytic convolution preserves convexity since Fi, F, €
K = F|* F, € K. The algebra of convolutions is also simplified by viewing certain
functions as operators. For instance, F(z) = 1=; is the convolution identity because
its power series is z + 242+

We define an analogous operation for harmonic functions as follows:

Definition 4.2 Given

fi=h+g=z+

h=h+g=z+
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define harmonic convolution as

o0
fixfh=hixhy+ grxg =Z+Zancnz”+2bndn2”.

oo
n=2 n=1

Harmonic convolutions involve difficulties not present in the analytic case. For
instance, it is not difficult to find f1, f> € Kg such that fi* f» ¢ Kg. In fact, fi* f>
may even fail to be univalent. The example below illustrates this.

Example 4.3 Let f, = h; + g, € K g be the harmonic right half-plane map in
Example 1.11, where

z— 32 @ —32
P E— )= 7=,
-2 89T

andlet b =h,+ g, € K ,3 be the canonical regular 6-gon map, where

hi(z) =

oo oo
ha@) =24 Y 2 g =) =

n=1 n=1

Then f;, * f> is not univalent, because
(21(2) * 82(2)) /(M1 (2) * ha ()| = 12*(2 + 2°)/(1 +22%)] # 1,Vz € D.

Open Problem 7 Lert f, f> € Kg. Since f1 x f, is not necessarily univalent, what
additional conditions can we impose upon f1, f> so that fi * f» € Sg ?

Several researchers have recently published results related to this question [2,
5, 12, 17, 23, 24]. Let’s look at some of these results. Theorem 4.4 ([5]) gives
conditions under which local univalence of the convolution is enough to establish
global univalence.

Theorem 4.4 Let fi = hi+ gy, f» = ho+ g, € Sfj such that hi(2) + i(2) = 1=.
Let @ be the dilatation of fi * f>. If |&(z)| < 1 forallz € D, then fi * f» € SG and
is CHD.

Theorem 4.4 has been used to determine specific cases in which harmonic
convolutions preserve univalence. In [12], the following result is proved.

Theorem 4.5 Consider the right half-plane map

=32 32
(1-27 (1-2%

i@ =h@)+g@ =

and let f = h +3g € K with h(z) + g(z) = 7= and 0 = g'/W = " (n €
Z+,0 € R). Ifn = 1,2, then f,  f € SG and is CHD.

The proof of this theorem relies on properties on analytic convolutions and results
about the location of zeros of symmetric polynomials. If » > 2 in the above theorem,
then f,, x f fails to be univalent. In [2], we get the next theorem.
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Theorem 4.6 Let fy = hg + 8o, f, = h, + 8, € S§ such that he(2) + go(z) =
ho(@)+8,(2) = 75, 84/ hjy = €z, and g, | I, = €z (0, p € R). Then fy* f, € S
is CHD.

The following theorem was proved in [24]

Theorem 4.7 Let f =h+3 € Spj with h(z) + g(2) = 1% and w(z) = {= with
lal < 1. Then fj, x f € Sg and is CHD if and only if

(Re a)*> + 9 (Im a)* < 1.

There are other convolution problems that remain to be investigated. In many
theorems, the canonical harmonic right half-plane function fj is convoluted with
other harmonic functions. Can similar theorems be proven if fj is replaced with
a different function? For example, consider the harmonic mapping f; formed by
shearing /,(z) + g1(z) = = with other dilatations such as w(z) = em% with
la] < 1orw(z) =z
Open Problem 8 Let [ = h +3 € Sfj with h(z) + g(2) = i and 0 = ¢’/ h' =
e'7" (n € Z*,0 € R). Determine the values of n for which fi x f is univalent.

Many of the harmonic convolution results, given above, require that one of the
functions be a sheared half-plane. In [12] and [17], results are proven about the
harmonic convolutions of strip mappings and polygons.

Open Problem 9 Determine more results about the convolutions of harmonic
functions that are shears of vertical strips or polygons.

2.5 Harmonic Maps and Minimal Surfaces

Planar harmonic mappings with certain properties are related to minimal surfaces in
R3, and it is possible to use results from one area to prove new results in the other
area. Before discussing this further, we need to present some background material
about minimal surfaces.

Minimal surfaces are one solution to the problem of finding the minimal surface
area required to span a given curve. Minimal surfaces are guaranteed to minimize
area only locally but often they provide the globally-minimal solution as well. One
consequence of the area-minimizing property is that all minimal surfaces look like
saddle surfaces at each point, and the bending upward in one direction is matched by
the downward bending in the orthogonal direction (This equal-but-opposite bending
property will be defined later as “zero mean curvature.”).
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2.5.1 Background

In order to explore minimal surfaces more fully, we introduce three important con-
cepts from differential geometry, which is the study of differentiable surfaces in
space. For more details on the material from this section, [7].

A surface, M € R3, can be parametrized by a smooth function x : D — R3
if X(D) = M and x is one-to-one. Parameterizing a surface with smooth functions
allows us to do calculus with the surface and gives us a way to translate geometric
concepts into rigorous analytic language. Isothermal parameterizations are essential
for the study of minimal surfaces. Basically, such parametrizations map small squares
to small squares. Every minimal surface in R? has an isothermal parametrization.

Next, we need to discuss the idea of normal curvature. At each point p on the
surface M, there is a unit normal n. The normal curvature measures how much the
surface bends toward n as you travel in the direction of the tangent vector w at p.
Specifically, given the normal vector n at each point p € M, we can find a plane P
containing n that intersects M in some curve ¢, which has a curvature value k. As
the plane P revolves around the unit normal n at p, we get a continuous function of
curvature values k(6). Let k; and k, be the maximum and minimum curvature values
at p. The mean curvature of a surface M at p is H = %(kl + k).

Definition 5.1 A minimal surface is a surface M with H = O atall p € M.
Recall that the intuition behind vanishing mean curvature is that M is a saddle
surface with positive curvature in one direction being matched by negative curvature
in the orthogonal direction.
Just as the shearing theorem links analytic function theory to harmonic function
theory, the Weierstrass Representation links harmonic function theory to minimal
surface theory.

Theorem 5.2 (General Weierstrass Representation) If we have analytic functions
o, (k =1,2,3) such that

o 7 =(p1)*+ (@) + (93 =0
o 191 =1@il> + lal* + lgsl* # 0 and is finite,

then the parametrization

x= <Re / ¢1(z)dz,Re / @a(z)dz, Re / ws(z)dz>

defines a minimal surface.
We also have the following converse.

Theorem 5.3 Let M be a surface with parametrization x = (x1,X;,x3) and let
Axg

& = (@1, 92, 93), where g = F=.
x is isothermal <= ¢* = (¢1)> + (92)* + (¢3)> = 0.
If x is isothermal, then

M is minimal if and only if each ¢y is analytic.
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Fig. 2.9 The MinSurfTool applet

We can apply the above theorems to planar harmonic mappings. First, recall
f =h+ g =Re(h + g)+ ilm(h — g). In Theorem 5.2, choose ¢; = h' + g’
and ¢, = —i(h' — g’). Then we find ¢; that will satisfy the requirements of the
Weierstrass representation. That is,

0= (¢1)* + (¢2)* + (3)*
= (W +¢) +[-ith — )] + @)

Solving for @3 yields (¢3)> = —4h'g’, so p3 = —2i/h'g’.

Notice that ./h’g’ may not always exist as an analytic function, but whenever it
does, the Weierstrass representation applies. Since /h’g’ = h'\/w, it is enough for
the dilatation to have an analytic square root. Thus, we have the following result.

Theorem 5.4 (Weierstrass Representation - (h,g)) Let the harmonic mapping f =
h + g be univalent with g’/ h' being the square of an analytic function. Then the
parametrization

X = (Re(h+g),1m(h—g),ZIm/\/h’g’)

defines a minimal graph whose projection is f (D).
MinSurfTool [9] is another applet available online that allows for quick and easy
visualization of minimal surfaces (Fig. 2.9).

Example 5.5 Consider the harmonic map

f@Q=h)+ glr) = Re[% log (ﬂ)] + iIm[% log (1 + Z)]

i—2z 1—z
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Fig. 2.10 The image of D under f, the harmonic square map

It can be constructed by shearing h(z) — g(z) = % log (}—Z) with ¢'(z)/ W' (z) = —
and is therefore univalent. Note that f(D) is a square region (Fig. 2.10).

Since the dilatation is the square of an analytic function, we can apply Theorem
5.4.Then x3(z) =2 Im [ \/A’g’ = $Imli log(H'Zz 1.

By the Weierstrass representation we have the parametrization of aminimal graph
given by

x:(Re(h+g),Im(h—g),21mf,/h’g’>

- (Re[z log (’ +§)],Im[; log (1 :)]’Im[z log (1 J—ri )D '

This minimal surface is Scherk’s doubly periodic surface. In Fig. 2.11 Scherk’s
doubly periodic surface is shown along with the corresponding harmonic map (it is
the projection of the minimal surface onto the complex plane).

We might wonder if the integrals found in the Weierstrass representations are
well-defined. In certain cases, they may indeed be multi-valued. But in such cases,
the ill-definedness reflects the fact that surface is periodic in one or more of the
coordinates, as is the case with the Scherk surfaces.

With the background we just discussed, we are ready to explore applications of
harmonic maps to minimal surface theory. Our goal is to help the reader get a sense
of some important techniques and to suggest some research areas.

2.5.2 Connecting Harmonic Maps to Specific Minimal Graphs

The Weierstrass Representation allows us to take an harmonic univalent function with
an appropriate dilatation and lift it to a minimal graph. Several recent papers have
used this technique [11, 13, 16, 18, 25, 26]. However, it is often difficult to identify
the resulting minimal graphs. One approach to recognizing the minimal surface is to
use a change of variable ([8]).
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Example 5.6 Shearing h(z) — g(z) =
harmonic slit-map

= z)2 with w(z) = z° yields the univalent

-2+ 12 123
(1—-2)3 (1—27

fl@)=

The parametrization of the corresponding minimal graph is

-2+ 37 { z } 222 - 27
’ (1 —z)? (1-2z)3

This is not a standard form for a known minimal surface. However, using the sub-
stitution z — E‘” and interchanging the second and third coordinate functions, we

derive the parametrlzatlon

X = (~Re[F+ 12 4im 2 12) b [22)).
This is Ennepers surface. Thus, the original surface x is the part of Ennepers surface
formed by using a right half-plane as the domain instead of the standard unit disk.

Open Problem 10 Determine the minimal graphs formed by lifting harmonic
univalent mappings in any of the following papers [11, 13, 16, 25, 26].

Open Problem 11 Use the shearing technique to generate a univalent harmonic
map with a dilatation that is a perfect square and use the Weierstrass representation
to construct the minimal graph. Then determine what surface it is.
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2.5.3 Using Harmonic Maps to Find Curvature Bounds
on Minimal Graphs

Geometric function theory and Clunie and Sheil-Small’s shearing theorem allow us to
find sharp bounds on growth and other important properties of harmonic maps. Using
the Weierstrass representation we can translate these bounds to minimal graphs. In
particular, recall that at each point p of a surface S, we let k; and k, be the maximum
and minimum curvature values and defined the mean curvature tobe H = %(kl + k).
H is useful for characterizing minimal surfaces, but in other connections we use K,
the Gauss curvature.
The Gaussian curvature at p is given by

K = kik,.

The theorema eggregium of Gauss states that K is invariant under any deformation
without stretching and is thus a good intrinsic measure of curvature. The Gaussian
curvature may be put in terms of the dilatation of harmonic maps. If we denote the
dilatation by w(z) = g'(z)/ h'(z), we can express the Gaussian curvature of a minimal
graph with w?(z) = b(z) by
AP

(L4 1b@I*R @)1
We can find a bound for K in terms of # and g. By the Schwarz—Pick lemma,
1— o
1—|z2°

K(z)

16'(2)| <
Hence
|K(@)| < A
(8@ + IR@DHL — |z12)*

This last inequality can be used to find bounds over the origin of minimal graphs
over specific planner domains. In particular,

4
K(0)| = ’ ’ 2 = ’ 2 ’ 2°
(17O +1g"O)D)* — [ O) + |g'(0)]
If M is a minimal graph above the unit disk D and f(0) = 0, then Hall showed that

O] + 18O = -

Thus for any minimal graph above the unit disk,

1672

27
Several papers have considered such a situation for arbitrary points on minimal
graphs over various domains. In [18], the authors considered minimal graphs over

half-planes, strips, and 1-slit domains. Papers considering minimal graphs over other
domains include [19, 20], and [26].

|KO)] =
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Open Problem 12 Find curvature bounds over arbitrary points for minimal graphs
over domains not investigated in [18-20, 26].

2.5.4 Connecting Results About Harmonic Maps with Results
About Minimal Surfaces

Since certain types of harmonic univalent functions are related to minimal graphs, it
should be true that theorems and concepts from one field should relate to theorems
and concepts from the other field.

One example of this concerns a harmonic convolution theorem and Krust Theorem
about conjugate minimal surfaces.

Definition 5.7 Let x and y be isothermal parametrizations of two minimal surfaces
such that their component functions are pairwise harmonic conjugates. Then, x and
y are called conjugate minimal surfaces.

The helicoid and the catenoid are conjugate surfaces. Any two conjugate minimal
surfaces can be joined through a one-parameter family of associated minimal surfaces
by the equation

z = (cost)x + (sin?)y,

where ¢ € R.
An important theorem in minimal surface theory is Krust Theorem.

Theorem 5.8 (Krust) If an embedded minimal surface X : D — R® can be
written as a graph over a convex domain in C, then all associated minimal surfaces
Z : D — R3 are graphs.

Now consider the following less well known theorem about harmonic convolu-
tions [3].

Theorem 5.9 (Clunie and Sheil-Small) If f =h+ g € Ky and ¢ € K, then the
functions

hxg+oagxg

are univalent and close-to-convex, where (Ja| < 1) and % denotes harmonic
convolution.

Open Problem 13 Determine theorems and properties of harmonic maps that relate
to theorems and properties of minimal surfaces.

As a second example, we will prove a result about minimal surfaces using results
from harmonic univalent mappings. In particular, we will consider a family of mini-
mal surfaces known as Scherks dihedral surfaces and determine the parameter values
for which these surfaces are embedded. First, some background information.

While minimal surfaces can be parametrized by the Weierstrass representation,
there is no guarantee the surface will not have self-intersections. Minimal surfaces
that have no self-intersections are known as embedded minimal surfaces, and they
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Fig. 2.12 Two examples from '3

the family of Scherks dihedral

surface
1
|
n=4
0=3

Fig. 2.13 The projection onto y
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are a major interest in minimal surface theory. The family F,(¢) of singly periodic
Scherk surfaces with higher dihedral symmetry have n number of vertical planes
that extend to infinity. The smallest angle, ¢, between these symmetric planes varies
(Fig. 2.12).

We can look at the projection of one piece of these surfaces onto C which is also
the image of the unit disk under the corresponding harmonic univalent mappings
(Fig. 2.13).

These minimal surfaces are embedded, provided that

2 n n 2"

We can prove this inequality using results planar harmonic mappings. We
summarize the proof below.

Proof Consider the following family of harmonic maps: f,(z) = h,(2) + £.(2),
n>2,¢ €[0,%], where
1 Z2r172

hy(2) = (" — el®)(z" — e—i9)’ 8.(2) = (2" — ei%)(Z" — ei¥)

(Fig. 2.14).

It is known that f, = h, + g, maps D onto a 2n-gon, and in [25] it was shown
that f, is univalent and convex for every ¢ € (;25(5 — ), 5]. Using the Weierstrass
representation, we can lift f,, to an embedded minimal surface X. Since X is over a
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Fig. 2.14 Images of the unit
disk under f =h, + g,
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convex domain, Krust theorem guarantees that the conjugate surfaces Y are embed-
ded. These conjugate surfaces Y are Scherk surfaces with higher dihedral symmetry
and this establishes the inequality.

Open Problem 14 Use theorems and properties about harmonic univalent map-
pings to prove results about minimal surfaces.

2.5.5 Using Harmonic Maps to Construct New Minimal Surfaces

In this section we show an example in which a harmonic univalent function is lifted
to form a minimal graph that appears to be new. The construction is outlined below.
Complete details are found in [1].

Let f =h + g, where

z+1

5 e>=1, we know that

1 z+1 1
) SE (),
g 5 1(_Z+1>+2 1 ()

and let @ = (e 21)2. Since g =hNow=

where E; (z) is the exponential integral function. By a result by Clunie and Sheil-
Small, f = h + g is univalent. The image of f(D) is shown in Fig. 2.15.

By the Weierstrass representation f = h+ g lifts to an embedded minimal surface
(Fig. 2.16).

This surface is constructed from a harmonic univalent map that has a dilatation
being a singular inner function (i.e., a function which never equals zero and which has
modulus equal to one on the unit disk). One consequence of having such a dilatation
is that there is no (finite) point where the function is approximately analytic. This
corresponds to the idea that the minimal surface never has zero Gauss curvature. The
surface also has an infinite number of cusps and a singularity with unusual behavior.
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Fig. 2.15 The image of f(D) and a close up of that image

Fig. 2.16 Images of the minimal surface constructed from f

Open Problem 15 Construct other minimal surfaces from harmonic univalent maps
with dilatations that are singular inner functions.

Open Problem 16 Determine the necessary and sufficient conditions for a harmonic
function to have a singular inner function as its dilatation. Specifically, determine
the kind of growth and boundary behavior exhibited by such harmonic functions.
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Chapter 3
The Minimal Surfaces Over the Slanted
Half-Planes, Vertical Strips and Single Slit

Liulan Li, Saminathan Ponnusamy and Matti Vuorinen

3.1 Introduction

A planar harmonic mapping in the unit disk D = {z : |z| < 1} is a complex-valued
harmonic function f(z), defined on D. The mapping f has a canonical decomposition
f = h+g, where h and g are analytic on D and g(0) = 0. The mapping f is locally
univalent in D if and only if its Jacobian J;(z) = |h'(z)|* — |g'(z)|> does not vanish
in . It is said to be sense-preserving on D) if and only if J;(z) > 0, or equivalently
if h'(z) #0in D and f satisfies the elliptic partial differential equation

f:(2) = 0(2) f2(2)

in D, where the dilatation w(z) = g’(z)/ h’(z) has the property that |w(z)| < 1 in D.
Planar univalent harmonic mappings are used in the study of the Gaussian curva-
ture of nonparametric minimal surfaces over simply connected domains (for example
[6,7,9, 10, 14]). After the publication of landmark paper of Clunie and Sheil-Small
[1], considerable interest in the function theoretic properties of harmonic functions,
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quite apart from this connection, was generated. Since then, the study of univa-
lent harmonic mappings has gained much attention. The case where w(z) is a finite
Blaschke product is of special interest, since this case arises in many different con-
texts [9, 16]. In this chapter, we shall explicitly study a connection between certain
classes of harmonic univalent mappings and minimal surfaces.

Let S be a nonparametric minimal surface over a simply connected domain §2 in
C given by

S ={(u,v, F(u,v)) : u+iv e 2},

where we have identified R? with the complex plane in describing the domain of F.
The Weierstrass—Enneper representation provides the close link between harmonic
univalent mappings and the corresponding minimal graphs. Then S is a minimal
surface if and only if S has the representation of the form

S = {(Refz¢1(t)dt+cl,RefZ¢2(t)dt+cz,Re/Z¢3(t)dt+C3> : zE]D)},
0 0 0

where ¢, ¢,, ¢3 are analytic in D,

o7 + b3 + b3 =O,andf:u—i—iv=Re/z¢1(t)dt+iRe/z¢2(z‘)dt+c (3.1
0 0

is a sense-preserving univalent harmonic mapping from ID onto 2. For this case, we
call § a minimal graph over §2 with the projection f = u + iv.

Further basic information about harmonic mappings and their relation to minimal
surfaces may be found in [4] and [6]. For instance, the following formulation is
well-known (see for instance [6, Sect. 10.2]).

Theorem A If f = h+g is a harmonic mapping of the form (3.1) with the dilatation
w = b?, where b(z) = %z, then we have

pr=h+g dr=—i(h~g), ¢3=2ibh"
Using this, Jun [11] has considered the minimal surfaces associated with the

harmonic mappings, especially when £2 = {w : Imw > 0}. The author’s main result,
which is easy to prove, will now be recalled for the sake of convenient reference.

Theorem B ([11]) Let 2 = {w : Imw > 0} and p = p, + ip; be a fixed point
in §2, where p1, p, € R. If S is a minimal surface over §2 with the projection

f=h+3g where o(z) = £8 = b2(2) = 22 b(z) = *z and f(0) = p, then

S ={(u,v, F(u,v)) : u+iv € 2}, where

u=Re f(2) = pi+22

i (L 1he, @\ (L T+e, =

2 2% 1 T a—) 2T T a—)|
pr|1+z I+z

:I = — —_— —_—

v=lmJje) 2|:1—z+<1—z>1|’

Z 1 14z
F=4+pRe| ——— — =1 .
p2 e((l—z)2 2 Ogl—z>
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The class Sy of sense-preserving harmonic univalent mappings f = h + g
(normalized so that £(0) = 0 = h(0)and f,(0) = 1) together with its many geometric
subclasses have been extensively studied [1, 6]. Let 82, be the subset of all f € Sy
in which by = fz(0) = 0. We remark that the familiar class S of normalized analytic
univalent functions is contained in 321- Every f € Sy admits the complex dilatation
w of f which satisfies |w(z)| < 1 in D. When f € S%, we also have w(0) = 0.

In this chapter, we discuss the minimal surfaces over the slanted half-planes,
vertical strips, and single slit whose slit lies on the negative real axis. Slanted half-
plane mappings are well suited in the study of convolution of harmonic mappings [5].
Since the slanted half-planes and vertical strips are convex domains, the following
result of Clunie and Sheil-Small is applicable for these cases.

Lemma C [1]If f = h+g is asense-preserving univalent mapping such that f (D)
is a convex domain, then the function h + e'P g is univalent for each 8,0 < g < 2.

3.2 Slanted Half-Plane Mappings

Throughout this chapter, we let H, := {w : Re (e'”w) > —1/2} be a slanted
half-plane with the parameter y, where 0 < y < 2.

Theorem 1 Let S be a minimal surface over H, with the projection f = h + g,
whose dilatation w = g’/ h' = b?, where b(z) = +z. Then

S={wv, F(u,v)): u+ive H,} = {(u),v(z), F(u(z),v[2))) : z € D},

where
7T siny siny . z—e sin 2y
U= —cosy —Im log - -
4 4 z+e 'V  A(z—e'V)
3
—Re oy + A ,
2z—e )2 4(z—e7)
TCcosy . cosy . z—e 3
V= +siny —Im log — — -
4 4 z+e ™ Az—e77)
- .
+Re sin v sin v ,
dz—e ) 2z—e)

sin 2y z4+e™ 1 1 i 1
F=+R | _ 4 —/(r+3) — - ‘ :
e|: ) ogz_eﬂy+ze Z—e*lV+2(z—e*”’)2 +c

~ 3w St Ir).
ity e{f. 5.5 b
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sin y z+iel” siny z—iel”
u=1Im - log — - log ——
2(1 —sin2y) iev 2(1 +sin2y) —ie'V

sin y z—e ) cos y cosy o el

- og A - e —,
cos? 2y —e~iv cos2y cos2y z—elV

cos y z+ie' cos y z—ie”
v=Im - 0g — : og ——
2(1 —sin2y) iev 2(1 +sin2y) —ie'V

cos y z—e sin y siny e~

— og - - — Re —,
cos? 2y —e~iv cos2y cos2y z—eV

log(z +ie'”) log(z—ie”)  sin2y

2(1 —sin2y)  2(1 +sin2y) cos22y

F = +Re |: log(z — e ')

je”
- +C,
(z — e7)cos 2)/]
ify ¢ {5. 5.5 7}

Proof Let f =h+g e SY and f(D) = H,. Then, we have
. . . 1
Re (" f(2)) = Re [¢"7 (h(z) + ¢ g(2))] > —5 € D,

so that (h 4+ e %7g) (D) = H, and by Lemma C, h + ¢ %7g is a conformal
(univalent) mapping from ID onto H,,.

We now consider the function 4 + e~ g. We may conveniently normalize it in
such a way that f(0) = h(0) = g(0) = 0. Then h(0) + e’Zng(O) = 0. We further
assume that

1

h(e*i}’) + eiZng(efiV) =ocandh (Eii(”er)) + eiziyg (eii(ﬂﬂd) = _Eeiiy'

By the uniqueness of the Riemann mapping theorem, these observations lead to the
representation (see also [5, Lemma 1])

Z

h(z)+ e 27 g(z) = ‘ (3.2)
1 —erz
from which we obtain
1 . .
g(2)=— — — MV h(z) — € (3.3)
z—e7
and
h/ —2iy ./ — : )
(@) +e ""g(2) aA—erop
Solving this together with g'(z) = z> h'(z) gives
1 72

W@ = (22 + e%v)(z — ei7)? and £'2) = (22 +e¥7)(z —e7ir)?’
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It is convenient to write 4’(z) in the form

1

(z — e+ (7 — g —7/D)(7 — =iV )2’ (3.4)

h'(z) =

In order to determine %(z) explicitly, we need to decompose it into partial fractions,
and it is also clear that we need to deal with the cases where

w 3n St In w 3n Stm In
€1 (andy & | —, —, —, — .
4" 4 4 4 4 4 4 4

Casel Lety = 7.
In this case, h'(z) given by (3.4) takes the form

1
h,(Z) - i i 3
) e )
so that 4'(z) has a simple pole at 7 = —e~% and a pole of order 3 at z = e~ F. We
see that
i i 1 1 i 1 1 ix 1
h/(Z) = _eT ( i - in ) - + _eT—'
8 z—et  zte d 4(2_6_%)2 2 (Z_e—%">3

Integration from O to z gives

ISy
~.
—

b= | L 10g P 4 1
8 z+ed Az—eT 4 (- iR

Eq. (3.3) for y = 7 gives

1 i
8@)=——— —ih(z) —e*
z—e 4
so that 1
h(@) +8(@) = ————= +V2e Th(x) — e
z—e 4

and thus, substituting the expression for /(z) defined by (3.5) yields that

27 N2 iN2 z—e T
W +py = Y2E Y2 V2, 2o 5
8 Z+e % 4 z—e % 4 (Z—ef%)

8 2

and similarly

iN2r iN2 N2 z—e T 340 1 iv2 1
Og it in . *
8 2 8 Z+67T 4 Z_677 4 <Z_e_%)2

h(z)—g(2) =
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Asu =Re f(z) = Re (h(z)+ g(z)) and v = Im f(z) = Im (h(z) — g(2)), the last two
equalities give

_ (ﬁ cme

u=-—————Im

8 2

and
\/ETL' ﬁ ﬁ z—e’% 3 1
v=""2 0 X m [ X og 22 _
8 2 8 z4e T dr_eF
1 1 2 1
+Re | - m_£ 5
47— 7 4 (Z—e_%)

and therefore,

F(z) =Re / ¢3(z)dz + ¢
0

1 z4+e % 1 sz 1 i 1
= FRe | - log —+ —e —+ = 5 | +e
4 Z_e_T 2 Z_e_T 2 (Z—eilﬁ{[)
Case 2-4 Using the same approach as in Case 1, we get
Case2 Fory =,
1 oz—e¥ 1w 1 i1
F(z) = FRe | ——log — — —e? — + = — | +c
4 Tz4eT 2 z4ed 2(z+e%)
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Case3 Fory = 57”,
iltl e*‘T 1
+ —

1 z—e
F(z) = FRe | —log w T & )
4 Tzte 2 z4e 7 2(Z+g*%>

=5

Case4 Fory = 77”,

1. z4e®T 1 1 i 1
F(z) =FRe | ——log ———— + ze*? -t = 5 | e
4 "7 2 g—e7 z(z—e%)

In this case, 4'(z) given by (3.4) has simple poles at ie'” and —ie'”, and a pole of

order 2 at e~ Thus, we may rewrite 4'(z) as
B C D
t—e (g eiv)

W) = — + -
@ z+iey z—iev

where A, B,C, and D can be easily computed using a standard procedure from

residue calculus or otherwise. Indeed
—iy —iy —iy 1
¢ B = ¢ - ,C=———— and D = .
4(1 + sin 2y) 2cos22y 2cos 2y

A = . 9
4(1 —sin2y)

We observe that A + B 4+ C = 0. Integration from 0 to z leads to
—e b _ De'” .

N1

< + Clog < -
—e Y z—e
(3.6)

iel? —
itie + Blog ——
—ie'Y

h(Z) =A lOg —
e’

Note that g defined by (3.3) gives
1 . . i
h(z) + g(2) = ="l 2ie' h(z)siny — €'’

and :
h(Z) - g(z) = m + 2€iyh(Z) Ccosy + eiy’

where £ is defined by (3.6). By computation, we know that



54 L.Lietal.

siny z+iel” sin y z—iel”
u=Im - log —— - log ——
2(1 —sin2y) iet” 2(1 +sin2y) —ie”

sin y z—e Y cos y z
— log - — Re - s
cos? 2y —e~ i cos2y z—eY
cosy z+ie'” cosy z—ie”
v =I - 0g —— - og —
2(1 —sin2y) iev 2(1 4+ sin2y) —ie'Y

cos y 7—e sin y z
- log - - Re — .
cos? 2y —e~iv cos2y z—eY

In the final case, by Theorem A, we find that

2iz
(22 4 €2v)(z — e i7)2
i n i
4(1 —sin2y)(z +ie?)  4(1 +sin2y)(z —ie'?)
isin2y e”iv
+ - + - .
2(z — e V) cos?2y  2(z—e~7) cos2y

$3(2) = 2ibh'(z) = &

= £2i |:—

Integration from O to z gives

1 . ly 1 _ . ly . 2 )
F(z) = +Re og(z—}-.le ) 3 og(z .te ) _ sin2y log (z — e~
2(1 —sin2y)  2(1 +sin2y) cos22y
ie”'V n
- c
(z — e '")cos2y
The proof is completed. o

3.3 Vertical Strips

Hengartner and Schober [8] investigated the family of functions from Sy that map D
onto the horizontal strip domain {w : [Im w| < m/4}. As an analogous result, Dorff
[2] considered the family Sy (DD, £2,,) of functions from Sy which map D onto the
asymmetric vertical strip domains

o —T o
2, =3w: - < Rew < — ,
2sino 2sino

where 7 < o < 7. Set S%(D, 2,) = Sy, £2,) N Sg,. Note that 2, = {w :
|[Rew| < m/4} and so, the class discussed by Hengartner and Schober [8] follows
by using a suitable rotation.
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Lemma 1 Each f = h +3 € S%(D, 22,) has the form

1 1 i
M)+ 80 =V, V@)= 5 10g< e ) 3
isina 1+ ze @
Moreover,
o V@ 0¥ I
h'(z) = T ro@ g = Tro0) and ¥'(z) = 1T 21 1 209 (3.8)

Here w(z) = g'(z)/ W' (z) denotes the dilatation of f.

Proof The representation (3.7) is well-known, whereas (3.8) follows if we solve
the pair of equations 4'(z) + g'(z) = ¥'(z) and w(z)h'(z) — g'(z) = 0. The proof is
complete. O

Theorem 2 Let S be a minimal surface over $2,, with the projection f =h+g €
Sg(]D), $24), which satisfies (3.1) and whose dilatation w = b2, where b(z) = %z
Then S = {(u,v, F(u,v)) : u+iv € 2.}, where

1 1 + ze'®
—Im |log{ ——— } |,
2sin o 14 ze @

u =
I (%) ifo =3,
— 1 (1 + Zeia)(l + Ze—iot)
Im |1 if Z
ZCosam[0g< 211 ifs <a<m
and
+1 ! + if z
m c ifoa=2%,
F = 241 2

+Re [ml)w log (£) — 5 log (—Zz_:faﬂ +c iff<a<m.

Proof Let f =h+g € SY(D, 2,) with o(z) = z*. Then by Lemma 1, we have

1
h/(Z) — ) G+iPGe-i)?

z
1 2 (3.9)
3 s
TG 3 <«

Case (i) Let 5 < a < 7. The partial fraction expansion of /(z) in (3.9) yields

n(z)=— ! ( ! + ! >+ . 1 -
4ecosa \z+i z—1i (e7i* — g3ia)(z + ei?)
1
+ (eiot _ e—Sia)(Z + e—ioz)'

Integration from O to z gives

h(z) = —

1 .
1 2 1 —1 l e
Toosg 2@+ D+ ——m og (1 +ze™')
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b leg (1426
oo _ g—3ia 108 w€ )
which simplifies to

—ia LN 10

) i
log (1 ey —
og(l+2¢7%) 2sin 2«

log (1 + ze'®).
(3.10)

i
log (22 + 1)+

e
h(z) = —
@ 4cosa 2 sin 2«

By using (3.7), we obtain that

1 1+ ze'®
=Re(h =——Im|I — -
u=Reh)+8@)=5=— m<0g<1+ze,a>>

Writing h(z) — g(z) = 2 h(z) — (h(z) + g(2)) and using (3.7) and (3.10), we can easily
find that

log (®+1)+

h(z)— =—
(@)= 2cosa 2cosa

log (1 +ze ™)+ log (1 + ze'®)

2cosa

which gives

v=Im(h(z) - g(z) =

(14 ze'*)(1 +ze™*)
Im { log .
2cosa 2 +1
In this case, ¢3 given by Theorem A takes the form
$a(0) = + 2iz
7) = - - . .
’ @+ =D+ e+ e

. i 1 1 1 1 1
= 42 - — - | + — — — - .
dcosa \z+i z—1 2isin2a \z+ €% 74 e

Integration from O to z gives

1 z+i 1 74 e
F =4R 1 — 1 - .
e|:2cosa Og(z—i) sin 2« Og(z+e_’°‘):|+c

Case (ii) Leta = 7. Using the same approach as in Case (i), we derive
1 i—z Z
=-Im (1 ,v=I
“ 2m(0g<i+z>> ’ m<z2+1)

1
F=+£Im| —— ) +c
2?2 +1

The proof is completed. O

and thus,
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-1 1} 10 0

L " boa
=10 -5 o 35

Fig. 3.2 Case 2: y = 37 /4 of Theorem 1

3.4 Single Slit

Finally, we consider single slit domain L whose slit lies on the negative real axis.
Moreover, by the result of Livingston [12] (see also [13] and Dorff [2, Corollary 2])
it follows that if f = h + g € S is a slit mapping whose slit lies on the negative
real axis, then one has

h(z) — g(z) = 3.11)

_*
(1-272
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Fig. 3.4 Case 5 with y = 0 of Theorem 1

Theorem 3 Let S be a minimal surface over L with the projection f = h+g €
Sg,, which satisfies (3.11) and whose dilatation » = b*, where b(z) = +z. Then
S ={(u,v, F(u,v)) : u+iv € L}, where

Re (213—3z2+3z> Im< z )
u= - "), v= ,
3(1 —z)? (1—2)?

1 2
F=:|:Im((z_1)2 +3(Z_1)3>+c.

and

Proof By assumption, f =h+ g € S,O, is a single slit mapping whose slit lies on
the negative real axis with w(z) = z%. Then (3.11) holds and therefore, we have

W) —g'() = + Z3 and g'(z) = 2> W' (2).

Atz
(1-2)
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Fig. 3.6 Illustration for « = 37 /4 of Theorem 2

Solving these two equations, we obtain

"0 T

Integrating from O to z yields

1
h(Z)=—§+m
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0r B

Fig. 3.7 Illustration for Theorem 3

and so

@ =h@)— — =iy U
(1—-2)? 3 3(1—-2P8 (1-2)?2

which, by using the previous equation, gives

273 — 372432

h(z) +g(2) = 30 _oF

The desired representations for u = Re (h(z) + g(z)) and v = Im (h(z) — g(2)) follow
easily.
Finally, since
2iz 1 1
—— =42i — ,
(1-27* ((1—2)4 (1—2)3>
integrating this from O to z yields

1 2
FZim(@—w+3@—m)+“

$3(z) = F2izh' (7)) = +

The proof is completed. o
Independently, Theorem 3 has been proved by Dorff and Muir in [3].

3.5 Illustration Using Mathematica

In [3], the authors showed that in Theorem 1 with y = 0, the corresponding minimal
surface is the wavy plane, and in Theorem 3 the corresponding minimal surface is

an Enneper surface. Also in [3] and [9], it was shown that in Theorem 2 with @ = %,
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the corresponding minimal surface is a part of the helicoid. It would be interesting
to determine the various minimal surfaces for other values of y and « in Theorems
1 and 2.

The images of the disk |z] < r for r closer to 1 under f = h + g for various
cases of Theorem 1 and the corresponding minimal surfaces associated with f are
illustrated in Figs. 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4. Similar illustrations for Theorem 2 (Figs. 3.5
and 3.6) and Theorem 3 (Fig. 3.7) are also provided. These figures are drawn using
Mathematica (see for example [15]).
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Chapter 4
A Survey On Some Special Classes of Bazilevic
Functions and Related Function Classes

Pravati Sahoo and R. N. Mohapatra

4.1 Introduction

In this chapter we are mainly concerned with the the functions of the form

fR =2+ a" 4.1
n=2

that are analytic in the unit disk A = {z € C : |z| < 1}. The family A of all
functions of the form (4.1) is the class of normalized functions f(z) in A such that
f(0) = f'(0) — 1 = 1. S is a subfamily of A consisting of functions univalent in
A;thatis, f € S, if and only if f € A and f(z1) # f(z2) for z; # 72, whenever,
21,22 € A. The Koebe function,

o0
z
k(z)=—"—==2z+ ) n7", z€A
@O=g=m =t 2
n=2
and its rotations k.(z) = ﬁ, le| = 1, are extremal for many problems in S.

The Koebe function k(z) maps A onto the whole complex plane with a slit along
the negative real axis from —1/4 to —oo and k.(z) maps A onto the complement
of the ray {z : z = —t&,t > 1/4}. In 1916, Bieberbach state a conjecture that
la,| < nfor f € S, with equality only for Koebe function. Many powerful new
methods, criterions were developed and a large number of problems were generated
in attempts to prove this conjecture. At last, this was settled by Louis De Branges in
1985 [7]. The proof also opened a new era of application of special functions in the
study of univalent function theory.
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Failure to settle the Biberbach conjecture for about 70 years led to the introduction
and investigation of several subclasses of S. An important subclass is S*, the set of
functions that maps A onto a star-shaped domain with respect to the origin. A domain
D is said to be star shaped if the line segment joining the origin to any other point
of D lies completely in D. Clearly, Koebe function belongs to S*. It is well-known
that f € S*, if and only if Re(‘"‘ﬁg)) > 0, z € A. Another important subclass of
S is the class C of functions which maps A onto a convex domain. A domain is
said to be convex, if the line joining any two points on D lies completely in D. It
is well-known that f € C, if and only if Re(1 + %) > 0, z € A, from which
it follows that z f'(z) € S*. Koebe function does not belong to C. Hence, it follows
that C C §* C S. Similarly, the classes S*(«) and C(«) are the classes of starlike
functions of order o and convex functions of order «, respectively. It is also well-

known that f € S*(«), if and only if Re(%) > o and f € C(a), if and only if

Re(1 + Z-;,”S)) > a, 7 € A. The later two classes are subclasses of S, only if & > 0
and if ¢ > 1, then the classes contains only the trivial function f(z) = z.

Many extremal properties of S and S* are same because the Koebe functions are
often extremal in the whole class S. Since S* is a proper subclass of S, the largest
disk |z| < 7 < 1 thatis mapped by all f(z) € S onto a star-shaped domain, certainly
can not be found by considering only functions in §*. It is therefore of interest
to find subclass M of S for which S* C M C S. One such class is the class of
0 — spirallikefunctions, which was introduced by Spacek [66]. He showed, if for

f@) € A, Re( Zﬁg)) > O then f € S. Without loss of generality, n can be replaced

by ¢?, —m/2 < 6 < /2. Let Sp denote the set of all & — spirallikefunctions,
that is

w2l (@)
f@

For 6 = £ /2, Sp will contain only the identity functions f(z) = z. The function
called 6 — spiral Koebe function ky(z) = ( € Sp but ky ¢ S*. This

shows that S° = S*andC C S* C Sp C S.

In 1955, Kaplan [16], defined the close-to-convex function as: A function f(z) €
A is said to be close-to-convex in A, if there is a function ¢(z) in C and a real 8 such
that Re{e "/ m} > 0 for z € A. K denotes the set of all close-to-convex functions.
Many other subclasses of S have been introduced but we are not going to include
them here, it will take us away from our desired goal.

In 1955, Bazilevi¢ [2], was able to obtain a structural formula for a sufficiently
large class of functions from S which contains the subclass Sp and K.

A function f(z) € A is said to be Bazilevi¢ of type («, B), if f(z) is of the form

Sp:{feA:Re(e >>0,zeA,—71/2<9<71/2}

z a 1/(a+ip)
f<z>=z{<a+iﬂ>z—<“+"f‘> / (@) h(t)t("+"’3‘1)dz} :
0

where z € A — {0}, g € S*, and Re(¢!”h(z)) > 0in A for some« > 0, y, B € R.
More precisely, a function f(z) € A is said to be Bazilevi¢ of type © = o + ip
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(¢ >0, B € R),if f(z) satisfies the differential equation

1—n o
1) <%> - (?) h(2). 42)

The collection of univalent functions that satisfies (4.2) is called Bazilevi¢ functions
of type (&, B) and is often denoted by B(«, 8) and B = Ua’ﬂ B(a, B). Particular
choices of the parameters «, 8, and the functions g(z), h(z) yield convex, starlike,
close-to-convex, and spiral like functions, see the books by Duren [6] and Goodman
[12]. B, the class of Bazilevi¢ functions is the largest known subclass of S.

In 1971, Sheil-Small [63] gave a geometric proof of Bazilevi¢ theorem and
presented an intrinsic characterization of this result along the lines of Kaplan’s
characterization of the close-to-convex functions [16].

Also in [20], itis shownthat CCc S* c Spc K Cc BC S.

For the special case g(z) =z, 8 = 0, and @ = u € R, the class B can be written
in general as

L
f@

where < stands for subordination. We say for f, ¢ € A, f is subordinate to g
(f < g), if there is a Schwarz’ function w(z) (i.e., [w(z)| < |z|, z € A), such that
f () = gw(z)). In another way we can write for f,g € S, f < g, if f(0) = g(0)
and f(A) C g(A).

In the existing literature, U4, (1) has been studied extensively for different choices
of h(z). The followings are some of the subclasses of B so also S, which are derived
from U, ().

1. For the convex function A(z) =

I—p
Uh(,u)z{feA:Re( ) '@ <h@), zeA,

ifz, o = —u,and u < 0, the class Uy, (1) becomes

Z

I4+u
Buw)=1f€A: Re <L> 2] >0, zeAy,
f@

which has been introduced in [19].
2.For0 < A < 1, u < 0, and for the convex function h(z) = %:ZZA)Z’ the class
Uy (1) becomes

I+p
Bih,u)=1f€A: Re (L> @) >xr zeAg,
f@)

which was introduced in [28].
3.For0 < A < 1, u < 0, and for the function h(z) = 1 + Az, the class Uy, ()
becomes

z I+un
Bi(h, 1) = A || =— "(2) — 1
1(A, ) {f € ‘(f(z)) f(@

which has been introduced by Ponnusamy in [46].

< A, ZGA},
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In 1983, Sheil-Small [64], obtained that if f satisfies the condition

utl _
arg <ei’/ (%) f(Z))‘ < w ZE€ A, (4.3)

for suitable y € R, then f € S for u < 1/2 and for u = 1/2, f is spiral like. Thus,
the above result showed that the range of u can be extended from u < Oto u < 1/2.
So, for the Eq. (4.3), natural question aroused that, how to determine the region £2
of the complex plane such that

z putl
(m) f/(Z) € .Q, Z € A, (4.4)

implies that f is univalent. In particular, the problemfor 2 = {w e C: |[w—1] < A}
and determining the condition on A, so that f satisfies the condition (4.4), is starlike,
convex, if 0 < u < 1. Thus, one can still get univalent functions f having a
clear analytical description without being in B, which has been considered to be the
largest known subclass of S. So in this light, in 1999, Obradovic [31] introduced the
following class for u > 0

4 z I+un
U, 1) = D= ") —1
(A, 1) !f € '(f(z)) f@

< A, zeA,
For u = 1 and A = 1, the class

f@

was introduced in 1972 by Ozaki and Nunokowa in [43]. In [28], Obradovic
established the following result:

2
UL =U = {feA: ‘(L> @ —1

<1, zeA]

Theorem 1 If f € U, then % < (427> forze A
Z

This relation is valid for the starlike functions also. So it is possible to suppose that
U C S*. But Koebe function z/(1 — z)* belongs to / and does not belong to S*(«),
for « > 0. Similarly, the bounded analytic function f(z) = z + % € U but does not
belong to S*(«), for « > 0. ThusU ¢ S*(«), for any positive «. This inspired many
mathematicians to define subclasses which will be contained in S*(«), for @ > 0.
So in an attempt to solve this problem one subclass ¢/(1) is introduced by Obradovic¢
in [29]. For 0 < A < 1 and u = 1, the class

2
Z
Z/[k,l:L{A: : _ 4 —1
. 1D ©9) {feA '(f(z)) '@

< A, ZGA}

was introduced in [28].
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4.2 Characterization of the Classes U/ and U/())

In 1972, Ozaki and Nunokowa [43] introduced the class &/ which is a special case of
the class U (X, u) for w = 1 and A = 1, and the authors have proved thati/ C S. This
is the origin of the problems involving the the class U/(A, ). In 1998, Obradovic [29]
introduced the class ¢/(A), which is a special case of the class U(A, u) for u = 1, and
proved that /(L) C S for 0 < A < 1[1, 43]. Also observed the following remarks.

Remark 1 For A > 1, U()\) need not be univalent.
The class ¢/(A) is an interesting class as it contains Koebe function, which
provides solution to many extremal function.

Remark 2 For the function

z
7) = —,
1@ 1+ Jiz+ 1heif 23
V10 — /2
whereO.87~~-:%<)\§1
and
S 2—=A 7z 8 3 S22
arcsin —— — — < B < — — arcsin
V2, 4 4 V2

we have f € U(A) and f ¢ S*(B) [28]. Also in [26], it was shown that
Ur) ¢ S* 0<ir<l.

More information on the structure of the functions of the class I/ is given in the
following results.

Theorem 2 [39] If f € U, then
Z ") / w(t)
—=1—-—"z—z | —=dt, z€A,
f@ 2 0
where w € H and |w(z)| < 1, z € A, w(0) = w'(0) = 0.
Theorem 3 If f € U, then

(0 ‘i—l‘sm('f (O)|+Iz|>, i

7@ 2
(ii) Re (i) > 0forall |z] < 1(/16+ [f7O)F — | f"O))
7@
This result is sharp as the function
f@=———" O<a<2)
1—az—1z

shows forz =r > 0.
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4.2.1 Starlike-ness Conditions for the Class U and U().)

Since U(L) ¢ S* for0 < A < 1, z € A, so it is of interest to find a disc |z] < r,
where we can have star-likeness, convexity, or other properties. In that sense, we cite
the next few results.

Theorem 4 [38]. Let f(z) = z+ a2z’ +--- € U with 0 < |ay| = a < 2, then

/
(a) Re {m} > 0, |z| < ri(a), where ri(a) € (0, 1), is the positive root of the

J@
equation
2r* +2ar’ +a*r* = 1=0.
/ 1 1
b) 2f'@ 1 < —, |z| < r, where B and r given by
f 28] 2B
l—r(a+r)
-t 0<r < ——==nl
o Vavars @
B =

1 —[(r(a+r)*+r*
2(1 — %) ’

r(a) <r <ri(a)

where ri(a) as in (a).
2
(c) ‘&—1 <r<lzl<r0<r < ——.
2f'(2) Jat+a+12

Theorem 5 If f = z+ayz> +--- € U, then f is convex at least in the disc |z| < r,
where r is the smallest positive root of the equation

7r* + 5las|r® — 8r* = 3laa|r +1 = 0.

In the next theorem the author [30] gives a sufficient condition for a function f € A
to be in the class U.
Theorem 6 f € A and let

R { 2f'2) 1zf"@
e _Z
f@ 2 f2

3 eA
> = .
4, Z

Then f € U.

As it is mentioned in Remarks 1 and 2 that i/ ¢ S*(), @ > 0, and U(X) & S*,
A < 1, so it is of interest to find suitable conditions on Ay < 1 such that for
0 < A < A9, U(X)isincluded in §*, S*(@), Su, S, C, R or some other well-known
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subclasses of S. Here

Sa={f€A:Zf/(Z)<(1+Z) , ZGA}

f(@) 1—z
is the class of strongly starlike functions of order «, (0 < o < 1).
S;:{fes*(a): Zf(Z)—l'<1—Ol, zeA}
f@

and
Roe={fe€eA:Ref(2)>a zeA}.

Next, we cite the following results due to Obradovic et al. [40].

Theorem 7 Let f € U(X) and y € [0, 1]. Define

s _ —If"@]cos (ry/4) + sin (y [4)y/16cos? (ry /4) — | " (0)]2
v 2cos(my/4)

and AZ} is given by the inequality

sin% 4=22 > (1f"O)] + 2) VA — (LFO)] + 1) + »cos (T /2).

Then

(i) feU) = feS, for0<i=<nrt/2
(i) feUN) = feR,y for0<ir<il/2
Theorem 8 Let f(z) =2+ Y ooy a2’

_ el V2P o Bl T9 — @larl + 1)
. .

A,*
4

Then

@ felUN)= feS forO<r <2*

) feldr) = feRifor0<r<irk

Theorem 9 Let f € U(R), 1), and )\37} be in Theorem 7. Then

(1) For \x/2 < A < 1, f(z) is strongly starlike in |z| < r) , where, r;_ is the
Y Ay Ay
positive root of the equation E, ,,(r) = 0, and

E;, (r) = 2X%r*[(1 + cos (ry /2)) + 21| /()7 (1 + cos (wy /2))
+1£(0))*r* — 4sin® (ry /2)]
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(i1) )\3/2 <A1l feR,inlzl < VZ?V, where y € (0,1] and 0 < rfy < l are
related by

2= (1 f"O)r +rr?)* = ar¥sin(wy /2) + V4 — A2r* cos (ry /2).
Example 1 Let f(z) =z+ Y oy an2”, A € (0,1]. Then
— 4as

1
i) 0<Ar< T,we have

2f' () 2(1-72)
=<

e\ = , zZ€A.
f (A) 1) P Z
1—4
(i) % < A <1, we have
ref'rz)  2(1 —rz)
celUA) = < s
f@eU®) 702 Py
Valar|? +7x — 2las|
where r = .
TA

Theorem 10 Ler f € UO) with f"(0) = 0 and y € (0,1]. Then we have the
following:

(i) f eS8 for0 < A <sin(mwy/4). In particular, f € S* whenever 0 < L <

1/3/2.
(i) feS,inlz < ,/w, ifsin(ry/4) < A < 1. In particular, f € S* in

lz| < 1/v/~/21 whenever 1/4/2 < A < 1.
(iii) f € R, for0 < A <sin(wy/6). In particular, U(L) C Ry for0 < A < 1/2.

(iv) feR,inlz|l < ,/w, ifsin(wy/6) < A < 1. In particular, f € Ry in
|z| < 1/+/2X whenever 1/2 < X < 1.

Example 2 Let f € U(A), with a; = 0. Then

z2f'(2) 1 1
<1+zwhen0 < A < —.But f € §* whenever0 < A < —.
fgz) 3 V2
2(1 — 1
@ < ( 2 whenever 0 < A < —.
f@ 2—z2 7

1
e UML) CRifor0 <A < 5 [40].
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4.3 Characterization of the Class U{(A, n)

In 1998, Obradovic [29] introduced and studied the class I/(A, u) which generalizes
the class ¢/(A). In this section we discuss the historic development of this class and
its coefficient properties.

In 1995, Ponnusamy [45] showed that, if 0 < A < 2/ V5 and h € A satisfies
IW'(z) — 1| < Ain A, then h € S*(a), where & = (2 — Av/5)/(2 + A) by using the
method of differential subordination.

Theorem 11 Let A € [0,1] and |h'(z) — 1| < X in A, then h € §*(B), where
1—2

, 0<1=2/3,
1+21/2
B =
4 —5)?
— . 2/3<i<l.
2(4 — 22)

Next we sate an important convolution result due to Ruschweh and Sheil-Small
[58], which is very useful to evaluate sharp bounds.

Theorem 12 Let @, ¥ € C and suppose f < W.Then f x ® < ¥ x ®.
By using Theorem 12, Ponnusamy and Singh [51] proved the following improved
version of the Theorem11,

Theorem 13 Let0 < A < 2/\/5 and |hW'(z) — 1| < Ain A, then h € S*(B), where

-2
, 0<A<2/V5,
T+a2 = =2/Vs
ﬁ:
4 —5)2
2T o 5<a <L
24— 22 N5=h<

With the help of the above theorem, Ponnusamy [47] gave a sufficient condition
for a function in U(X, i) to be in the class of bounded starlike functions.

Theorem 14 Ifu <0,0<a <1, f € Aand

) z \M (1—
ro(5) ‘1'<M’ e

then f € S,.
Also in [47], the author found a similar type of result which dealt with an integral
operator:
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Theorem 15 Letp < 0,Rec > p, and0 < A < (e —pu+ 1|(1 — w))/(Jjc — pn)(1 —
3w). If f e UA, ), then F € S,, where
_ A =20 = /e =p+ 1)
1= 1l — /e — p+ 1)

N 2 A L i
F(Z)—Z[ZCM /0 (f(t)) A } . 4.5)

Later on, Obradovi¢ introduced and studied the generalized class U(A, ) for the
higher range of u, that is, for & > 0 in [31]. In the next section, we state some
results on the same class for the higher range of u.

and

4.3.1 Starlikeness Condition for the Class U(\, 1) with Higher
Range of 1

Obradovic [31] proved the following results for 0 < u < 1.
Theorem 16 [31] Let f € U(A, 1), 0 < w < 1. Then we have the representation

z IJ-_ 1W(Z)
(%) —1‘“% et 40

where w € H, w(0) = 0, [w(z)| < 1, forz € A.
Theorem 17 [31] Let f e U(A, ), 0 < u < 1, and

1, O<u<1/2
. I—u
0O<A<minJil,——} =

i 1-

L ip<u<,
%

then Re{()"*} > 0, for z € A.

_z_
f@
I—n

VA= +u?

Theorem 18 [31] Let f € U(A,n), 0 < u < 1, and 0 < A <
then U(A, ) C S*.

By the help of Theorem 16, Obradovic derived the following sufficient condition for
the function in /(X, ) to be in the class of starlike functions.
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Theorem 19 [31] Let f € U(A,u), 0 < u < 1,and 0 < A < i;—z, then f is a
starlike function and

2f'(2)

f @)

| -1l <1, forzeA

Theorem 20 [31] Let f € U(A, ), % < u < 1. Then, Re(f'(z)) > 0, z € A, for

0 < A < Ao, where A is the smallest positive root of the equation

@ 23 —4a*) )’ + 2 —-1=0, a= ——.

Theorem 21 [29] Let f € U(A, ), 0 < u < 1 and let for ¢ > u, F(2) is defined
by (4.5). Then

(@) F e 8 for CTM* _ ~
Ite—pn™ ya —w?+u

(b) F € S*(B), where
1=
14X

,0<u<1

, O<Xi<l—u

1 — (A2 + 22 -
Lzz), 1 — J )»1 < —M
2(1 = A3) /(1 — )2 + 2
(¢ — wr P
» 2 =
l+c—pn 1—pu
Remark 3 U(A, 1)is notincluded in §* for A < 1 but on the other hand f € U4 (A, 1)

1
(ar = 0) is seen to be in S* whenever 0 < A < —2 [40].

and A =

,0<pu<1/2

This remark opened the door for the functions of missing coefficients which will
extend the range of 1« beyond the unit interval. In 2005, Ponusamy and Sahoo [48]

introduced the class
Z u+1
f'(@) (—) -1
f@

where 0 < u < n, for a fixedn € N and A,, to be the class of the functions in
A with first n missing coefficients. The case u = n, which does produce a slightly
different implication, has been discussed in [49]. We next cite some results on the
class U(A, i) with higher range of .

Theorem 22 Lety € (0,1, n > 1, u € (0,n) and

Un(X, ) = {f €A :

<A, ZGA} =A,NUMN W),

(n — w)sin(ym/2)
V= )% + 1% + 2pu(n — ) cos (ym/2)
If f eUp(X, ), then f €S, for0 < A < A(y, 1, n).

)\.*(]/, m, l’l) =
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n—pu
Vin—w? + 12
Theorem 24 Let o € [0,1), n > 1, and u € (O,n). If f(z) € U,(X, 1), then

f € S*(a)for0 < A < A*(a, i, n), where

Theorem 23 If f €e U,(A, ;) and 0 < A < , then f € S*.

— w1 =2
(n ,lzt) 21012 for0 <a < £
— — n
A pn) = Vi — w? + (1 = 2a) 1
(n—p)(l—a)
- for <a<l.
n—pu+ pa n+pu

For 1« = n, the authors derived the following results:

Theorem 25 If f € U,(A) and b = |ay+1| < 1/n, then f € S*(«x) whenever
0 < A < Ap(@), where

VA =2a)(1 + n2(1 = 2a — b)) — n*b(1 — 2a)

lf‘O o< a()(l’l,b),

1+ n2(1 — 2a)
Ao(e) =
1 —a(l +nb)
- =~ 73 ’b <
1+ na if aro(nm )_a<1+nb
with ag(n, b) = né’;_ﬁ;ﬁl.

4.3.2 Sharpness of the Results on the Class U()\) and U(), |1)

In the recent years the classes U/(A) and U/ (A, u) have been studied more extensively
only for real . In the previous sections we stated some of important properties
and results on these classes for real p, which are not sharp. But more recently,
Ponnusamy, Obradovic and Fournier [9, 11, 56, 68] have studied these classes for
complex u and achieved even sharper results.

We next state the following theorem due to Fournier and Ponnusamy [11],
which gives conditions, under which U/(A, i) has geometric significance (such as
starlikeness and spirallikeness).

Theorem 26 [11] Let ;v € C with Re(u) < 1. Then

. . lepl
L UG, p) C S, ifand only if 0 < & < —=F=ress.

2. U, ) C Sp, ifand only if 0 < A < min (1, %), where Sp is the class of
spiral-like functions [6].
In our discussion we stated many interesting properties and results on the class

U(1, ) for real p [11]. In the following theorem, we state condition on u € C
under which functions in the class (1, ) belongs to the class of spiral-like functions:
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Theorem 27 [11]U(1, n) C Sp, ifand only if Re(n) < 1/2.
These theorems are proved with the help of some lemmas related to Blaschke
product. So we first define the Blaschke product.

Definition 1 A finite Blaschke product is a function of the type

n

; Z—daj;

o= T2 tapic oy ex
j=1 it

Next, we state an important result on Blaschke product which is very useful to
prove sharpness of several result.

Theorem 28 [14, 56] Given ¢ and v in R, there exists a sequence {b,} of finite
Blaschke products such that b,(1) = e'?, b,(0) = 0, and b,(z) — €'Yz in the sense
of convergence in H.

Theorem 29 There exists an infinite sequence wy, of infinite Balschke products with
the following property: given a function w € H with w(A) € A and two sets of
nodes {¢}i_, and {Y Y], in R, where the ¢.s are assumed to be pairwise distinct
mod 27 there exists a subsequence {wy;} of {w,} such that

wa (€%) =€V, 1<k=<m, j=12...

and
lim w,, =w inH.
j—o0 /

Following two theorems are due to Ruscheweyh [15, 57], which are the main
tools for the proof of the sharpness of many of the results on class (A, ).

Theorem 30 Letc € CwithRec < 1 and F.(z) = Y.°°  1=¢ "1 ¢ H. Then

n=1 n—c

sup | f * Fe(@)| < sup[f(2)l, forany f e™H.
ZEA zZeA

Theorem 31 Letc € C withRec < j and 0 € R. Then the functional

I(w) = Z %e”‘g, w(z) = Zak(w)zk € B;

k=1 k=1

is well defined and continuous over B; = {w € B||w(z)| < lzl/,z € A}
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4.3.3 Coefficient Characterization and Convolution Properties
of the Functions in the Classes U, U(L) and U(X, 1)

For analytic functions f in A of the form 5 = 1 + bz + byz* + - - -, a sufficient
condition for f to be in the class U is that, [34]

o0
Y (n=Dlb| <1 (4.6)
n=2
and even more, necessary condition for f to be in § is that, [33]
o0
Y (n=DbP < 1. @.7)
n=2

On the other hand, no such simple necessary condition for the functions f in A
to be in U/ seems to be known in the literature except the Bieberbach estimate. The
sufficient condition (4.6) is useful especially for rational function. The class of convex
functions is included in the class of starlike functions. Ponnusamy and Obradovic in
[36], have derived a simple analog of this concerning the class U, that is, if f € A

satisfies the condition .
Z
VAN S 2a zZ € As
‘(f (z)> ‘
then f e U.

If f,g € S, then the function F defined by ﬁ =

7@ * 3 I U whenever

f(iz) * é% # 0isin A [33]. The analogous property does not exist for the convolution
f(2) * g(z). For example k(z) * k(z) is not univalent in A, where k(z) is the Koebe
function.

This observation gives the idea about a manner which proceed with a new ap-
proach to the theory of univalent functions although there does not seem to be direct
geometrical meaning. It is sometimes convenient to consider functions f € U(A, )

of the form (f(iz))“ =14 b1z + byz*> + - - -, because the condition

o0

D= wib,* < 1. (4.8)

n=2

is necessary for the function f to be in the class S (see Theorem 11, p.193, vol. 2 of

[12]).

On the other hand, the sufficient condition for the function of the form (%)” =
¢(z) =1+ b1z +byz> +--- tobeinU(A, p) [50] is

> (= wlb| < hpn. (4.9)
n=2
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As a motivation the authors, Ponnusamy and Obradovic, obtained the above
necessary and sufficient coefficient conditions and verified results by considering spe-
cial functions like Gaussian hypergeometric function. The Gaussian hypergeometric
function is defined by

o0

>Fi(a,b,c;z) = F(a,b,c;z) = Z
n=0

(@)n(D)n o
@)y 7

where a, b, ¢ in general, are complex numbers such that ¢ # —m, m = 0,1,2,...,
and (a),, denotes the Pochhamer symbol

(ay=1 @,=a@a+D@+2)---(a+n—1) forneN.

In [34], the authors use the following lemma, which was needed to prove the
Theorems 32 and 33.

Lemma 1 Fora> —1,b> —1withab > Qandc > (a + 1)(b + 1). Then

[e¢]

S = @O
r ©n(Dy

Theorem 32 Suppose that a,b > —1, ab > 0, and ¢ > max{ab, (a + 1)(b + 1)}.
Then m isinlU.

Theorem 33 Suppose that a € C — {0} and ¢ > max{|a|?,|a + 1|*}. Then the
function F(#m) isinlU.
Remark 4 The following observations are from the Theorem 32,

M m isin U, if ¢ > 4.

Theorem 34 [34] Suppose f € S has the form

f(@
Suppose that a,b,c > =2 withc #0,—1,—2,... and satisfy

2(a+b—1)—|—ab}
3

( : >=1+b1z+bzzz+~-~7é0, by > 0.

- aba+ Db+ 1) -
2¢(c+1) -

and that (z/f(2)) * F(a,b,c;z) % 0 for all z € A. Then the transformation

1, czmax{a+b—1,

Z

(z/f @) * F(a,b,c;2)’

H(z) = 7€ A,

isinlU.
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Theorem 35 [32] Let f € U(A) and ¢ € C withRe c > 0 # ¢, such that
Z/f@)*x F(l,c,c+ 1;2) #0 forall z € A,
and G = fo be the transformation defined by

Z
(z/f@)* F(1,c,c + 1;2)°

GR) = 7€ A. (4.10)

Let A = | 50| < 1. Then

(1) G € U(A|c|/|c + 2|). The result is sharp especially when | f"(0)/2| <1 —A. In
particular, G € U whenever 0 < A < |(c +2)/c|.
(2) G € 8* whenever 0 < 1 < %(VZ—AZ — A). In particular, if » = 1,

f"0)=0,and |c —2| < 24/2 with Rec > 0, then G € S*.

Theorem 36 [32] Let f € A, inU(L) and ¢ € C with Rec > 0 # ¢, such that
Z/f@)*x F(1,c,c+1;2) 20 forallz€ A, and G = G; be the transformation
defined by (4.10). Then

(1) G € U(Alcl/|c + nl). In particular, G € U whenever 0 < A < |(c +n)/c|.

(2) G € 8* whenever 0 < ) < —lctnle=D

T e/ =12 41

4.3.4 Univalence of the Product of the Functions in the Classes
U and U(L)

In [37], the authors discussed the radius of univalence of a product of functions
F(z) = g(2)h(z)/z, where g,h € U(X). The authors considered the problem: For
geF i cSand h € F, C S, then function F = % is starlike or belongs to
the class U(A) in the disk |z] < r. In that context, the authors proved the following
theorems in [37].

Theorem 37 Let g, h € S*. Then the function F(z) = g(2)h(z)/z is starlike in the
disk |z| < 1/3. The result is sharp.

Theorem 38 Let g,h € U. Then the function F(z) = g(2)h(z)/z belongs to the
class U in the disk |z| < 1/3. The result is sharp.

Theorem 39 Let g,h € U,. Then the function F(z) = g(2)h(z)/z belongs to the
class U, in the disk |z| < % The result is sharp.

Theorem 40 Let g € U (A1) and g € Ur(Xy). Then the function F(2) = g(2)h(2)/z
belongs to the class Uy(A\3) in the disk |z| < r, where

204
r= .
A4 Ao 4 V(A 4 22)?2 + 12410023



4 A Survey On Some Special Classes of Bazilevi¢ Functions . . . 79

Theorem 41 Let g,h € S. Then the function F(z) = g(z2)h(z)/z belongs to the
class U in the disk |z| < r0, where ro ~ 0.30294 is the smallest positive root of the
equation

1
6r2+2(v2+ 43+ X2 4y, (le);r“) + log (ﬁ))zw‘(‘ﬁ‘r?{)—l )
in the interval (0, 1).

Theorem 42 Let g,h € S, such that g"(0) = h"(0) = 0. Then the function
F(z) = g(2)h(2)/z belongs to the class U in the disk |z| < ro, where ry ~ 0.435895
is the smallest positive root of the equation

2r*/3 — 2r2 43 -2
2242V + 2 r +r( r)—lzo
1 —r2 1 —-r)?

in the interval (0, 1). Moreover, F is starlike in the disk |z| < r.
The sharpness above two theorems are still open.

4.4 Characterization of the Class U (o, A, i)

In 1988, Ponnusamy [44] defined and studied a special class of Bazilevi¢ functions
as

putl
Un(a, A, ) = {fe.A (l—ot)(f( )) + f(z)(f( )> < h(2), ZGA},

where 0 < o < 1, u < 0 and h(z) is convex function in A with 2(0) = 1. Fora = 0
and h(z) = 1 Z has been studied in [42, 65].
In 2007, Zhu [71], considered the generalized class U, (a, M, ) for u < 0

u+1
(1_“)(1‘( )>+ f(Z)<f( )) !

Zhu proved the following result by using a subordination result which is given in [22]:

Un(a, M, 1) ={f €A,

<M,z e A}.

Theorem 43 [71] Leta > 0, u < 0 and let

— 1—A
M, (ot 1) = (na — w)a/2a(l — 1) —1 ffor <o <a

Vn?e? +2[(1 — Mp? — npla
a(na — )1 —X)
(n—pi+ o —2u

if0<a<a,
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n—u(l1—2)

ISR and

where, ay =

B VOu? —2np 4+ n2 — (1812 — 2np)r + A2 + 3 +n — 3ur

! 2n(l — 1)

If p(z) and q(z) are analytic in A with p(z) = 14+p,7"+--- andq(2) = 1+q,7"+- - -,
satisfy
uMz

q(@) <1— ;
no— @

then
gl —a+ap@)] <1+ Mz,

where 0 < M < M, (o, A, 1), then Rep(z) > A forz € A.
Using this theorem, the author also proved the following:

Theorem 44 [71] Let o, A, nu, M, and M,(c, A, ) be defined as in the above
theorem. If € U, (o, M, ), then f € S;i(A).

Theorem 45 [71] Let a > 0 and let

na +1 ifa>n+1
n—+1 -
M, (@) = (na — w)v/2a — 1 lf«/9+2n+n2—3+n<a<n+1
! Vn2a? +2(n + D 2n - n
a(na + 1) ifo<a<v9+2n+n2_3+n
(n—Da+2 - 2n ’

If f elUy(a, M, ), where 0 < M < M,(a), then f € S;(0).
For n = 1, the above theorem improves the result due to Mocanu in [23, 24].

Theorem 46 [71]Leta > 0,0 <X < 1 and let

(na+ 1)(1 =x)
n+1—Ax

M, (@.5) = (no + 1)/ 2a(l — 1) — 1
Vn2a? +£2(n+1— M
a(na + 1)1 — 1)

n—1+rt)at2

ifa > ay,

ifa; <a <a

if0<a =<ay,

n+l1—x

) and

where, a, =

V92 —2np +n? — (18 4+ 2m)1 + 922 — 3+ n 4 31

23]
2n(1 — &)
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If f(2) satisfies | f'(z) + azf"(z) — 1| < M forz € A, where 0 < M < M, («, ),
then f(z) € C(A).

For n = 1 the above theorem improves the result due to Mocanu, Mocanu and
Fournier [10, 25].

For A > 0, « > 0, and © > 0, Sahoo and Singh [61] defined a new class
U, (a, 1, ), of non-Bazilevi¢ analytic functions.
For the special values of « = 1, n = 1, u = 1, and A = 1, studied in [28, 29, 40,
46, 48, 51].
The authors derived following conditions for which the class U, («, A, ;) included
well-known subclasses of S.

Using the following Sahoo-Singh [59] have shown the Remark 5.

Lemma 2 [18]Let —1 < By < By < Ay < A < 1, then

14+ Ayz 1+ Az
<

s e A.
1+BQZ 1+B]Z

Remark 5 For (0 < A, < A; < 1, from Lemma 2, we have
Ula, A, 1) C U, Ay, ).

The authors derived following results in [61]

Theorem 47 Lety € (0,1, n e N, o > 0, u € (0,na), and
Ae(et, v, o m) =
a(na — ) sin 55
\/azuz + {(no — ) + (1 — @)u}? 4+ 2paf(ne — ) + (1 — a)u}cos &5
If f € U(a,r, ), then f € S)’} for 0 < A < Ao, y, u,n), here A (o, y, 1, n)
is an increasing function of n and (o, y, L, n) — o sin % as n — oo. Here
Sy =S8, A

Theorem 48 Let f € U, (o, A, ) and A (o, v, i, n) be as in Theorem 47. Then, for
Ao, v, mwon) < A, f is strongly starlike in |z| < r = r(a, A, Yy, 4, n), where
1

. (@411

. ym
(no—p)asin -

n
A¢a2u2+{(na—u)+|a—l\;L}2+2;Lotcos %{(na—u)ﬂa—llp,} } ’

r:r(a,k,y,u,n):{

Theorem 49 For0<a§%and0§ﬂ< lora > %andl—% <B<lor

a>10<pB<1-5andna—wla(l—p)—1] = u[2a(l — B) — 1], we define
a(na — p)(l — B)

(na — ) + p|l —a(l = B

Fora > 1,0 <B <1—5-and(na — wla(l — B) — 1| < u[2a(1 — B) — 1], we

define
(na — )/ 2a(l - p) -1
Vna — p? + 2 2a(1 — B) — 1]

M, B, u,n) =

)\*(Oh IB’ M, n) =
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If f elU(a, A, ), then f € S (B) for0 < A < A*(a, B, 1, n).
Next, we consider the following integral transform I( f) of f € A defined by

1— z Iz 1/u
(D] =Fz) =z [CZJ;L—IMM/O (ﬁ) tc_“dt:| ., (c+1=—p>0).
(4.12)

This transform is similar to the Alexander transform when ¢ = u = 1 and is similar
to Bernardi transformation when & = 1 and ¢ > 0.

Theorem 50 Let f € U, (a, A, ) for A >0, n > 2and u € (0,na) here o > 0.
Forc+1—p > 0andp <1, let F(2) defined by (4.12). Then F € Sg whenever c,
A, « are related by

(I =Bna —wlc+1+n—wialc+1—p)+ pu}

0< A< .
{n@—B)+nHalc+ 1) +pud —a)lc+1—wn)

4.4.1 Fekete-Szego Problem for the Class U(c, A, 1)

Until now, these classes have been studied with a view to find necessary conditions
over i, o, and X so that, these classes included into the class of univalent functions
or its well-known subclasses.

So far the most well-known Fekete—Szego problem is open for these classes.
Fekete and Szegd showed that for f € S given by (4.1)

3—4u, if  wn=0,

laz — pa3| < L42exp(=),  if O0<p<l,

4—3pu, if  wx=L

As aresult, many authors have also studied similar problems for some subclasses
of S [4, 17]. In [8], sharp upper bound of Fekete—Szegé functional |az — /w§| is
obtained for all real « when 8 = 0 for (4.13). That result was extended by Darus [5]
for a larger subclass satisfying

Re { 2f'(2)

W} >ﬂ, z€A (413)

wherea > 0,0 < g8 < 1.
Many authors studied Fekete—Szeg6 problem for subclasses of B(A, u) [67, 69].
In this chapter we concentrate on the Fekete—Szeg6 problem for the class U (o, A, ).
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By using the following lemma in [59], Sahoo—Singh established the Fekete—Szego
problem for the Class U(«, A, 1)

Lemma 3 For w(z) = ciz + 2% + - - - analytic in A, let |w(2)| < 1 in A. Then

ler] < 1 (4.14)
leol < 1= ey (4.15)

and
lea — sc}| < max{1,|s|} (4.16)

The inequalities (4.14) and (4.15) are in (e.g., [27], p. 108) and (4.16) is a trivial(e.g.,
[17]) consequence of the triangle inequality and the inequalities (4.14) and (4.15).
Equality for (4.16) may be obtained with w(z) = z when |s| > 1 and w(z) = z*> when
Is| < 1.

Theorem 51 Let f e U(a, A, nw)anda > 0,0 <A <1, u > 0. Then

A .
m, if |6 — k| <1,
las — 8a3| < " 4.17)
mw—kl, if |6 — k| =1,
1 _ 2
where k = s andl = M.
2 M2 — |

Corollary 1 Fora =1, f elU(A,u)and0 < A <1, u > 0. Then

A .
m7 if |6 — k| <1,

las — 8a3| < (4.18)

)\‘2
—I8—kl, if |8—kl=1,

(1 —p)?

1 1—w)?

where k = &andl = &
2 A2 — pl

4.5 Characterization of the Class (A, i) in C"

In [62], Nikolas Samaris dealt with analogous problems involving more generalized
classes not only for the functions in complex plane C but also for the functions in C”.
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To present these problems we first define the following notations and the definitions.
For a = (&), 2, . .. o) € Ck, we denote by D, the operator

d , d> . dF
1+a1za+azz E—i—---jtakz a7

For > 0, a € CK, Nikolas introduced the classes S, (i, o, &) and P, (i1, a, 1) by

—1
D, [f’(z)(@)u }—1 </\,zeA}
—1\/
D, |:<f’(z)<&>u )} <A,zeA}
Z

B, A) = S1(1,0,1), R(a, ) = Si(1,a, 1), P,(A) = Pu(1,0,2).

S”([L,Ot,)\,) = {f € .An :

Pn(/l“va9)") = if € An :

From this we have

If « € C*, we denote by p, the polynomial pe(x) = 1 + oyx + -+ + agx(x —
1)---(x — k + 1). Here the author consider the polynomials p,(x) has nonpositive
real zeros or @ = 0.

Ift = (t1, 12, ... ,5) € (0, ) and py, ps, . . . , px are the zeros of a polynomial p,
we will denote by 7, the number 1, ~!/°1 ¢, ~1/P2 ... g =1/pk,
If p, =1, wedefinet, = 1.1fn =0,1,2,... we denote by W, the class of analytic
functions in A for which |w(z)| < |z|" in A.

Theorem 52 Let S, (u,«, L) be the class, such that (u + n)py(n) — Au > 0. Let
also

1
L(u, a) = / Sl’l(tot’tk_/:; s
[0’1]k+1
sn(t1,12) = sup{|w(t1z) — w(t122)|, w € W, z € A} and

Ay (p, 0) po(n)( +n)
Pa(M)( + 1) — Ap

@) Ifsp(u,o,A) < r, then S,(u, o, 1) C T,.

S;‘:(/"L’ a’ )") =

() Ifx < L,"(u, @), then S,(ju, a, A) C Ty where
-1
L (o) = [1 (1 a)+L} .
’ ’ Pa(n)(i + n)
(iii) It holds that

N A2u +n) Do) + 1)
X I(u,a) > =22 2
Sy(u,a,A) < ) — (n, ) > 3 tn




4 A Survey On Some Special Classes of Bazilevi¢ Functions . . . 85

Remark 6 The relation of part(i) of the above theorem is equivalent to

2f'@ Y=l =yl+si(n,a,r), yeC, zeA.
f@
If 53(u 0, 2) < Tand 1 = (14 57(1, @, 1))/2, then S,(1e, @, 1) C (S*);, where
2f'@)
S*), = A -l =1 ar.
S =1feA 1) =h ze }

For particular values of «, i, and y, many authors have obtained nonsharp results
which we discussed in previous sections, but here these results are sharp. The last
inclusion is a new one, which in addition, is sharp. There are several other sharp
results for this class which are analogous of the class of functions in C variable
studied earlier.

Theorem 53 Let P,(u, o, L) be the class such that n(n + w)pe(n — 1) — Ay > 0.
Let also

1 —1,—1
Ta(p, ) = / Sn(tottk+l,t0/u)ta Teyts
[0!1]k+2

I ATa(p, o, 2)
s, (o, A) = ’
I —Au/(n(n + pw)po(n — 1))
and 1
3k M B
T, o) = [Tn(u,a)Jr Y — 1)} .

@ If sy (pu,a,X) <r, then P,(,a, 1) C T,.

(11) lf)\' = 771*(#,0{): then Pn(/'l'7a7)") C Tl

2 — I (@) paln — 1
(i) 57, (u. .0y < MEHEM = Dl 1 @po(n — D
n(n+ p)pe(n — 1) — Ap
n(n + pn)pe(n — 1)
o) > ,
31““ +n— ZMI**tlfl(a)pa(n — 1)

For particular value of « and p the results are in [46, 52], but these results are more
strong.

T*l’l (l’l”
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Chapter 5
Uniqueness of Entire Functions Sharing
Certain Values with Derivatives

Indrajit Lahiri

5.1 Preliminaries

Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function in the open complex plane C. We
denote by n(r, a; f) the number of a-points of fin | z | < r fora € CU {oo}, where
an a-point is counted according to its multiplicity. We put

r

N(r,a; ) = / nlt,a: ) —n(O,a;f)dt +n(0,a; f)logr

t
0

and call it the integrated counting function of a-points of f. Also we define

2

1 .
mer, f)=5- / log™ | f(rei®) | d6

0

and call it the proximity function of £, wherelogt x = logx ifx > l andlog®™ x = 0
if0<x<1.

For a € C, we put m(r,a; f)=m(r, ﬁ) and for a =00, we put N(r,00; f)
= N, f)and m(r,o00; f) = m(r, f).

Thesum T'(r, ) = m(r, )+ N(r, f)is called Nevanlinna characteristic function
of f . The number

. log T(r, f)
p = limsup —————=
r—00 logr

is called the order of f.
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B We denote by 7n(r,a; f) the number of distinct a-points of f in | z | < r, and
N(r,a; f) is defined in terms of n(r, a; f) in the usual way for a € C U {oo}.

S(r, f)

TG, f)

We denote by S(r, f) any quantity satisfying — Qasr — oo, possibly

outside a set of finite linear measure.

Let f and g be two nonconstant meromorphic functions defined in the open
complex plane C. Fora € CU {oo} , we say that f and g share the value a counting
multiplicities (CM) if f and g have the same a-points with the same multiplicities.
If we do not consider the multiplicities then f and g are said to share the value a
ignoring multiplicities (IM). The investigation of the relation between two entire or
meromorphic functions sharing certain values is the main theme of the uniqueness
theory. The theory was initiated by the two results of R. Nevanlinna [33] known as:
the five value theorem and the four value theorem.

5.2 Entire Functions Sharing Two Values with Their Derivatives

The uniqueness problem of entire and meromorphic functions sharing values with
their derivatives is a special case of the uniqueness theory. The research on this
problem was started by L. A. Rubel and C. C. Yang [35] with the following result.

Theorem 1 Let f be a nonconstant entire function. If f and f' share the distinct
finite values a and b CM, then f = f’.

Considering f = e / e’et(l —e')dt , we see that f/ — 1 = ¢*(f — 1) and so

0
the hypothesis that f and f’ share two finite values is essential for Theorem 1.
In 1979, Mues and Steinmetz [32] improved Theorem 1 by considering IM shared
values and proved the following result.

Theorem 2 Let f be a nonconstant entire function, a and b be distinct finite values.
If f and f’ share the values a and b IM, then f = f'.

In 1992, Zheng and Wang [47] considered shared functions and improved
Theorem 1 in the following manner.

Theorem 3 Let f be a nonconstant entire function, a = a(z) and b = b(z) be
distinct meromorphic functions satisfying T(r,a) + T(r,b) = S(r, f). If f —a and
f' —a share 0 CM, and f — b and ' — b share 0 CM, then f = f’.

In 2000, Qiu [34] replaced CM sharing by IM sharing in Theorem 3 and proved
the following result.

Theorem 4 Let f be a nonconstant entire function, a = a(z)( # o0) and
b = b(z)( # o0) be distinct meromorphic functions satisfying T (r,a) + T(r,b) =
S, f). If f —aand f' — a share O IM and f — b and ' — b share 0 IM, then
f=f

In 1990, Yang [39] considered the problem of uniqueness of an entire function
when it shares two values with its k-th derivative. He proved the following results.
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Theorem 5 Let f be a nonconstant entire function, k( > 2) be a positive integer
and a( # 0) be a finite value. Suppose that 0 is a Picard exceptional value of f and
£ and that a is an IM shared value of f and f®. Then f = f®.

Theorem 6 Let f be a nonconstant entire function, k( > 2) be a positive integer,
a and b be two distinct finite values. If f and f® share values a and b CM, then
f=f ®,

Frank [12] in 1991 proposed the following conjecture:

Frank’s Conjecture If an entire function f shares two finite values IM with its k-th
derivative (k > 1), then f = f®.

Li and Yang [25] settled this conjecture affirmatively in 2000 as a consequence of
the following theorem.

Theorem 7 Let f be a nonconstant entire function and a, b be two distinct complex
numbers. Let g = apf + a1 fO + -+ a, fO%k > 1) and ¢ = (f’i(a];—(_fgjb), where
ap, Ay, ... ,ag(ar # 0) are constants. If f and g share a,b IM, then ¢ must be a
constant satisfying app + ar¢r + - - - + arp* = 0.

In 1994, Gu [13] extended Theorem 6 by considering a linear differential
polynomial.

Theorem 8 Let f be a nonconstant entire function, and let a and b be distinct finite
values, P(f) = f® +a1(z)f("’1) + - 4 a,(2) f(z), whereaj(z) (j = 1,2,... ,n)
are entire functions satisfying T (r,a;) = S(r, f) for j = 1,2,... ,n. If f and P(f)
share finite values a and b CM, and a + b # 0 or a,(z) # —1, then f = P(f).

Li and Yang [24] further generalised Theorem 6 and proved the following result.

n .
Theorem 9 Let f be a nonconstant entire function and L(f) = b_y + Y_ b; f\/),

Jj=0
where b, # 0 and b;j(j = —1,0,1,... ,n) are meromorphic functions satisfying
T(r,bj) = S, f) for j = —1,0,1,... ,n. Let ay and a, be two distinct finite

values. If f and L(f) share a; CM and a, IM, then f = L(f) or f and L(f) have
the following expressions

f=a+ (@ —a)l—e)
and
L(f) =2ay —ai + (a1 — ax)e”,

where o is an entire function.
We now require the following definition.

Definition 1 Ler f and g be nonconstant meromorphic functions and a be a com-
plex number. We denote by Ng(r,a; f,g) the reduced counting function of those
common zeros of [ — a and g — a having the same multiplicities. Also, we denote
by No(r,a; f,g) the reduced counting function of the common zeros of f — a and

g—a.
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IfN(r,a; f) = No(r.a; f,8)+S(r, f)and N(r,a; ) = No(r.a; f,8)+S(r. g),
we say that f and g share the value a IM*.

IfN(r,a; ) = Ng(r,a; f,8)+S(r, f)and N(r,a;8) = Ng(r,a; f,8)+S(r, ),
we say that f and g share the value a CM*.

Yang and Li [42] extended Theorem 9 to meromorphic functions with few poles
in the following manner.

Theorem 10 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function satisfying N(r, f) =
n

S(r,f)and L(f) = b_1 + Y bjf(j), where b, # 0and b;(j = —1,0,1,... ,n)
j=0

are meromorphic functions satisfying T(r,b;) = S, f) for j = —1,0,1,... ,n.

Let ay and aj be two distinct meromorphic functions such that T (r,a;) = S(r, f) for

Jj = 1L2.1If f and L(f) share a; CM* and a, IM*, then f = L(f) or f and L(f)

have the following expressions

f=a+(a —a)l —a)
and
L(f)=2a; —a) + (a1 — ax)ex,

where « is a meromorphic function satisfying N(r,o00;a) + N(r,0;a) = S(r, ).
In order to state the next theorem we need the following definition due to Mues
[31].

Definition 2 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function and L(f) be a
linear differential polynomial generated by f. We now define for a € C,

No(r.+5 — 1
w(a) = t(a; f,L(f)) = liminf ———~ if N(r,—) #= 0 and
r—00 N<r,f+a> f—a
t@) = t(a; f,L(f) = 1 if N(r,ﬁ) = 0, where No [ r,

the reduced counting function of those a-points of f and L(f) having the same
multiplicities.
Wang [36] improved Theorem 9 in the following manner.

denotes

n .
Theorem 11 Let f be a nonconstant entire function and L(f) = b_1 + Y_ b; f\/),
i=0

where b, # 0 and b;(j = —1,0,1,... ,n) are meromorphic functions satisfying
T(r,bj) = S(r,f) for j = —=1,0,1,...,n. If f and L(f) share two complex
2
numbers a, and ay IM and if t(a;) > %, where n is the highest order of the
n

derivative involved in L(f), then either f = L(f) or f and L(f) have the following
expressions

f=a+(a —a)(l —e*)?
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and
L(f)=2a, — a1 + (a1 — ax)e”,

where « is an entire function.

2
In the same paper J. P. Wang conjectured that the condition t(a;) > % might
n

1
be replaced by t(a;) > 3"

In response to this conjecture in 2005 Yang and Li [42] proved the following
result.

Theorem 12 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function satisfying N(r, f) =

S(r,fandg = L(f)=b_1+>_ bjf(-i), whereb, # 0andb;(j = —1,0,1,... ,n)
j=0

are meromorphic functions satisfying T(r,b;) = S, f) for j = —1,0,1,... ,n.

1
Let ay and ay be two distinct finite values. If max{t(a,), t(az)} > > then f and g
assume one of the following cases:
(i) f=8
(ii) f =a»+ (a1 —ax)(1 — h)? and_g = 2a, — a + (a; — ax)h, where h is a
meromorphic function satisfying N(r,o0;h) + N(r,0;h) = S(r, f),
(iii) f = a1 + (a2 — a))(1 — h)? and g = 2ay — ay + (ay — ar)h, where h is a
meromorphic function satisfying N(r,o0;h) + N(r,0; h) = S(r, f);

(iv) there exists an integer k > 3 such that ko = ¢, wherea = =8 __&
-8 8- a1
/ / _
8 o andp=_ T8
g§—a (f —a)(f —a2)

2
If, further, max{t(a;), t(ax)} > 3 then one of (i) — (iii) holds.

When the linear differential polynomial g = L(f) involves only the first derivative
of f, then Yang and Li [42] obtained the following theorem.

Theorem 13 Suppose that f is a nonconstant meromorphic function satisfying
N(r, =S8, flandg = L(f) =b_1+bof + b1 f', where b;(j = —1,0,1) are
meromorphic functions satisfying T (r,b;) = S(r, f) for j = —1,0,1. Let a; and a>
be two distinct meromorphic functions such that T (r,a;) = S(r, f) for j = 1,2. If
f and g share a, and ay IM*, then one of the following cases holds:

(i) f=g
(i) f=a+(a —a)(1 —h)* and g = 2a, — ay + (a) — ar)h;
(iii) f = a1 + (a2 —a))(1 — h)? andlg =2ay — a» + (ap — ay)h;
) a+ay  (az—a) (h+3) ar+ay  (ax —aph
= d = R
(iv) f 5 + 7 and g ) )
where h is a meromorphic function satisfying ﬁ(r, 0;h) + ﬁ(r, oo h) = S(r, f).
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53 f, f’ and f” Sharing One Value

Jank et al. [16] considered the problem of uniqueness of entire and meromorphic
functions sharing a value with two of its derivatives. Their results can be stated as
follows.

Theorem 14 Let f be a nonconstant entire function and a # 0 be a finite constant.
If f, [’ share the value a IM and f"(z) = a whenever f(z) = a, then f = f'.

Theorem 15 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function and a # 0 be a finite
constant. If f, f' and f” share the value a CM, then f = f’.
Extending Theorem 14, Chang and Fang [9] proved the following two results.

Theorem 16 Let f be a nonconstant entire function and a, ¢ be two nonzero
constants. If f'(z) = a whenever f(z) = a and f"(z) = ¢ whenever f'(z) = a,

then either @) = Aexp (£) + XL or f0) = Aexp () +a, where A s a
a

a

nonzero constant.

Theorem 17 Let f be a nonconstant entire function. If f(z) —z and f'(z) — z share
0IM and f"(z) = z whenever ['(z) = z, then f = f’.
We now require the following notation.

Definition 3 Let f be a meromorphic function in C and a meromorphic function
a = a(z) is called a small function of f if T(r,a) = S(r, f). We now denote by
E(a; f) the set of distinct zeros of f — a, where a is a small function of f.

Improving Theorem 17 following result is recently proved by Lahiri and Ghosh
[20].

Theorem 18 Let f be a nonconstant entire function and a = az+ 8, where a( % 0)
and B are constants. If E(a; f) C E(a; f") and E(a; f') C E(a; f"), then either

f=Ae¢or f=az+ B+ (az+ B —2a)exp [—“”ﬁ_za }
In 2004 Wang and Yi [38] also generalised Theorem 14 and proved the following
two results.

Theorem 19 Let f be a nonconstant entire function and k( > 2) be a positive
integer. If f(z) — z and f'(z) — z share 0 CM and if f*(z) = z whenever f(z) = z,
then f = f'.

Theorem 20 Let f be a nonconstant entire function and k( > 2) be a positive
integer. If f, ' and % have the same fixed points with the same multiplicities, then
f=r

In 1995 Zhong [48] considered the higher order derivative of an entire function
and proved the following theorem.

Theorem 21 Let f be a nonconstant entire function, and let n be a positive integer.
If f and ' share a finite nonzero value a CM and if f™(z) = fO" V() = a
whenever f(z) = a, then f = f™.

In this direction Li and Yang [26] also proved the following theorem.
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Theorem 22 Let f be a nonconstant entire function, a be a finite nonzero constant
and let n be a positive integer. If f, ™ and "tV share the value a CM, then
=7

In the above two theorems we see that two consecutive derivatives are involved.
However in 2003 Wang and Yi [37] proved the following two results, in the first of
which they did not consider two consecutive derivatives of f.

Theorem 23 Let f be a nonconstant entire function, a be a finite nonzero constant,
and n, m( > n) be positive integers. If f and f’ share the value a CM and if
F™(2) = f™(2) = a whenever f(2) = a, then

f:Aexp()\z)Jra—%,

where A( # 0) and A are constants satisfying \"~' = A"~1 = 1.

Theorem 24 Let f be a nonconstant entire function, a be a finite nonzero constant,
and n( > 2) be a positive integer. If f and f' share the value a CM and if f™(z) = a
whenever f(z) = a, then

f:Aexp()Lz)—i—a—%,

where A( # 0) and A are constants satisfying \" "' = 1.

Recently, Lu and Xu [30] used the theory of normal families to replace CM sharing
by IM sharing in Theorem 24 but at the cost of an additional condition as we see in
the following theorem.

Theorem 25 Let f be a nonconstant entire function, a be a finite nonzero constant,
and n( > 2) be a positive integer. If  and f’ share the value a IM and if f™(z) = a
whenever f(z) = a and if there exists 7o € C satisfying f"(z0) = f'(z0) = b, where
b # a is a constant, then

a
f=Aexp(lz)+a— T
where A( # 0) and ) are constants satisfying \"~' = 1.
However, in the same year Chang and Fang [11] were able to replace the CM
sharing by IM sharing in Theorem 24 without any additional hypothesis. Their result
can be stated as follows.

Theorem 26 Let f be a nonconstant entire function, a be a finite nonzero complex
number and k( > 2) be a positive integer. Suppose that '(z) = a whenever f(z) = a
and f®(z) = a whenever f'(z) = a. Then either f = cexp{iz}or f = cexp{iz}+
@, where ¢, ) are nonzero constants with A¥=1 = 1.

Let us now see another way of sharing values by an entire function and its
derivative. In 1995, Zhong [48] introduced the following notion.

Definition 4 Let f and g be two nonconstant meromorphic functions defined in C.
Fora € CU{oo}, we put A = {E(a; f)\E(a;g)} U{E(a;g)\E(a; f)}. For B C C,
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we denote by Ng(r,a; f) the counting function (counted with multiplicities) of those
a-points of f which belong to the set B.

The functions f and g are said to share a value a IMN if No(r,a; f) = S(r, f)
and Na(r,a; g) = S(r, g). If, in addition, the common a-points of f and g have the
same multiplicities, then f and g are said to share a value a CMN.

Using this idea Zhong [48] proved the following uniqueness theorem.

Theorem 27 Let f be a nonconstant entire function, f, f™n > 1) share a value
a( # 0,00) IMN and fV(z) = fOtV(z) = a when f(z) = a. If for any set E of
finite linear measure

Ny (r,a; fOFD 1
im M;ﬁ_ (5.1)
r—o0,r ¢E N(r,a;f("Jrl))

2 9
then f = f™, where A = E(a; f)AE(a; f+V).
Zhong left the possibility of removing the condition (5.1) as open. In 1997 Yang
[40] indeed removed the condition (5.1) and proved the following result.

Theorem 28 Let f be a nonconstant entire function. If f and f™(n > 1) share
the value a( # 0,00) IMN and fV(z) = f"*V(z) = a when f = a, then f = cé?,
where c is a nonzero constant.

Recently a result of Zhong (Theorem 21) is improved in the following manner by
Lahiri and Ghosh [21].

Theorem 29 Let f be a nonconstant entire function and a, b be two nonzero
finite constants. Suppose further that A = E(a; f)\E(a; f) and B = E(a; fV)\
{E(a; f™) N E(b; f7*D)} for n > 1. If each common zero of f — a and fV —a
has the same multiplicity and Na(r,a; f) + Np(r,a; f(l)) = S(r, f), then f =
Aexp {%} + # or f = Aexp {%} + a, where A( # 0) is a constant.

The theorem of L. Z. Yang (Theorem 28) is also improved in the following way
[21].

Theorem 30 Let f be a nonconstant entire function and a, b be two nonzero finite
constants. Suppose that A = E(a; f)\E(a; f™) and B = E(a; f"™)\{E(a; f") N
Eb; f" ) for n > 1. If No(r,a; f) + NB(r,a;f(")) = S(r, f), then either
f = rexp{z} or f = rexp{z} + a, where A( # 0) is a constant.

Remark 1 Theorem 29 will look smarter if one can get rid of the hypothesis: each
common zero of f — a and Y — a has the same multiplicity.

If AU B = ¢, then by Theorems 16 and 26 one can remove this hypothesis. Again
ifAUB # ¢ andn = 1, then also this hypothesis is needless for Theorem 29 as is ev-
ident from its proof. Soif AUB # ¢ andn > 2, then it is an interesting open problem
to investigate the possibility of removing the said hypothesis from Theorem 29.

Yang [41] gave a generalisation of a result of Jank-Mues-Volkmann (Theorem 14)
in the following manner.

Theorem 31 Let f be a nonconstant entire function. If f and "™ share a finite
value a( # 0) IM and E(a; f) C E(a; fP)N E(a; f"+Y), then f = f™.
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In 1999, Li [23] further extended Theorem 31 by considering a linear differential
polynomial instead of the derivative. The result of P. Li may be stated as follows.

Theorem 32 Let f be anonconstant entire functionand L = a; fV4a, f@ 4. - .+
a, f, where ay,ay, . ..a,( # 0) are constants. If f and L share a finite nonzero
n n

value a IM, E(a; f) C E(a; fV) N E(a; L!V) and ZZkak # 0 or Zak # —1,
k=1 k=1
then f = fO =L

Considering the following example P. Li showed that the condition Z 2kar #£0
k=1

n
or E a, # —1 is essential.
k=1

Example 1 Letaj,as,...,a, be constants satisfying Z Zkak = 0 and Zak =
k=1 k=1
eZZ 2keZZ
—1.Weput f = a+——e where a( # 0, 00) is aconstant. Then f® = ——eZ
and L(z) = ¢°. Hence f, L share the value a CM and E(a; f) C E(a; f(l)) N
E(a; LM)ybut f £ fO.

Seeing the result and example of Li, Lahiri et al. [22] raised the following ques-
tions: Is it possible to further relax the nature of value sharing in Theorem 327 Is the
example of P. Li only of its kind?

In order to answer this question the following two results are proved in [22].

Theorem 33 Let f be a nonconstant entire function in C, a be a finite nonzero
complex number and L = a; fV +a, fP + - +a, f™, where ay, ay, . . . a,( # 0)
are constants.

Further suppose that Ey(a; f) C E(a; DY and Ny(r,a; f) + Np(r,a; L) =
S(r, f), where A = E(a; f)\E(a;L), B = E(a; L)\{E(a; f") N E(a; L")} and
Ey(a; f) are the set of simple a-points of f. Then one of the following cases holds:

(i) f=a+ ae®and L = ae®, where a is a nonzero constant;

(ii) f = L = ae’, where a is a nonzero constant;
2

n n
e a Z
(iii) f=a+ — &% — e and L = aé’, where E 2%aq, =0, E a, = —1and a
a
. k=1 k=1
is a nonzero constant.

Theorem 34 Let f be a nonconstant entire function in C, a be a finite nonzero
complex number and L = a) fV +a, fP + -+ a, f®, where ay, ay, . . . a,( # 0)
are constants.

Further, let Nao(r,a; f) + Ng(r,a; L) = S(r, f), where A = E(a; f)\E(a; L),
B = E(a; L)\{E(a; f")N E(a; LW)). If f % L, then one of the following cases
holds:
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(i) f=a+ ae® and L = ae’, where « is a nonzero constant;

o?

n n
(ii) f=a+ —e* — et and L = aet, where ZZkak =0, Zak =—land o
‘ a k=1 k=1
is a nonzero constant.
In connection to a result of Jank-Mues-Volkmann (Theorem 15) following question
was asked [14, 15]: Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function, a be a nonzero
finite complex number and k, m be two distinct positive integers. Suppose that f,
f® and £ share a CM. Can we get f = f®?
Following example shows that the answer to the above question is, in general,
negative [40].

Example 2 Let k, m be positive integers satisfying m > k + 1, b be a nonzero
constant such that b* = »” # 1 anda = b*. Put f = e’ +a — 1. Then f, f® and
£ share a CM but f % % However, we see that f® = fim,

In view of this example Chang and Fang [10] asked: Let f be a nonconstant
meromorphic function, a be a nonzero finite complex number and k, m be two
distinct positive integers. Suppose that f, f& and f" share a CM. Can we get
f(k) = f(m)?

To answer this question affirmatively Chang and Fang [10] proved the following
results.

Theorem 35 Let f be a nonconstant entire function, a be a finite complex number,
k and m be two distinct positive integers, and (k,m) be the greatest common divisor
ofkandm. If f, f® and f" share a CM, then

1 i .
f(Z)=<1—;>a+j§Cj€' )

where q is a positive integer with q < (k,m), ¢ and C;,1 < j < g, are nonzero
constants, and Xj,1 < j < g, are distinct nonzero constants satisfying (A j)" =
A" =cfora # 0and ()\j)k =c¢ (A)" =d fora = 0, where d is a nonzero
constant.

Theorem 36 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function, a be a nonzero finite
complex number and k, m be two distinct positive integers. Suppose that f, f% and
£ share a CM. Then f® = fm,

5.4 Entire and Meromorphic Functions Sharing a Single
Value with Their Derivatives

We start this section with following definition.



5 Uniqueness of Entire Functions Sharing Certain Values with Derivatives 99

Definition 5 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function, the hyper-order of f,
denoted by p»(f), is defined by

. loglog T'(r, f)
po(f) = lim sup %f
r—00 ogr

Briick [8] proved the following results.

Theorem 37 Let f be a nonconstant entire function satisfying p>(f) < oo, where
02(f) is not a positive integer. If f and f’ share the value 0 CM, then [ = cf’ for
some nonzero constant c.

Theorem 38 Let f be a nonconstant entire function. If f and f' share the value 1
CMand if N(r,0; f') = S(r, f), then f —1 = c(f' — 1) for some constant c¢( # 0).

Zhang [44] extended Theorem 38 to meromorphic functions and proved the
following results.

Theorem 39 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function. If f and f’ share 1
CM and if

N(r,00; f) + N(r,0; f') < {x +o(DYT(r, f)

/

is a nonzero constant.

1
for some constant ) € (0, 5), then

Theorem 40 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function. If f and f® share 1
CM and if

2N(r,00; f) 4+ N(r,0; )+ N, 0; f9) < (A + oD} T (r, fY)

0 _1q

for some constant A € (0, 1), then is a nonzero constant.

A meromorphic function a is called small with respect to a meromorphic function
fif T(r,a) = S(r, f). In 2003, Yu [43] considered the uniqueness problem of an
entire or ameromorphic function when it shares one small function with its derivative.
K. W. Yu proved the following two results.

Theorem 41 Let f be a nonconstant entire function and a( # 0,00) be a small

3
function of f. If f —a and % — a share the value 0 CM and 8(0; f) > T then
f = f® where k is a positive integer.

Theorem 42 Let f be a nonconstant non-entire meromorphic function and a( #
0, 00) be a small function of f. If

(i) f and a have no common pole,
(ii) f —aand f® — a share the value 0 CM,
(iit) 45(0; f) +2(8 + k)O(00; f) > 19 + 2k,

then f = f®, where k is a positive integer. Further if k is an odd integer, then the
hypothesis (i) can be dropped.
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In his paper K. W. Yu asked the following open questions:

Can CM shared value be replaced by an IM shared value?

3
Can the condition §(0; f) > 1 of Theorem 41 be further relaxed?

1.

2.

3. Can the condition (iii) of Theorem 42 be further relaxed?

4. Can, in general, the condition (i) of Theorem 42 be dropped?

On these questions a considerable amount of work has been done. In connection to
the second question of K. W. Yu, in 2004 Liu and Gu [27] proved the following result.

Theorem 43 Letk > 1 and f be a nonconstant meromorphic function, a( # 0, 00)
be a small function of f. If f —a and % — a share the value 0 CM, f® and a do
not have any common pole of same multiplicity and 26(0; f) +4©(o0; ) > 5, then
f=r.

If f is entire, then Theorem 43 reduces to the following.

Theorem 44 Let k > 1 and f be a nonconstant entire function, a( # 0, 00) be a
1
small function of f. If f —a and f® — a share the value 0 CM and 8(0; ) > =

>
then f = f®.
In order to state the next results we require the following definition [17, 18].

Definition 6 Let k be a nonnegative integer or infinity. For a € CU {oo} we denote
by Ei(a; f) the set of all a-points of f where an a-point of multiplicity m is counted
mtimes ifm < k and k + 1 times if m > k. If Ex(a; ) = Ex(a; g), we say that f, g
share the value a with weight k.

The definition implies that if f, g share a value a with weight k then z, is a zero
of f —a with multiplicity m( < k) if and only if it is a zero of g — a with multiplicity
m( < k) and z, is a zero of f — a with multiplicity m( > k) if and only if it is a zero
of g — a with multiplicity n( > k), where m is not necessarily equal to n.

We write f, g share (a, k) to mean that f, g share the value a with weight k.
Clearly, if f, g share (a, k) then f, g share (a, p) for all integers p, 0 < p < k. Also
we note that f, g share a value a IM or CM if and only if f, g share (a,0) or (a, c0)
respectively.

Following definition is well-known.

Definition 7 We denote by §,(a; f) the quantity

§y(a; f)=1—limsup —N;(:;a};”)

)

where p is a positive integer and N,(r,a; f) denotes the counting function of a-
points of f, an a-point of multiplicity m being counted m times if m < p and p times
ifm> p.

In 2004 Lahiri and Sarkar [19] used the above idea to prove the following two
results in response to the first question of K. W. Yu for a shared value and also to
prove a result for a shared small function.
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Theorem 45 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function and k be a positive
integer. If f, f® share (1,2) and

2N(r,00; ) + Na(r, 0; f©) 4+ Na(r, 05 £) < {h + oI T(r, £)
f(k) -1

forr € I, where O < X < 1 and I is a set of infinite linear measure, then

is a nonzero constant.

Theorem 46 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function and k be a positive
integer. If f, f® share (1,1) and

IN(r,00; f) + Na(r, 0: £®) 4 2N(r,0; ) < {h & o(DIT(r, F©)
k) _1q

forr € I, where O < X < 1 and I is a set of infinite linear measure, then

is a nonzero constant.

Theorem 47 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function and k be a positive
integer. Let a( # 0, 00) be a small function of f. If

(i) a has no zero (pole) which is also a zero (pole) of f or f% with the same
multiplicity,
(ii) f —aand f(k) — a share (0,2),
(iii) 28244(0; f) + (4 + k)O(o0; f) > 5+ k,

then f = f®,
Liu and Yang [29] considered an IM shared value by a meromorphic function and
its derivative. Their results can be stated as follows:

Theorem 48 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function. If f and f' share the
value 1 IM and if

N(r,00; f)+ N(@r,0; ') < {h +o(DIT(r, f)),
—1

1 .
where 0 < A < T then is a nonzero constant.

Theorem 49 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function, k be a positive integer.
If f and f® share the value 1 IM and if

Bk 4+ 6)N(r,00; f)+ 5 N(r,0; f) < {x + o(D}T(r, f®),
Fh 1

where 0 < A < 1, then is a nonzero constant.

Considering a small function Zhang [45] proved the following theorems which
improve the results of Lahiri and Sarkar [19].

Theorem 50 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function and k( > 1), [( > 0)
be integers. Also let for a small function a( # 0,00) of f, f —a and f* — a share
(k) _

(0,1). If one of the following holds, then

is a nonzero constant:
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(i) I > 2 and 2N(r,00; f) + No(r,0; f®) + No(r,0;(f/a)) <{r + o(1)}
T(r, f®),

(ii) I = 1 and ZW(r,oo;f) + Ny(r,0; f(")) + 2N(r,0; (f/a)) <{r + o(1)}
T(r, f0),

(ii) =0 and 4N(r,00; f)+3N2(r,0; f®)+2N(r,0;(f/a)) <{r + o(1)}
T(r, f*),

forr € I, where 0 < A < 1 and I is a set of infinite linear measure.

Theorem 51 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function and k( > 1), I( > 0)
be integers. Also let for a small function a( # 0,00) of f, f —a and f* — a share
(0,1). If one of the following holds, then f = f®:

(i) 1 > 2 and 3+ k)O(c0; f) + 282:4(0; f) > k + 4,
(ii) 1 = 1 and (4 + k)O(00; f) + 38,.4(0; f) > k +6,
(i) 1 = 0 and (6 + 2k)O(00; ) + 58,44 (0; ) > 2k + 10.

In 2007 two improvements were made over the results of Q. C. Zhang (Theorems
50 and 51) by J. L. Zhang, L. Z. Yang and by A. Banerjee. First, we state the result
of J. L. Zhang and L. Z. Yang [46].

Theorem 52 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function, k( > 1) and I( > 0)
be two integers. Let L(f) = f(k) + ak_lf(k_l) + -+ aof, where ag,ay,. .. a1
are small functions of f. If for a small function a( # 0,00), f —a and L(f) — a
share (0,1), then f = L(f) provided one of the following holds:

(i) 1 > 2 and 514(0; f) + 62(0; f) + 360 (0c0; f) + 8(a; f) > 4,
(ii) 1 = Land 8,14(0; £)+82(0; £)+38144(0; )+ 2O (00; f)+8(a; f) > 5+5,
(iii) 1 = 0 and 8241(0; £)+28144(0; £)+82(0; £)+O(0; £)+(6+2k)O(c0; f)+
8(a; f) > 2k + 10.

We now require the following definition.

Definition 8 We denote by N(r,a; f |> k) (N(r,a; f |> k)) the counting function
(reduced counting function) of those a-points of f whose multiplicities are not less
than k.

In a similar manner we define N(r,a; f |< k) and N(r,a; f 1< k).

Banerjee [7] proved the following two results in the same direction.

Theorem 53 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function and k( > 1), [( > 0)
be integers. If f —a and f* — a share (0,1) for some nonconstant small function a

k) _
of f, then ! a

— is a nonzero constant, provided one of the following holds:

(i) 1 = 2 and 2N(r,00; f) + Na(r,0; f®©) + Ny(r, 05 (f/a)) — N(r,0; f/a |>
3) < (A +oMIT(r, D),

(i) | = 1 and 2N(r,00; f) + No(r,0; f®) + 2N(r,0; (f/a)) — N(,0; f/a |>
2) < (A +o(DYT(r, fO),
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(iii) 1=0and 4N(r,00; f)+2Ns(r,0; fO)+ N(r,0; f® |< 1)+ 2N(r,0;(f/a))
—N(@,0; fla |=2) < {h+o(YT(r, fO),

forr € I, where 0 < A < 1 and I is a set of infinite linear measure.

Theorem 54 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function and k( > 1), [( > 0)

be integers and a be a nonconstant small function of f. Suppose that f — a and
O — a share (0,1). Then f = f® provided one of the following holds:

(i) 1 =1and (; + k) O(c0; f) + ;52(0; )+ 804(0; £) > 5+k,

(ii) I = 0and (6+2k)O(00; f)+26(0; )+ 82(0; )+ 8144(0; )+ 8244(0; f) >
2k + 10.

In 2006, Lin and Lin [28] introduced the notion of weakly weighted sharing of
values to investigate the questions of K. W. Yu. In the following definition we explain
this notion.

Definition 9 We denote by ﬁg(r, a; f, g) the reduced counting function of those
common a-points of f and g whose corresponding multiplicities are equal, both of
their multiplicities are not greater than k.

Also we denote by N?k (r,a; f, g) the reduced counting function of those a -points
of f which are a-points of g, both of their multiplicities are not less than k.

If for some k (a positive integer or 00) and a € CU{oo} we get N(r,a; f |< k) =
No(r.a; f,8) + S, ), N(r,as g 1< k) = Nyy(r,a; f,8) + S(r, g), N(r,a; f |=
L4+ 1) = Ny (raas £,8) + S0, f), Nryasg |2 145 = Noy(r,a; f,8) +
S(r,g) and for k = 0 we get N(r,a; )= No(r,a; f,8) + S(r, f), N(r,a;g) =
No(r,a; f,8)+ S(r, g), then we say that f and g weakly share a with weight k. We
write f, g share ‘(a,k)’to mean that f and g weakly share a with weight k.

Obviously, if f and g share ‘(a,k)’, then f and g share ‘(a, p)’ for any integer
p(0 < p < k). Also we note that f and g share IM* or CM* if and only if f and g
share ‘(a,0)’ or ‘(a, 00)’ respectively.

‘We now state the results of Lin and Lin [28].

Theorem 55 Letk > 1 and2 < m < oo and f be a nonconstant meromorphic
function. If f —a and f® — a share “(0,m)” for some small function a( % 0, 00)
of f and 28511(0; f) + 40 (00; f) > 5, then f = f®.

Theorem 56 Letk > 1and f be a nonconstant meromorphic function. If f —a and

5
f® — a share “(0, 1)” for some small function a( # 0, 00) of f and 582+k(0; -+
k+9 k
%@(oo; ) > 3 +6, then f = f®,

Theorem 57 Letk > 1 and f be a nonconstant meromorphic function. If f — a
and f“‘) —a share (0, 0)’ for some small function a( # 0, 00) of f and 56,+1(0; f)+
2k + O (00; f) > 2k + 11, then f = f©.
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A. H. H. Al-Klahaldi worked a lot on Briick’s result (Theorem 38) and so it needs
separate attention. Considering the sharing of small functions by an entire function
and its derivative, he [1] exhibited by the following example that it is not possible
to replace straightway the shared value by a shared function in R. Briick’s theorem
(Theorem 38).

o2

Example 3 Let f = expe® and a = z—. It is easy to see that f —a and ' —a
share O CM and N(r,0; f') =0 but f —a # c(f' — a) for any nonzero constant c.
Instead Al-Khaladi [1] proved the following theorem.

Theorem 58 Let f be anonconstant entire function satisfying N(r,0; f') = S(r, f)
and let a = a(z)( # 0, 00) be a meromorphic small functionof f. If f —a and f'—a
share 0 CM, then f —a = (1 — S)(f’ —a), where 1 — % = P, k is a constant and
B is an entire function.

In 2005 Al-Khaladi [2] proved that Briick’s result (Theorem 38) is also valid
for meromorphic functions. He also verified by the following examples that the
hypotheses of Briick’s result (Theorem 38) are essential.

Example 4 Let f = 1+tanz. Then f' —1 = (f — 1)*> so that f and f' share 1 IM
and N(r,0; ') = 0. However, the conclusion of Briick’s result (Theorem 38) does
not hold.

Example 5 Let f = ljfe Then f and f' share the value 1 CM and N(r,0; f') #
S(@r, f). Clearly f' — 1 # c(f — 1) for any nonzero constant c.
Al-Khaladi [3] extended Theorem 58 to higher order derivative and proved the

following theorem.

Theorem 59 Let f be a nonconstant entire function satisfying N(r,0; f®) =
S(r, f) and let a = a(z)( # 0, 00) be a meromorphic small function of f. If f —a
andf(k) —a share 0 CM, then f —a = (l — %) (f(k) — a), where 1 — Pk{—;‘ =P,
Py_ is a polynomial of degree at most k — 1 and B is an entire function.

Al-Khaladi [4] also considered the situation when a meromorphic function share a
nonzero value ignoring multiplicities with its first derivative and proved the following
result.

Theorem 60 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function. If f and f' share a
value a( # 0,00) IM and ifﬁ(r,O; )+ N(r,0; = S(@r, f), then either f = f'
or f = 173;2*22’ where A is a nonzero constant.

In 2010 Al-Khaladi [5] improved Theorem 59 in the following manner.

Theorem 61 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function and a = a(z)( # 0, 00)
be a meromorphic small function of f. If f —a and f* — a share 0 CM and if

N(r,00; f)+ N (r,0; f©) < AT (r, f©) + S (r, £ )

for some real constant A € (0, %H), then f —a = (1 - %) (f(k) - a), where Py_;

is a polynomial of degree at mostk — 1 and 1 — % % 0.
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Al-Khaladi [6] further extended Theorem 59 to meromorphic functions and proved
the following theorem.

Theorem 62 Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic function satisfying
N(r,O0; f(k)) = S(r, f)and let a = a(z)( # 0, 00) be a meromorphic small function

of f. If f —aand f® — a share 0 CM, then f —a = (1 - %) (f(k) —a), where

1- % % 0 and Py_, is a polynomial of degree at most k — 1.

In this short survey, it is not possible to cover a reasonably wide area of the
literature. There are many results which we cannot mention, though many of those
deserve so for their own values and intricacies. We just tried to give an overall idea
of the flow of research on the topic and our efforts will be meaningful only if it can
create some interest in the reader for the topic.

Acknowledgement The author is thankful to the referee for thorough reading of the manuscript
and valuable suggestions.
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Chapter 6
Differential Superordinations and
Sandwich-Type Results

Teodor Bulboaci, Nak Eun Cho and Pranay Goswami

6.1 The General Theory of Differential Superordinations

Let 2 C C, let p be analytic in the unit disc U = {z € C: |z] < 1}, and let
Y(r,s,t;7) : C x U — C. In a series of articles, S. S. Miller, P. T. Mocanu and
many others have determined properties of functions i that satisfy the differential
subordination (i.e. the differential inclusion)

W(p@),z2p' (). 2> p(2);2) : z € U} C £2.

Reversely, let us consider the dual problem of determining properties of functions
that satisfy the differential superordination

2 C {Y(p@),z2p'(2),2°p"(2);2) : z € U}.

Since many of these kind of results can be expressed in terms of subordination
and superordination, we will give the required definitions, and note that these results
have been first presented in [21].

Definition 1 Let f, F € H(U), where H(U) denotes the set of all analytic
functions in U. The function f is said to be subordinate to F, or F is said to be
superordinate to f, if there exists a function w analytic in U, with w(0) = 0 and
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[w(z)| < 1, and such that f(z) = F(w(z)), for all z € U. In such a case we write

f(@) < F(2).

It is well-known that, if F' is univalent in U, then
f(@) < F(2) < f(0)=F()and f(U) c FU).

Let 2, A C C, let p be analytic in the unit disc U, and let o(r, 5,1;7) : C3 x U —
C. In [21], authors determined sufficient conditions on §2, A and ¢ for which the
following implication holds:

2 C{p(p(2),2p'(2),22p"(2);2) : 2 € U} = A C p(U). 6.1)

If either £2 or U in (6.1) is a simply connected domain, then it is possible to
rephrase (6.1) in terms of superordination. If p is univalent in U, and if U is a simply
connected domain with A # C, then there exists a conformal mapping g of U onto
U, such that ¢(0) = p(0). Thus, (6.1) can be rewritten as

2 C{p(p(2),2p"(2), 2 p"(2);2) : 2 € U} = q(2) < p2). (6.2)

If 2 is also a simply connected domain with §£2 7~ C, then there exists a conformal
mapping & of U onto £2, such that 4(0) = ¢(p(0), 0, 0; 0). If in addition, the function
0(p(2),z2p'(z), 2> p"(z);z) is univalent in U, then (6.2) can be rewritten as

h(z) < ¢(p(2),2p'(2), 22P"(2); 2) = q(2) < p(2). (6.3)

Definition 2 Let ¢ : C* x U — C and let h be analytic in U. If p
and ¢(p(z),zp'(z),z*> p’(2);z) are univalent in U and satisfy the (second-order)
differential superordination

h(z) < o(p(2),2p"(2), 2P (2); 2), (6.4)

then p is called a solution of the differential superordination. An analytic function ¢
is called a subordinant of the solutions of the differential superordination, or more
simply a subordinant if ¢ < p for all p satisfying (6.4). A univalent subordinant ¢
that satisfies ¢ < ¢ for all subordinants g of (6.4) is said to be the best subordinant.

Note that the best subordinant is unique up to a rotation of U.

In the special case when the set inclusions of (6.1) can be replaced by the su-
perordinations of (6.3), there are three distinct cases to consider in analysing this
implication:

Problem 1 Given analytic functions 4 and ¢, find a class of admissible functions
@[h, g] such that (6.3) holds.

Problem 2 Given the differential superordination in (6.3), find a subordinant q.
Moreover, find the best subordinant.
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Problem 3 Given ¢ and subordinant ¢, find the largest class of analytic functions
h such that (6.3) holds.

Now, we will introduce a class of univalent functions, with nice boundary
properties:

Definition 3 Letusdenoteby Q, the setof functions f thatare analytic and injective
on U \ E(f), where

E(f) = {C € 3U11iﬂ;f(2)=00},

and are such that f'(¢) # 0 for ¢ € AU \ E(f).

The subclass of Q for which f(0) = a is denoted by QO(a).

The following well-known lemma [20, p. 24] plays a crucial role in determining
subordinants of differential superordinations; for the number 0 < r < 1, we will use
the notation U, = {z € C : |z] < r}.

Lemma 1 Let p € Q(a), and let g € H[a,n], where
Hla,nl={f € HU): f@=a+a" +...},

with q(z) # a and n > 1. If q is not subordinate to p, then there exists points
20 = roe'® € Uand &y € dU \ E(p), and anm > n > 1 for which q(U,,) C p(U),

(i) q(z0) = p(&o)
(ii) Zoq/(Zo) = m&op' (o)

209" (z0) Zop"(%0)
(iii) Re 24/ +1>mRe[ P +1]

The class of admissible functions referred to in the introduction is defined as
follows:

Definition 4 Let 2 beasetinCandg € H|a, n]. The class of admissible functions
®@,[£2, q], consists of those functions ¢ : C3 x U — C that satisfy the admissibility
condition:

o(r,s,t;¢) € £2, (6.5)
whenever
/ t 1 "
r=q@.s=9% rel 11< —Re[zq @ +1},
m s m q'(2)

where ¢ € dU,ze Uandm >n > 1.
Remark 1 We will use the next simplified notations:

1. When n = 1 we write @[£2,¢q] as @[£2,q];

2. In the special case when / is an analytic mapping of U onto 2 # C, we denote
the class @,[h(U),q] by @,[h, q];

3. If ¢ : C?> x U — C, then the admissibility condition (6.5) reduces to

( @, 2q (z) §> co. 6.6)
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wherez e U, e dUandm > n > 1.
The next theorem is a key result in the theory of first and second order differential
superordinations, and its proof follows immediately from [20, Lemma 2.2d.]:

Theorem 1 [21] Let 2 C C, let ¢ € Hla,n] and let ¢ € ©,[82,q). If p € Q(a)
and ¢(p(2),zp'(2), 2> p"(2); z) is univalent in U, then

2 C {p(p(2).2p'(2),.2p"(2):2) : 2 € U} (6.7)

implies q(z) < p(2).

For the special case when # is analytic on U and A(U) = £ # C, the class
@,[h(U),q] is written as @,[h,q], while the following result is an immediate
consequence of Theorem 1:

Theorem 2 [21]Letq € Hla,n], let h be analytic and let ¢ € ®,[h,q]. If p € Q(a)
and p(p(2),z2p' (2), 2% p"(2);2) is univalent in U, then

h(z) < ¢(p(2),2p'(2),2°p"(2); 2), (6.8)

implies q(z) < p(2).

The above Theorems 1 and 2 are very useful to obtain subordinants of a differential
superordination of the form (6.7) or (6.8), by checking that the function ¢ is an
admissible function, which requires that ¢ satisfies condition (6.5), that is a simple
algebraic condition.

Otherwise, the subordinants of various differential superordinations are difficult
to be obtained directly. For checking that the function ¢ is an admissible function,
we can use three different techniques:

(i) an elementary technique deals with those cases in which the equation of the
boundary of £2 is known;
(i1) a second technique concerns those cases for which the geometry of the domain

£2 is of particular form (convex, starlike, ... );
(iii) the third technique uses a more sophisticated method that employs subordination
chains.

The next theorem, that is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2, proves the
existence of the best subordinant of (6.8) for certain ¢, and also gives us a method
for finding the best subordinant:

Theorem 3 [21] Let h be analytic in U and let ¢ : C? x U — C. Suppose that the
differential equation

9(q(2),2q'(2),22q" (2);2) = h(2) (6.9)

has a solution g € Q(a). If ¢ € ®[h,q], p € Q@) and p(p(2),z2p'(2),2*p"(2);2) is
univalent in U, then

h(z) < o(p(2),2p'(2), 22 P"(2); 2) (6.10)
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implies q(z) < p(z) and q is the best subordinant.

This theorem shows us that the problem of finding the best subordinant of (6.10)
reduces to showing that differential equation (6.9) has a univalent solution, and
checking further that ¢ € @[h, gq].

6.2 First-Order Differential Superordinations

For the case of first-order differential subordinations, the Theorems 1, 2 and 3 can
be simplified as follows, and these results are immediately obtained by using these
theorems and admissibility condition (6.6):

Theorem 4 [21] Let 2 C C, q € H[a,n), ¢ : C?xU— C, and suppose that

9(q(2).124'():¢) € 2,
forz e U ¢ e dUand0 <t < % < L. If p € Qa) and ¢(p(z),zp'(2);2) is

univalent in U, then

2 C{e(p(2),zp'(2);2) 1 2 € U} = q(2) < p).

Theorem 5 [21] Let h be analyticinU, g € H[a,n], ¢ : C> xU — C, and suppose
that
9(q(2),t2q'(2); ¢) € h(U),

forz € U ¢ € dUand 0 <t <

univalent in U, then

< L Ifp € Qa) and ¢p(p(2),z2p'(2);2) is

S| =

h(z) < @(p(2),2p'(2);2) = q(2) < p(2).

Furthermore, if 9(q(2),2q'(2);2) = h(z) has a univalent solution q € Q(a), then q
is the best subordinant.

Hallenbeck and Ruscheweyh [16], [20, p. 71] considered the differential subordi-
nation

zp'(2)

p) + < hy(2), (6.11)

where h; is convex in U, h,(0) = a, y # 0 and Rey > 0. They showed that if
p € Hla, 1] satisfies (6.11), then

P(2) < q2(2) < ha(2),

where
v [° .
q2(2) = — / hy(t)t” " dt,
7V 0

and the function ¢, is a convex function and is the best dominant of (6.11).
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The next theorem is an analogous result for the corresponding differential
superordination:

Theorem 6 [21] Let hy be convex in U, with h1(0) = a, y # 0 withRey > 0 and

p € Hla,11NO. If M is univalent in U,
14

zp'(2)

hi1(z) < p(2) +

and

7@ =L /”hl(t)ty“ de,
7V 0

then q(z) < p(2). The function q is convex and is the best subordinant.
Combining the last theorem with the above mentioned Hallenbeck and
Ruscheweyh result, we obtain the following differential sandwich-type theorem:

Corollary 1 [21] Let hy and hy be convex in U, with h1(0) = hy(0) = a. Let y # 0,
with Re y > 0, and let the functions q; be defined by

y z
qi(z) = —f hi(rr ' dt,
7V 0

fori=1,2.1fp € Hla,1]N Q and M is univalent, then
14

@ < p(a) + 2

< h2(2) = q1(2) < p(2) < q2(2). (6.12)

The functions q, and q, are convex and they are respectively the best subordinant
and best dominant. ,

If we denote f(z) = M , then (6.12) can be expressed as the following
sandwich-type theorem involving subordination-preserving integral operators:
Corollary 2 [21] Let hy and hy be convex in U and f be univalent in U, with
h1(0) = hy(0) = f(0). Let y # O withRey > 0. If

hi(2) < f(2) < ha(2),

then

Y : y—1 Y ¢ y—1 Y ‘ y—1
o o ae < = | f@oNdr < = | ho(o)eY T de,
zv 0 v 0 zv 0

when the middle integral is univalent.

Definition 5 [25, p. 157] A function L(z;¢t), withz € Uandt > 0, is a subordination
(or a Loewner) chain if L(-;t) is analytic and univalent in U for all # > 0, L(z;-) is
continuously differentiable on [0, +00) for all z € U, and L(z;s) < L(z;t), when
0<s<rt.
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The following lemma provides a sufficient condition for L(z,?) to be a subordi-
nation chain and it was used in many of these proofs:

Lemma 2 [25, p. 159] The function L(z;t) = ai(t)z+ax(t)z> +. . ., witha,(t) # 0
fort > 0, and llim lai(¢)| = oo, is a subordination chain if and only if there exist

constants v € (0, 1] and M > 0 such that:

(i) L(z;t) is analytic in |z| < r for each t > 0, locally absolutely continuous in
[0, 00) for each |z| < r, and satisfies

|L(z;t)| < Mlay(t)|, for |z| <r andt > 0;

(ii) there exists a function p(z,t) analytic in U for all t € [0, 0c0) and measurable in
[0, 00) for each z € U, such that Re p(z,t) > 0forz € U, t € [0,00), and

0L(z;1) _ 0L(z;1)
o ° 0z

p(z, 1), for |z| < r and for almost all t € [0, 00).

The following result allows to obtain subordinants of a differential superordination
by applying the theory of subordination chains:

Theorem 7 [21, Theorem 7] Let ¢ € Hla,1], let ¢ : C*> — C and set
0(q(2),29'(2)) = h(2). If L(z;t) = ¢(q(2),tzq'(2)) is a subordination chain, and
p € Hla, 11N Q, then

h(z) < ¢(p(2),z2p"(2)) = q(2) < p(2).

Furthermore, if p(q(2),2q'(z)) = h(z) has a univalent solution q € Q, then q is the
best subordinant.

An application of this above result could be done by considering again the
differential superordination

/
h) < p) + L Y(Z), 6.13)
and the corresponding differential equation
2q'(z)
q(z) + = h(2). (6.14)

While in Theorem 6 it was assumed that the function % of (6.14) was convex (which
implied that solution g was also convex), now the assumption is a weaker one by
assuming that ¢ is convex and that 4 is defined by (6.14).

In this new case, it is easy to see that 4 is a univalent (more precisely, a close-
to-convex) function, and the proof is based on the subordination chain argument as
given in Theorem 7:
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Theorem 8 [21] Let g be convex in U and let h be defined by (6.14), withRe y > 0.
If p e Hla,1]1N Q, M is univalent in U, and (6.13) is satisfied, then
q(2) < p(z), where Y .

q(z) = zl?’ /0 h(t)t” ! dt.
The function q is the best subordinant.

This last theorem is an example of a solution of Problem 3 referred to in the
Sect. 6.1:

Theorem 9 [21] Let h be starlike in U, with h(0) = 0. If p € H[0,1]1 N Q and

zp'(2) is univalent in U, then

h(z) < zp'(z) = q(2) < p(2),

where

q(z) = /Z h(t)e='de.
0

The function q is convex and is the best subordinant.

There exists a corresponding result of Theorem 9 for differential subordinations
of the form zp'(z) < h(z) due to Suffridge [26], [20, p. 76], and combining that
result with Theorem 9 we obtain the following sandwich-type result:

Corollary 3 [21] Let hy and h; be starlike in U, with h{(0) = hy(0) = 0, and let
the functions q; be defined by

a@ = [ hiorar,
0
fori=1,2.If p € H[0,1]1N Q and zp'(z) is univalent in U, then

hi(z) < zp'(2) < ha2(2) = q1(2) < p(2) < ¢2(2).

The functions q, and q, are convex and they are respectively the best subordinant
and best dominant.

Setting f(z) = zp'(z), then the above corollary can be expressed as the following
sandwich-type theorem involving subordination-preserving integral operators:

Corollary 4 [21] Let hy and h, be starlike in U and f be univalent in U, with
h1(0) = h2(0) = f(0) = 0. If

h1(z) < f(2) < ha(2),

/Zhl(t)t_ldt</zf(t)t_ldt </Zh2(t)t_1dt
0 0 0

when the middle integral is univalent.

then
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6.3 Classes of First-Order Differential Superordinations

Let ¢ : C> — C be an analytic function in a domain A C C?, let p € H(U)
such that ¢(p(z), zp/(z)) is univalent in U and suppose that p satisfies the first-order
differential superordination

h(@) < ¢(p(2),2p'(2)).

In the case when

9(p(2),2p'(2)) = a(p(2)) + B(p(2)) ¥ (2P (2))

it is possible to determine conditions on %, «, 8 and y so that the above subordi-
nation implies g(z) < p(z), where g is the largest function so that ¢(z) < p(z)
for all p functions satisfying the first-order differential superordination, i.e. the best
subordinant q.

Theorem 10 [5] Let g be a convex (univalent) function in the unit disc U, let «,
B € H(D), where D D q(U) is a domain and let y € H(C). Suppose that

Re a'(q(2)) + B'(q(2) ¥ (t2q'(2))
B(q(2) v'(tzq'(2))

If p € H[q(0), 11N Q, with p(U) C D, and a(p(2)) + B(p(2)) y(zp'(z)) is univalent
in'U, then

>0,z€eUand t > 0.

a(q(z)) + B(q(2) y(zq'(2)) = h(z) < a(p(2)) + B(p() ¥ (zp'(2)) = q(2) < p(2),

and q is the best subordinant.
For the particular case when y (w) = w, using a similar proof as in Theorem 10
we obtain:

Corollary 5 [5] Let g be a univalent function in the unit disc U and let o, B € H(D),
where D D q(U) is a domain. Suppose that

) a'(q(2)
() Re gqay =0 2cY

(it) Q(z) = zq'(2)B(q(2)) is a starlike (univalent) function in U

If p € H[q(0),11N Q, with p(U) C D, and a(p(z)) + zp'(z) B(p(2)) is univalent in
U, then

@(q(2)) +29'(2) B(q(2)) < a(p(2)) +z2p (D)B(P(2)) = q(2) < p(2),

and q is the best subordinant.
For the case B(w) = 1, using the fact that the function Q(z) = zq'(z) is starlike
(univalent) in U if and only if ¢ is convex (univalent) in U, Corollary 5 becomes:
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Corollary 6 [5] Let g be a convex (univalent) function in the unit disc U and let
o € H(D), where D D q(U) is a domain. Suppose that

Rea'(q(z)) > 0, z € U.
If p € H[q(0),11N Q, with p(U) C D, and a(p(z)) + zp'(z) is univalent in U, then

a(q(2) +29'(2) < a(p(2)) + z2p"(z) = q(2) < p(2),

and q is the best subordinant.

Next we will give some particular cases of the above results obtained for
appropriate choices of the ¢, o and 8 functions.

Taking «(w) = w and B(w) = 1/y, Rey > 0, in Corollary 5, condition () holds
if Rey > 0 and (i7) holds if and only if ¢ is a convex (univalent) function in U,
hence we obtain:

Example 1 [5, 21, Theorem 8], Let g be a convex (univalent) function in the unit
’
disc U and let y € C, with Rey > 0. 1f p € H[g(0), 111 Q and p(z) + L

univalent in U, then

is

2q'(2) < p@+ z2p'(z)

q(@) + = q(2) < p(2),

and ¢ is the best subordinant.
Considering in Corollary 6 the special case «(w) = ", the assumption becomes

Re o'(¢(2)) = €*99 cos (Img(z)) > 0, z € U,

and we obtain:

Example 2 Let g be a convex (univalent) function in the unit disc U and suppose
that
i
[ Img(z)| < 7 zeU.

If p € H[g(0), 11N Q and e”@ + zp/(z) is univalent in U, then
e’ +2¢'@) < "V +2p'@) = () < @),

and ¢ is the best subordinant.

Remark 2 Taking g(z) = Az, |A| < 7/2 in Example 2 we have the next result:
If p € H[0, 1] N Q such that @ + zp'(z) is univalent in U and |A| < /2, then

M rz<e’D 4p'(z) = Az < p),

and Az is the best subordinant. )

If we consider in Corollary 6 the case a(w) = W? — Bw, then we may easily

obtain the next result:
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Example 3 Let g be a convex (univalent) function in the unit disc U and suppose
that
Reg(z) > B, z e U.

P
2

9% , P’
> —Bq(2) +2q9'(2) < >

If p € H[g(0),1]1 N Q and — Bp(z) + zp'(z) is univalent in U, then

— Bp(@) +2p'(2) = q(2) < p2),

and q is the best subordinant.

6.4 Briot-Bouquet Differential Superordinations

Let 8,y € C, let §,,4, C C, and let p € H(U). In a series of articles, S. S.
Miller and P. T. Mocanu and many other authors [20, pp. 80—119] have determined
conditions such that

zp'(2)
Bp(@) +vy

The above differential operator is known as the Briot—Bouquet differential operator,
and the main investigation in this subject is to find the smallest set A, C C for
which the above implication holds. We emphasise that this particular differential
implication has many applications in univalent function theory.

Now we will discuss the dual problem of determining conditions so that

{P(Z)+ :zeU}C92=>p(U)cA2.

z2p'(2)
Bp(@) +vy

and, in particular, we are interested in determining the largest set A; C C for which
this implication holds.

If the sets §21, £2,, Ay, A, C C are simply connected domains not equal to C,
then it is possible to rephrase the above expressions in terms of subordination and
superordination in the forms

Qlc{p(z)—}— :ZEU}:>A1Cp(U),

zp'(2)
R r— 1
p@)+ 5@ < h(2) = p(@) < q2(2) (6.15)
and
zp'(z)
h _— . 1
12) < p(2) + Br @)+ = q1(2) < p(2) (6.16)

We mention that the left-hand side of (6.15) is called a Briot—Bouquet differential
subordination, and the function g, is called a dominant of the differential subordi-
nation. The best dominant, which provides a sharp result, is the dominant that is
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subordinate to all other dominants. Many results and applications of these topics can
be found in [20, pp. 80-119].

In the Sect. 6.1 the dual concept of differential superordination was presented as
introduced in [21]. In the light of those results the left side of (6.16) is called a Briot—
Bougquet differential superordination, and the function g, is called a subordinant of
the differential superordination. Also, the best subordinant, that provides a sharp
result is the subordinant that is superordinate to all other subordinants.

Now, we will present the results of [22], where the authors combined (6.15) and
(6.16) to obtain conditions so that the Briot—Bouquet sandwich-type result

2p'(2)

h1(z) < p(2) + W < ha(2),

implies that ¢1(z) < p(z) < q2(2).

Theorem 11 [22] Let h be convex in U with h(0) = a, and let ®,® € H(D)
where D C C is a domain. Let p € Hla,1] N Q and suppose that the function
O(p) + zp (@D (p(2)) is univalent in U. If the differential equation

0(q(2) + 29" ()P (q(2) = h(z)
has a univalent solution q that satisfies q(0) = a, ¢(U) C D, and
O(q(2)) < h(2),

then
h(z) < O(p(2) + z2p' ()P (p(2)) = q(z) < p(2).

The function q is the best subordinant.

In the special case when ®(w) = wand ®(w) = we obtain the following

+v
result for the Briot—-Bouquet differential superordination:
Corollary 7 [22] Let B,y € C, and let h be convex in U with h(0) = a. Suppose
that the differential equation

zq'(z)
——— =h 6.17
q(2) + B0+ 7 (2) (6.17)
has a univalent solution q that satisfies q(0) = a, and q(z) < h(z). If p € H[a,1]NQ
and p(z) + % is univalent in U, then
2p'(2)
h(z) < p(2) + W = q(z) < p(2).

The function q is the best subordinant.
Some conditions and examples for which the Briot-Bouquet differential Equa-
tion (6.17) has univalent solutions may be found in [19] and [20, p. 91].
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There is a complete analogue of Theorem 11 for differential subordinations, which
is givenin [18, p. 189] and [20, p. 125]. We can combine that result with Theorem 11
and obtain the following sandwich-type theorem:

Theorem 12 [22] Let hy and h, be convex in U with h(0) = h,(0) = a, and let
®,® € H(D), where D C C is a domain. Let p € Hla, 1] N Q and suppose that
O(p(2)) + zp' ()@ (p(2)) is univalent in U. If the differential equations

0(q(2) + 29" (P (q(2) = hi(2)
have the univalent solutions qy. that satisfy q;(0) = a, qx(U) C D, and
O (qk(2)) < h(2),
fork = 1,2, then
hi(z) < O(p(2) +z2p' @ (p(2)) < ha(2) = q1(2) < p(2) < q2(2).

The functions q, and g, are the best subordinant and the best dominant, respectively.

In the special case when ©®(w) = wand @ (w) =

1
we obtain the following
Bw +y
result for the Briot—-Bouquet sandwich-type result:
Corollary 8 [22] Let 8,y € C, and let hy be convex in U with h(0) = a, for
k = 1,2. Suppose that the differential equations

D)+ % — ) (6.18)
have the univalent solutions qy that satisfy q;(0) = a, and q(z) < h(2), fork = 1,2.
If pe Hla,11N Qand p(z) + ﬂ is univalent in U, then
Bp()+y
zp'(z)

h1(z) < p(2) + < h2(2) = q1(z) < p(2) < q2(2).

Bp() +vy
The functions q, and g, are the best subordinant and the best dominant, respectively.

If 8 =0and y # 0 with Re y > 0, then (6.18) has univalent (convex) solutions
given by

y b4
qk(2) = —/ he()r” " de,
7V 0

for k = 1,2, and in this case we obtain the sandwich-type result of Corollary 1.

Theorem 11 dealt with finding a subordinant, or the best subordinant, for a
differential superordination for a given /& function. Handling the problem from a
different direction, i.e. first select the subordinant g and then find the appropriate &
corresponding to this g, we have the following result:

Theorem 13 [22] Let ©®,® € H(D), where D C C is a domain, and let q be

univalent in U with q(0) = a and q(U) C D. Set Q(z) = zq'(2)P(q(2)), h(z) =
O(q(2)) + O(z) and suppose that
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0'(q(z)

(i) Re
P(q(2)
(ii) Q is starlike in U

If p € Hla, 11N Q and O(p(2)) + zp' ()@ (p(2)) is univalent in U, then

>0, z € Uand

h(z) < O(p@) +z2p' Q)P (p(2)) = q(z) < p(2),

and q is the best subordinant.

In the special case when ®(w) = w and @ (w) =

, Theorem 13 simplifies

to the following result for the Briot—Bouquet differential superordinations:

Corollary 9 [22] Let B8,y € C, and let g be univalent in U with q(0) = a. Set

7q'(2)

h(z) = + — 6.19
(2) =4q() 500+ (6.19)
and suppose that
()Re[Bg() +y]>0,z€U, (6.20)
and
i) =29 is starlike in U. 6.21)
Ba(x)+y
If pe Hla,11N Q and p(z) + L(Z) is univalent in U, then
Br) +vy
zp'(2)

h(z) < p(2) + =q(2) < p(2)

Bp(@) +y
and q is the best subordinant.

Several previous results of the authors of [22] enable us to replace the conditions
that ¢ be univalent and that (6.20) be satisfied in the above result with weaker condi-
tions. In [20, pp. 86-91], it was shown that if R, represents the open door function
defined in [20, Definition 2.5a], and

Bh(z) + vy < R/Saer(Z),

then the differential equation (6.19) has an analytic solution ¢ that satisfies the con-
dition (6.20). Moreover, the condition (6.21) implies that this solution ¢ is univalent.
Combining these results with Corollary 9 we obtain the following improved result:

Corollary 10 [22] Let h € H(U) with h(0) = a, let the numbers B,y € C with
Re[Ba + y] > 0, and suppose that

(i) Bh(2) +y < Rpyy(2)
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Let g be the analytic solution of the Briot—Bouquet differential equation

29’ (2)
h(z) = q(2) + ———
Bq) +vy
and suppose that
(ii)ﬂ is starlike in U.
Bq() +vy
'@ . .
If p € Hla, 11N Q and p(z) + ———— is univalent in U, then
Br(x) +y
zp'(2)

h(z) < p(2) + =q() < p(@)

Br@)+vy

and q is the best subordinant.

Since there is a complete analogue of Theorem 13 for differential subordinations,
which is given in [18, p. 190] and [20, p. 132], combining that result with Theorem 13
we get the following sandwich-type theorem:

Theorem 14 [22] Let ®,® € H(D), where D C C is a domain, and let ¢, and
q» be univalent in U with q;(0) = a and q;(U) C D, for k = 1,2. Set Qx(z) =
2q;(2) P (qi(2)), hi(z) = O(qr(2)) + Qu(z) and suppose that

O'(qk(2)

1) R
O Re @)

>0,z€elU,

and
(ii) Qy is starlike in U.
If p e Hla, 11N Q and O(p(2)) + zp’ ()P (p(2)) is univalent in U, then

hi(z) < O(p(2) + z2p QP (p(2)) < ha(z) = q1(2) < p2) < ¢2(2).

The functions q; and g, are the best subordinant and the best dominant, respectively.
For the special case of the Briot—-Bouquet differential operator this result becomes:

Corollary 11 [22] For k = 1,2, let hy € H(U) with hi(0) = a. Let B,y € C with
Re[Ba + y] > 0, and suppose that

(i) Phi(2) + ¥ < Rpa+y (2).
Let q;. be analytic solutions of the Briot—Bougquet differential equation

2q;(2)

h = _ AR
() = qr(z) + B+

for k = 1,2 and suppose that

2q,(2)

————— s starlike in U.
Bar()+y

Uy
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zp'(z)

)i Hla,1 d S A
If pe Hla,11N Q an p(z)+ﬁp(z)+y

is univalent in U, then

z2p'(z)
Bp(@)+vy

The functions q; and g, are the best subordinant and the best dominant, respectively.

h1(z) < p(2) + < ha(2) = q1(2) < p(2) < q2(2).

6.5 Generalized Briot-Bouquet Differential Subordinations
and Superordinations

Let ¢ : C> — C be analytic in a domain D C C, let h € H(U) be univalent in U,
and suppose that p € H(U) satisfies the first-order differential subordination

Y(p(2),2p'(2)) < h(2). (6.22)

In [18] the authors determined conditions on ¥ and % so that (6.22) implies p(z) <
q(2), when

VU (p(2),z2p'(2) = O(p(z) + 20 )P (p(2)).

This result had been generalised in [1] and [2] for the cases

V(p(2),zp'(2)) = a(p(2)) + B(p2)y(zp'(2)) (6.23)

and

¥ (p(2),2p'(2)) = a(zp'(2) + Bzp @)y (p(2)), (6.24)

respectively.
Now, we will show an extension of the results from [1] and [2], and moreover we
will determine sufficient conditions on ¥ so that

h(z) < ¥(p(2),zp'(2)) = q(2) < p(2),

where ¥ is given by (6.23) and (6.24). Combining those results we will obtain
the sandwich-type theorems and we will give some particular cases of those main
results obtained for the appropriate choice of «, 8, y and of the subordinants and the
dominants.

Note that the first type of differential subordinations represents a generalisation
of the Briot—Bouquet differential subordination, i.e.

zp'(2)
T L (),
POt oy <"
obtained from (6.23) for a(w) = w, B(w) = and y(w) = w.

Bw+y
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Theorem 15 [8] Let g be univalent in U, let o, 8 € H(D), where D C Cis a
domain so that D D q(U), and let y € H(C). Suppose that

@) + B @@y +D2q' ) ")
R 1 1 0,
e{ Ba@y [+ T4t ( MPTE) >} g

zeU, t>0,

0(z) = 29" (2)B(q(2)y'(zq'(2)) is starlike in U.
If p € HQU), with p(0) = q(0) and p(U) C D, then

a(p@) + B(p@)y (zp'(2)) < a(q(2)) + B(q(2)y (2q'(2)) = h(2)

implies p(z) < q(z), and q is the best dominant.

Note that this result improves Theorem 1 from [1], where we assumed in addition,
that g is aconvex function in U. For the particular case y (w) = w, w € C, the previous
theorem reduces to Theorem 3 from [18].

The dual result of Theorem 15 for differential supeordinations is the following
one:

Theorem 16 [8] Let g be univalent in U, let «,8 € H(D), where D C Cis a
domain so that D D q(U), and let y € H(C). Suppose that

. {a (q(2)) + B'(q(2))y (1zq'(2)) iy (1 L4 (2)

Blq(2)y'(tzq'(2)) q'(2)

If p € H[q(0),11N @, with p(U) C D and a(p(2)) + B(p(2))y (zp'(2)) is univalent
inU, then

>}>0,26U,t20.

a(q(2) + B(q()y(zq'(2)) = h(z) < a(p(2)) + B(p()y(zp'(2))

implies q(z) < p(z2), and q is the best subordinant.

Note that this result improves Theorem 3.1 from [5], where we assumed in
addition, that g is a convex function in U.

Combining the last theorem with Theorem 15, we obtain the following differential
sandwich-type theorem:

Theorem 17 [8] Let q1,q> be univalent functions in U, with q,(0) = ¢»(0). Let
a,B € H(D), where D C C is a domain so that D O ¢1(U) U g,(U), and let
y € H(C). If we denote by

o' (qi(2)) + B'(qr(2)y (tzq;,(2) ( zq;ﬁ’(z))
L o) = 1 —— ), k=1,2,
[9:)z:1) parea U qo

suppose that

Re L[gil(z;t) >0, ze U, t >0,
Re L{g:](z;1+1) >0, ze U, t >0,
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0) = z95(2)B(q2(2))y (zq5(2))  is starlike in U.
If p € H[q1(0), 11N Q, with p(U) C D and a(p(2)) + B(p(2))y (zp'(2)) is univalent
in U, then
a(q1(2)) + B(q1(2)y (2q1(2)) < a(p(2)) + B(p(2)y (zp'(2)) <
< a(q2(2)) + B(q2(2)y (2g5(2))

implies q\(z) < p(z) < q2(2). Moreover, the functions q; and q, are the best
subordinant and the best dominant, respectively.

An interesting particular case of the above theorem may be obtained for y (w) = w,
w € C, presented in the next corollary:

Corollary 12 [8] Let q1, g2 be univalent functions in U, with q;(0) = ¢»(0). Let
a,B € H(D), where D C C is a domain so that D O ¢1(U) U g,(U), and let
y € H(C). If we denote by

01(2) = 2q; (DB (i), k = 1,2,

suppose that
01, Q, are starlike in U,

Re [O/(qz(z)) N 2¢5(2)

B(q2(2))  02(2)

. a'(q1(2))

B(q1(2))

If p € H[q1(0),11 N Q, with p(U) C D and a(p(z)) + zp'(2)B(p(2)) is univalent in
U, then

}>0,zeU,

>0, zeU.

a(q1(2)) + zq1(2)B(q1(2)) < a(p(2)) + zp'(2)B(p(2)) <
< a(q2(2)) + 295(2) B(q2(2))

implies q1(z) < p() < q2(2). Moreover, the functions q; and q, are the best
subordinant and the best dominant, respectively..

Considering in this corollary the particular case «(w) = w and B(w) =

1+aw’
we C\ {—%}, if A, € C* := C\ {0}, we easily deduce the next sandwich-type
theorem related to the Briot—Bougquet differential subordination and superordination:
Corollary 13 [8] Let g1, q> be univalent functions in U, with q,(0) = ¢2(0) and
q1(U)U g2(U) c C\ {—% } if » € C*. If we denote by

24;(2)

PR = 1’29
1+ Agi(z)

0i(2) =

suppose that

01, Q> are starlike in U,
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2q5(2)
0-(2)
Re[l + Aqi1(2)] >0, z € U.

Re[l—i—qu(z)—i— ]>O,zeU,

z2p'(2)

1
If p € H[q:1(0),11 N Q, with p(U) C C\ {_x}r if» € C*, and p(z) + HTP(Z)

is univalent in U, then

2q,(2) < @)+ z2p'(2) < @) + 2q5(2)

71@) + 14+ 2q1(2) 14+ Ap(2) 1 4+ Ag2(2)

implies q\(z) < p(2) < q2(2). Moreover, the functions q; and q, are the best
subordinant and the best dominant, respectively.

The next three results deal with similar kinds of subordination and superordination
theorems, for the case when v and @, respectively will have the form a(zp'(z)) +

Bzp'(2)y (p(2)).
Theorem 18 [8] Let g be univalentin U, leta, B € H(C), and let y € H(D), where
D c C is a domain so that D O q(U). Suppose that
Re { B((1 +1)zq'(2))y'(q(2))
a'((1+1)zq'(2)) + B'((1 + 1)z’ (2))y (q(2))
zq" ()
q'(z)
0@) =z’ (zq' (2)) + B' (29" (2)y (q(2))] is starlike in U.
If p € H(U), with p(0) = q(0) and p(U) C D then

(1+t)<1+ >}>O,ZGU,IEO,

a(zp'(2)) + Bzp (@)y (p(2) < a(zq'(2)) + B(zq'(2)y (q(2)) = h(z)

implies p(z) < q(z), and q is the best dominant.

This result improves Theorem 1 from [2], where it was presumed the strong
assumption that g is a convex function in U.

The dual result of Theorem 18 for differential supeordinations is the following
one:

Theorem 19 [8] Let g be univalentin U, leta, 8 € H(C), and let y € H(D), where
D C Cis a domain so that D D q(U). Suppose that

. { B(tzq'(2))y'(q(2) . (1 29" (2)
a'(tzq'(2)) + B'(tzq'(2)y (q(2)) q'(z)

If p € H[g(0),11NQ, with p(U) C D, and a(zp'(z))+ Bzp'(2))y (p(2)) is univalent
in'U, then

a(zq'(2)) + B(zq'(2))7(q(2)) = h(z) < a(zp'(2)) + Bzp' @)y (p(2))

)}>O,Z€U,t20.

implies q(z) < p(z), and q is the best subordinant.
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Combining Theorem 18 with Theorem 19 we obtain the next differential
sandwich-type theorem:

Theorem 20 [8] Let g1, g2 be univalent functions in U, with ¢, (0) = ¢»(0), leta, B €
H(C) and let y € H(D), where D C C is a domain so that D D q;(U) U g,(U). If
we denote by

Algil(z; 1) =

/ﬂ(tzq;i(z))y’(/qk(z)) +t (1 N zq,;?(z)>, k=12,
a'(tzq;(2)) + B'(tzq;(2)y (qr(2)) q,(2)

suppose that

Re Alq11(z;t) >0, ze U, t >0,
Re Alg](z;14+1) >0, ze U, t >0,
0(z) = 29, (D' (z95(2)) + B'(2g5(2))y (92(2))] is starlike in U.
If p € H[q1(0),11NQ, with p(U) C D and a(zp'(2))+ B(zp'(2))y (p(2)) is univalent
in U, then
a(291(2)) + B(zq1(2)y (q1(2)) < a(zp'(2)) + Bzp'(2)y (p(2)) <

< a(zq5(2) + B(z95(2))y (2(2))
implies q1(z) < p(2) < q2(2). Moreover, the functions q; and g, are the best
subordinant and the best dominant, respectively.

Taking in this last theorem a(w) = w and B(w) = 1, w € C, then we obtain the
next corollary:

Corollary 14 Let q1,q> be convex functions in U, with q1(0) = ¢»(0) and let
y € H(D), where D C C is a domain so that D D ¢,(U) U ¢2(U). Suppose that

Rey'(q1(z)) > 0, z € U,

245 (2)
q5(2)

Re [y/(q2(z)) +14+ ] >0, zeU.

If p € H[q1(0), 11N Q, with p(U) C D and zp'(z) + y(p(2)) is univalent in U, then

291(2) + y(q1(2)) < 2p'(2) + y(p(2) < 245(2) + ¥ (92(2))

implies q1(z) < p(2) < q2(2). Moreover, the functions q; and q, are the best
subordinant and the best dominant, respectively.

Next we will present some particular cases of the main results, obtained for
convenient choices of the subordinants and of the dominants, i.e. gx(z) = r¢z, k =
1,2, where 0 < r; < ry.

Considering S(w) = 1 and y(w) = w, w € C, in Corollary 12, for the above
mentioned subordinants and dominants we have the next result.
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Example 4 Let0Q <r; < ryandleta € H(D), where D C C is a domain so that
D D {w e C: |w| < r}. Suppose that

Red'(riz) >0, z € U,
Red'(rz) > —1, z e U.
If p € H[0,1] N Q, with p(U) C D and a(p(z)) + zp'(z) is univalent in U, then
a(riz) +rz < a(p(2) +z2p'(2) < a(r22) +rz

implies 71z < p(z) < ryz. Moreover, the functions r; z and r, z are the best subordinant
and the best dominant, respectively .

If we consider the functions qi(z) = 1z, kK = 1,2, where 0 < r; < rp, in
Corollary 13, we have the next example:

1
Example 5 Let0 < r; < rp and let A € C with [A| < —. Suppose that p €
r2

1 /
HI0, 11N Q, with p(U) € C\ {——}, it € C*, and p0) + —2 2 iq univalent
A 14+ Ap(2)
in U. Then
I A S 4O N - 2
Tz PP T 00 T T T e

implies 71z < p(z) < r»z, and the functions r;z and r,z are the best subordinant and
the best dominant, respectively.

6.6 Sandwich-type Theorems for a Class of Integral Operators:

the Izjg% 5 Operator

For the functions ¢, ¢ € D, where
D={peHU): ¢(0)=1, ¢(z) #0, z € U},
we consider the integral operator Iz”g,m t Apws = H(U) by

Bty [*
27¢(2) Jo
where the complex parameters «, 8,y and § are suitably chosen and all the powers

in (6.25) are principal ones. The subset A,., s C H(U) was determined in [20] as
follows:

1/
1065 (D@ = [ AN O dt] , (6.25)

Lemma 3 [20] Let o, B,y,8 e Cwith #0,04+8 =B+ 7y, Re(a+8) > 0and
¢.¢ € D.If f € Apo 5, where
2f'(@) | 29'(2)

@ e

Apias = {f €A +4 < Ra+8(Z)} ) (6.26)
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={feHU: f(0)= f'(0)— 1 =0},

and Ry s is the open door function [20, Definition 2.5a], then

« (f)(Z)
s (frea L £0,zeU,
and /
b9 + >0,zeU,
Iys,s ()@ $(2)
where Ia Boyd is the integral operator defined by (6.25).

A general subordination property involving the integral operator Iﬁ:g%s defined
by (6.25) is contained in Theorem 21 below:

Theorem 21 [13] Let f, g € Ap.as, Where Ay s is defined by (6.26). Suppose also

that
ZV//(Z)

V'(z)

Re|:1+ ]>—p,zeU,
[g(z)}
where v(z) = z ©(z) and
Z

14 1B+y— 1P =1 =(B+y — 1D
B 4Re(B+y —1)

, with Re(B+y —1)> 0. (6.27)

Then, the following subordination relation

[f(Z)} 0(2) < 2 |:g( )} 0@
z z

Id’a‘ﬂ B I¢,(p B
z [—a’ﬂ’y’sz(f)@] P(x) <z |:—a’ﬁ’y’i(g)(2)i| 9(2),

where Iﬁ:g,y,a is the integral operator defined by (6.25). Moreover, the function

implies that

I¢,(/7 z
z [M} ¢(2) is the best dominant.
Z

Remark 3 1f we choose the complex parameters «, 8, y and § with ¢(2) = ¢(z) = 1,
a=8,y=68and 1 < B+ y < 2inTheorem 21, then we have the results obtained
in [4] and [6].

Next, we present a solution to a dual problem of Theorem 21, in the sense that
the subordinations are replaced by superordinations:
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Theorem 22 [13] Let f, g € Ay.as, Wwhere Ay s is defined by (6.26). Suppose also

that
ZV”(Z)
V'(z)

Re|:1+ ]>—,o,zeU,

8@

where v(z) = z [ } ¢(z) and p is given by (6.27). If the function z [&} 0(z2)
z z

aﬂy&(f)()

is univalent in U and z ¢(z) € Q, where Iﬁ:g,y,s is the integral

operator defined by (6.25), then the following superordination relation

z [@} 0(z) <z [&} ¥(2)
Z Z

I‘P‘/’ B
Z[aﬂngxz)} (b(z)ﬂ[aﬁmf)(z)} 40

implies that

X B
: Logys (8@ , :
Moreover, the function z | —————— | ¢(z) is the best subordinant.
z

Remark 4 1If we take the complex parameters «, 8,y and § in Theorem 22 as in
Lemma 3, then we also have the results obtained in [7].

If we combine the above two theorems, we obtain the following sandwich-type
theorem:

Theorem 23 [13] Let f,gx € Agpas, k = 1,2, where Ay 5 is defined by (6.26).

Suppose also that
Re |:1 + ka(z)] >—p,zeU,

v(2)
2@ " . .
where v (z) = z ©(2), k = 1,2, and p is given by (6.27). If the function
o I¢»¢7 Z)
Z [&} ¢(z) is univalent in U and z M ¢(z) € Q, where Ia Boys is
Z Z

the integral operator defined by (6.25), then the following subordination relations

z [gl(Z)] p() <z [&} p(2) <z [gZ(Z)] 9(2)
Z Z Z
imply that

oy P b p 9% b
Z[a,ﬁ,y,(s(gl)(z)} ¢(Z)<Z|:a,ﬂ,y,82(f)(z):| d)(z)“[M} $@2).

Z
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B
1045 (gD )7
Moreover, the functions z % ¢(2) and z M ¢(2) are

the best subordinant and the best dominant, respectively.

Remark 5 1.1f we choose the complex parameters ¢, 8,y and§ with 1 < f+y <2
in Theorem 23, then we have the results obtained in [11].

2. We also note that Theorem 23 is an extension of the results obtained by Bulboaca
in [7], and Cho and Bulboaca in [12].

6.7 Sandwich-type Theorems for a Class of Integral Operators:
the A; g Operator

For a function & € A, where
A=lheA:h@)#0,zeU=U\{0},A'(2) #0, ze U},

we define the integral operator Ay g : Kj.g — H(U) by

z 1/B
Ang () = [ﬂ /0 fﬁ(t)h"(t)h/(t)dt] ,

where 8 € C*, and all powers are the principal ones. The subset K;,.s C H(U) was
determined in [10], as follows:

Lemma 4 [10] Let 8 € CwithRe 8 > 0, let h € A and denote by

zh'(z) zh"(2)
J(y,h)(z -1 +1 .
(y,m@) =y )h() e
If Rg represents the open door function, and if

2f'(2)
f@

Kpi=1{f € HU): f0) =0}, for =1,

Kip = {f €A:B +J(0,h)(z) < Rﬂ(Z)} s Jor B # 1,

then the integral operator Ay, g is well-defined on Eh;ﬂ.
Lemma 5 [10] Let B € CwithRe 8 > 0, and let h € A. If

Knp = Knsp. for B # 1,
Kni={f € Kt = £(0) #0}, for p=1,

then the integral operator A, g is well-defined on Ky.g and satisfies the following
conditions:

zF'(2)
F(z)

F=Auslf]e A, ﬁ;éoZ U,Re[ﬁ

:|>O,Z€U,forﬂ7él,
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and
F@)=Apfl@=fOz+...,z€U, forp=1.

In [3] the author determined conditions on the 4 and g functions and on the
parameter 8, such that

n 1/8 n 1/B
[Zh(g)} f(z)<[zh(§)} 2(2) = Ans (HE) < Ang (@), (6.28)

Now we will show an improvement of the above result, then we will study the
reverse problem to determine simple sufficient conditions on £, g and 3, such that

h'(z)]"? ()"
[ h(i))} 8(2) < [ h(i))} f(@2) = Anp (9)(2) < App (f)), (6.29)
and under our assumptions this result is sharp.

Combining these results we obtained a so-called sandwich-type theorem, and we
gave some interesting particular results obtained for convenient choices of the &
function.

The next result deals with the subordination of the form (6.28) and gives us an
extension of Theorem 1 of [3]:

Theorem 24 [10] Let 8 > O and leth € A. Let f, g € Ky.p and suppose that

78'(2) 1
e > B Re J(0,h)(z), z € U,

Re

Then,

n(z)1"f Ve N
[Zh(g)] f@ < [Zh(g)] 8(@) = App (f)@) < Anp (8)),

and the function Ay, g (g) is the best dominant of the subordination.
The next theorem represents a dual result of Theorem 24, in the sense that the
subordinations are replaced by superordinations.

Theorem 25 [10] Let 8 > O and let h € A. Let g € Ky.g and suppose that

! 1
8@ L e s0.m@) zeU.
8() p

2h' ()" . .

Let f € QNKy.g such that e f (@) and Ay, g ( f)(z) are univalent functions
z
in U.
Then,

h'(z)1V¢ Ve W
[Zh(g)] g@“[zhé?] f@) = Anp (@) < Anp (),

and the function Ay, g (g) is the best subordinant of the superordination.
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If we combine these two results we obtain the following sandwich-type theorem:

Theorem 26 [10] Let 8 > O and let h € A. Let g1, 8> € Ky.p and suppose that the
next two conditions are satisfied

B L0, zeU, for k=12 (6.30)
8x(2) B
()"
Let f € QNKy.p such that |: o i| f (@) and Ay, g (f)(z) are univalent functions
in U.
Then,
n 1/B h 1/ h 1/
[Zh (g)} 21 < [Zh (S) } f@) < [Zh (S) } ()

implies

App (81)(2) < Appg (f)(2) < Anp (82)().

Moreover, the functions Ay g (81) and Ay, g (g2) are the best subordinant and the best
dominant, respectively .

Since in the assumption of the above theorem we need to suppose that the functions
[zh’(z)

h(z)
us, in addition, sufficient conditions that imply the univalence of these functions:

1/
i| f(z) and A, g (f)(z) are univalent in U, the next similar result will give

Corollary 15 [10] Let B > Oand leth € A. Let g1, 8> € Ky.p and suppose that the
conditions (6.30) are satisfied.
Let f € QN Kp.p such that

Re ZJJ: (S) > —% Re J(0,h)(z), z € U. (6.31)
Then,
W 1/B n 1/B n 1/B
[Zh(g)} g1(2) < [Zh (S)} f@) < [Zh éﬂ 2(2)
implies

App(g0)@) < App (f)2) < Anp(82)(2).

Moreover, the functions A, g (g1) and Ay, g (g2) are the best subordinant and the best
dominant, respectively.

Next we will discuss some particular cases of Theorem 26 obtained for appropriate
choices of the A function.

1°. For the special case h(z) = zexp (1z), |A| < 1, we obtain the next example:
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Example 6 Let B > 0 and g1, 8 € K;exprz)p. Where |A| < 1. Suppose that the
next two conditions are satisfied
) 1|
e > — ,
&@  B1—1A

eU, for k=1,2.

z Y
Let f € QN Koepioyp such that (1 + 2.2)'/# f(2) and [/3 / Frn—= dz}
0

are univalent functions in U.
Then,
A4+ 22)YP1(x) < A+ 21DV f(z) < (1 + 12) P ga(2)

implies

: 1/8 : 1/8 : 1/8
[/3/ gf(t)lt“dt]< [ﬁ/ fﬁ(t)ltudt} . [/3/ ,s(t)1+xz ] .
0 0

_ PRETS VP Sy At VP
Moreover, the functions | 8 g @ and | B g2 (t) dt

are the best subordinant and the best dommant respectlvely
Remark 6 1.According to Corollary 15,if f € QNI cxp(.0)p satisfies the condition

2f'@ 1 Al
e > — ,
f@  BL—]Al

e,

© o a1V
then it is not necessary to assume that (14+-1z)'/# f(z) and [,3 / Vid0) ; dt:|
0

are univalent functions in U.

2. For the special case § = 1 and A = 0, the right-hand side of the Example 6
represents a generalisation of a result due to Suffridge [26]. In addition, the left-hand
side generalises Theorem 9 from [21].

2°. For the special case h(z) = L] < 1, from Theorem 26 we have:

z
1+ Az’
Example 7 Let 8 > Oand g1,2, € K
two conditions are satisfied

5@ 1 A
e > — ,
&) B1+1A|

z B¢ 1/
Let f € QOICHzM; % and |:,3/0 ﬁdr] are univalent

B where |A| < 1. Suppose that the next

eU, for k=1,2.

functions in U.
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Then,
81(2) f@ 82(2)

T+ 278~ (I + 278~ (1+Az)/P

implies

: B /8 : B 1/8 ;B 178
[ﬂ f &0 dt} <[ﬂ / S0 dt} <[ﬂ / _&0) dti| .
o 1(1+ At) o 1(1+At) o (1 +At)

2 ,30) 1/ 2 ﬂ(t) /8
Moreover, the functions | 8 st dr and | 8 / _&5t dr are
o t(1+ At) o t(14+At)

the best subordinant and the best dominant, respectively.

Remark 7 1. From the Corollary 15, we deduce that, if f € QN IC _:p satisfies

the condition L
ReH O L Py

f@ = Bl1+Al

z B(t 1/8
then it is not necessary to assume that L and | B f & dr are
(14 x2)V/8 o t(1+At)

univalent functions in U.

2. For the special case B = 1 and A = 0, the right-hand side of this Example
generalises a result due to Suffridge [26], and the left-hand side generalises Theorem
9 from [21].

Z
3°. For the special case h(z) = zexp /
0

to the next example:

At

dz, A € C, Theorem 26 reduces

Example 8 Let 8 > 0and g, g € Ky, where

z ekt -1
h(z)zzexp/ dr
0 t

and A € C. Suppose that the next two conditions are satisfied

! A
Re 28.(2) - 121

,zelU, for k=1,2.
8x(2) B

z 1/
Let f € QN Ky such that f(z)exp (rz/B) and [,8 / fﬂ(t)w dt] are
0

univalent functions in U.

Then,
(z)ex (E> < f@ (E> < g(z)ex (E)
81 p B B 82 p B
implies

z 1/ z 1/ z 1/
[ﬂ/o S FE g ”d} [ﬁf O g ]<[ﬂ/0 gf(t)eXpt(M)dt} .
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P
Moreover, the functions [,3 / b L@ )exp( ) ] and
0

exp (At
|:,3 / b 5 (1) p( ) :| are the best subordinant and the best dominant,
0
respectively.

Remark 8 1. As in the previous remarks, from Corollary 15 we obtain that if f €

z eM
QN Ky.p, where h(z) = ZCXP/
0

dz, satisfies the condition

Re 2f'(2) - M_I .
f@ B

then it is not necessary to assume that f(z)exp(iz/B) and

e U,

)\‘t I/ﬁ
|: / YadG; )expt( ) dt:| are univalent functions in U.

2. For the special case § = 1 and A = 0, the right-hand side of the Example 8
extends a result of T. J. Suffridge [26]. In addition, the left-hand side is an extension
of Theorem 9 from [21].

Fora € Rand 6 < 1, a function f € H(U) with f(0) = 0 and f'(0) # O is
called to be an a-convex (not necessarily normalized) function of order 9, if

2f'(2) 2f"(@)
Re[(l_“) @ ¢ (f(z) >}>9’Z€U’

and we denote this class by My(0). For 6 = 0 we have M, = M,(0), where M,
represents the class of a-convex (not necessarily normalized) functions introduced
in [24]. Note that all a-convex functions are univalent and starlike [23], that is
M, C M.

The next two results deal with the subordination of the form (6.28) and give us
extensions of Theorem 1 of [3]:

Theorem 27 [9] Let @, 8,0 € R, with 8 > 0, af > 1and 0 < 0 < 1. Let
f.8 € Kn.p, where h € A, and suppose that

g € My(9),
Re J(0,h)(2) > —Q, zeU. (6.32)
o

Then,

' ()" [zh/(z)]l/’3
2) < )= A 7)< A 2),
[ E) ] f@ E) g(2) np (F)@) < Apgp (8)(2)
and the function Ay, g (f)(g) is the best dominant of the subordination.

The next theorem is an improvement of the above, that means the conclusion holds
if we make stronger assumption under the parameter 6, and the condition (6.32) is
replaced by a weaker one:
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Theorem 28 [9] Letw, 8,0 € R, with B > 0,0 > 1 and

max{@ﬂ} <6 <1.

Let f,g € Ky.3, where h € A, and suppose that
8 € My(0),

B

Re J(0,h)(z) > R (L2(B=%),B+1:1/2)

,zeU

Then,

h(z) h(z)

and the function Ay, g (g) is the best dominant of the subordination.

The next result represents a dual result of Theorem 27, in the sense that the
subordinations are replaced by superordinations, and it deals with the superordination
of the form (6.29):

Theorem 29 [9]Letw, 8,60 € R, with > 0,af > 1and0 <6 < 1. Let g € Kpp,
where h € A, and suppose that

W) V8 n()1"?
[Z (Z)] f(z)<[Z (Z)] 8(2) = Anp (/)@ < Anp (8)2),

8 € My(0),

0
Re J(0,h)(z) > ——, z € U.
o

h 1/
Let f € QNKy.p such that |:Zh ((i)i| f(R)and Ay, g (f)(2) are univalent functions
z
in U.
Then,

w1 Ve N
[Zh(g)] g@“[zhéﬂ F@ = A (9)@) < Ang ()@,

and the function Ay, g (g) is the best subordinant of the superordination.

The next theorem represents a similar dual result of Theorem 28, where the sub-
ordinations are replaced by superordinations. It also deals with the superordination
of the form (6.29):

Theorem 30 [9] Let o, 8,0 € R, with § > 0, a > 1 and

max{@;O} <6 <.

Let g € K3, where h € A, and suppose that

8 € My(0),
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B
2R (L2(B-35).B+151/2)

Re J(0,h)(z) > — ,zeU.

h 1/
Let f € QNKy.p such that |:Zh ((i)i| f(2)and Ay, g (f)(2) are univalent functions
Z
in U.
Then,

n'(z)1"# e W
[Zhé?] g&“[léﬂ f@) = Anp ()@ < Anp ()R,

and the function Ay g (g) is the best subordinant of the superordination.

If we combine Theorem 27 with Theorem 29, and respectively Theorem 28 with
Theorem 30, we obtain the next two corollaries, that represent the sandwich-type
theorems:

Corollary 16 [9] Let «,8,0 € R, with B > 0, af > 1 and 0 < 6 < 1. Let
81,82 € Kn.p, where h € A, and suppose that the next two conditions are satisfied:

81,82 € M,(0), (6.33)
Re J(0,h)(z) > —g, z e U. (6.34)
()P
Let f € QNKy.p such that |: e i| f(2)and Ay, g (f)(2) are univalent functions
<
in U.
Then,
n 1/ n 1/B n 1/B
[Zh (g)} 21 < [Zh (S) } f@ < [Zh (S) } £2()
implies

App (€)@ < Appg (f)@) < App(g2)(2).

Moreover, the functions Ay g (f)(g1) and Ay, g (f)(g2) are the best subordinant and
the best dominant, respectively.

Corollary 17 [9] Let o, 8,0 € R, with B > 0, a8 > 1 and

max{@m} <6 < 1.

Let 81,82 € Kpp, where h € A, and suppose that the next two conditions are
satisfied:

81,82 € Ma(9)3 (635)

B

Re J(0,h)(z) > R (L2(B=2).B+1:1/2)

,zeU. (6.36)
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’ 1/B

Let f € QNKy.p such that [ZZ((?} f (@) and Ay, g (f)(z) are univalent functions
z

in U.

Then,
0 (2) 1/ 0 (2) 1/ 0 (2) 1/
[ ") } §ie = [ n) } 1= [ n) } 8
implies

App (81)(2) < App (f)(2) < Anp (82)(2)-

Moreover, the functions Ay, g (g1) and Ay, g (82) are the best subordinant and the best
dominant, respectively.
In the assumption of the above two corollaries we need to suppose that the func-

n 1/
tions [Zh ((i):| f(z) and Ay, g (f)(z) are univalent in U. The next similar two
z

results will give us sufficient conditions that imply, in addition, the univalence of
these functions:

Corollary 18 [9] Let «,8,0 € R, with 8 > 0, af > 1 and 0 < 6 < 1. Let
81,82 € Ky,p, where h € A, and suppose that the conditions (6.33) and (6.34) are
satisfied. Let f € Q N KCp.p such that f € M, (0).

Then,
n 1/8 n 1/B n 1/B
[z (Z)} 21(2) < [Z (Z)} 1@ < [Z (2)} 2(2)

h(z) h(z) h(z)
implies
Ay g (g1)(2) < App (f)2) < App(82)(2).

Moreover, the functions Ay, g (g1) and Ay, g (g2) are the best subordinant and the best
dominant, respectively.

Corollary 19 [9] Let o, B,0 € R, with f > 0, af > 1 and

max{@m} <6 < 1.

Let g1, 8> € Ky.p, where h € A, and suppose that the conditions (6.35) and (6.36)
are satisfied. Let f € Q N KCp.p such that f € M, (6).

Then,
Zh/(z) 1//3 Zh/(z) 1//3 Zh/(z) 1//3
[ E) } 81(z) < [ ) } f@) < [ o) } £2(2)

implies
App (81)(2) < Appg (f)(2) < Anp (82)().

Moreover, the functions A g (g1) and Ay, g (g2) are the best subordinant and the best
dominant, respectively.
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6.8 Sandwich-Type Theorems for a Class of Integral Operators:
the Z) Operator

In a recent paper, Li and Srivastava [14] introduced and studied the function class @
defined by

I
¢:{A:[O,l]—>R:A(t)ZOand/ A(t)dt:l}.
0

Fournier and Ruscheweyh [14] (see also [17]) have considered an integral operator
which involves a non-negative function

1
Ao 2 [0,1] = R such that / Ag(t)dt = 1.
0

Many applications of the real valued function A, depends also upon a suitable pa-
rameter . Thus, in [15] the authors considered the Fournier—Ruscheweyh integral
operator in the following modified form (see also [17, Eq. (2.2), p. 131])

1
Iff(2)=/ M(ﬂ@dla | eA,
0

where the real-valued functions X, and A,_; satisfy the following conditions:
(1) for a suitable parameter o,
Ao—1 € D, Ay € @ and A,(1) = 0; (6.37)

(ii) there exists a constant ¢ € ( — 1, 2], such that

Chg(t) — tAL(t) = (c + DAg_1(1), 0 <t < L. (6.38)

Remark that, for Z7 operator, under the conditions (6.37) and (6.38), we have
(L f@) = e T f@)+ (e + DI f(2).

Moreover, we assume in this section that all powers are the principal ones.

Theorem 31 [15] Let g be univalent in the unit disc U, let B € C* and 0 < pu < 1.
Suppose that the function q satisfies

"
Re <1+Zq (Z)> >max{0,—Reﬁ}, zeU, (6.39)
q'(2) B

and the conditions (6.37) and (6.38) hold. If f € A satisfies the subordination

2 oa—1 2
) —ﬁ(l+6)<IA fw)( < ) <q(z)+§zq’(z>,

Z
1
(1+ B+ o) (IS O Lf@ J\ZTe

then

z 1
(Iﬁf(z)) < 4@,

and q is the best dominant.
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Some interesting special cases of Theorem 31, obtained for the dominant g(z) =

1+ Az . 1+z\" .
——,with—1 <A <B<l,andg(z)=|——] ,with0 < p < 1, may be
1+ Bz 1—z2

found in [15].

Theorem 32 [15] Let g be univalent in the unit disc U, such that that the function
2q'(2)
q(z)

is starlike univalent in U and q satisfies

z2q'(2) zq”(z)>
1+= q(z)+ q()— +=—=)>0zeU, (6.40)
( p B q9z)  q'(z)
where, 8, p,€ C, B € C*.
Suppose also that the conditions (6.37) and (6.38) are satisfied and for a function
f € A let denote

z 23
v ) _ 6.41
oy s(F@) =y + p<(1 — I f(2) + nIﬁ‘*'f(z)) " ©4D

2u _ o—1 o
8( 8 )+ﬁu(c+1)[1—(1 n; f(Z)J”?IAf(z)}

(1= I f(2) + T £ (2) (1= f)+ T f ) |

where )0 <n<1,0<pu < 1.

If
7q'(2)

q@ "’

W, pmapys(F)@ <y + pq@) +8¢°@) + B

then

z 12
((1 — I f(2) + nI;‘“f(z)) =4,

and q is the best dominant.
Upon setting ¢(z) = e?? and n = 1 in Theorem 32, the authors obtained a simple
special case given in [15].

Theorem 33 [15] Let g be a convex univalent function in the unit disc U, let B € C*
withRe B > 0, and 0 < u < 1. Moreover, suppose that the conditions (6.37) and
(6.38) are satisfied. For f € A suppose that

z 1
— H[gq(0),11Nn Q, 6.42
<Iff(z)) € H[q(0),11Nn Q (6.42)

and

" ' f2) z \ . .
(I+ 8+ Bc) (I“f( )> _/3(1+c)< 70 ) (Iﬁ‘f(z)) is univalent in U.
(6.43)
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Then,

ﬂ’ (z70) S ) (zm)
Lid 1 — g
q(2)+ qu (@) <A+ B+ Bo) @) B( +C)< @) 750

implies that

z I
(2) < (a—) ,
7 @
and q is the best subordinant.
Az

Taki =
aking ¢(2) = -

,—1 < A < B < 1inTheorem 33, we easily get the next

result:

Corollary 20 [15]Let—1 <A <B <1l,letp € CwithRef > 0,and0 < u < 1.
Also, suppose that the conditions (6.37) and (6.38) hold. For f € A suppose that

z "
H[gq(0),1]1N
(Iﬁ‘f(z)) € H[gq(0),1]1N Q

: O\ 7' f(2) Y
(1+ B+ po) (zgf@) /3““)( I @) ) <I;'f<z>)

is univalent in U.
Then,

and

B(A—B): 1+ Az
a(l+Bz)? 14+ Bz

z \" L f@ ( z >M
< (1+8+B0) (zgf@)) /3(1+C)< I f2) ) I f @)

1+Az<( z >“
1+ Bz ¥ fz))

Az
is the best subordinant.
Z

implies that

1
and the function 1

Theorem 34 [15] Let g be convex univalent in the unit disc U and 0 < p < 1.

2q'(z)
q(2)

Suppose that is starlike univalent in U and q satisfies

0 26 ,
Re (1 + EQ(Z) + Fq (Z)) >0,zeU, (6.44)

where §,p € C, B € C*, and the conditions (6.37) and (6.38) hold. For f € A,
assume that the function

7 n
<(1 — NI f(2) + UIiH-lf(z)) € H[q(0), 11N Q, (6.45)
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,,,,,,,

Then,
7q'(2)

q(2)

Y +0q() +8(q(2)* + B < pnapys(F)@)

implies that

z 1
1@ < <<1 “If@) + nIi”lf(z)) ’

and q is the best subordinant.
Combining Theorem 31 with Theorem 33, and Theorem 32 with Theorem 34, we
obtain the following sandwich-type results, respectively:

Theorem 35 [15] Let g, be convex univalent and let q; be univalent functions in
the unit disc U, let B € C*, withRe B > 0, and 0 < u < 1. Suppose that q; satisfies
the condition (6.39) for g = q» and the conditions (6.37) and (6.38) are satisfied.
For f € A assume that the assumptions (6.42) for g = q; and (6.43) hold.

Then,

Z

Y f(2)

L' @) < z )“ B_,
(I;,f(z)) T @) <qz(z)+uzq2(z)

i
ql(z)+§zq{(z)<(1+ﬁ+ﬂ0)< ) —pd+0o)

implies that

z 1
q1(z) < <I§‘f(z)) < q2(2),

and gy and q are the best subordinant and the best dominant, respectively.

Theorem 36 [15] Let q| be convex univalent in the unit disc U and 0 < pu < 1.
!

qu(Z)
q1(z
for g = qi, where §,p € C, B € C*. Let qa be univalent in the unit disc U, such

245(2)

Suppose that

is starlike univalent in U and q, satisfies the condition (6.44)

that that the function

z
(6.40) for g = q», and%e conditions (6.37) and (6.38) hold.

For a function f € A suppose that the function W, 5..8.y(f) defined by
(6.41) is univalent in the unit disc U, and the condition (6.45) holds for g = q| and
0<n=1l

Then,

is starlike univalent in U and q, satisfies the condition

2q1'(2)
q1(2)

<Y+ pq2(2) + 8(q2(2))* + B

Y+ 0q1(2) + 8(q1(2)> + B <Y ppmapys(F)@)

242’ (2)
q2(2)
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implies that

o
7@ < ( S ) < 422,
(= mI f@)+ 1L f(2)

and q, and q; are the best subordinant and the best dominant, respectively.
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Chapter 7
Starlikeness and Convexity of Certain Integral
Transforms by using Duality Technique

Satwanti Devi and A. Swaminathan

7.1 Introduction

Define A as the class of all analytic functions f in the open unit disk D = {z € C :
|z] < 1} which are normalized by the condition f(0) = 0 = f/(0) — 1. Hence, the
Taylor series representation of the functions f(z) € A is of the form

o0
f(z)=z+2anz”, zeD.

n=2

The univalent class of functions denoted by S is the subclass of .4, containing all the
one—one functions in D. Few important subclasses of the class S are defined below:

A domain £2 is starlike with respect to a point a € 2, if the line segment joining
a point a to any point in §2 also lies entirely in £2. A domain is starlike if it is starlike
with respect to the origin. Now we define the subclass S* C S which contains all the
starlike functions. The function f is said to be in the subclass of starlike functions
S*, if it maps the domain D conformally onto the region which bounds a starlike
domain with respect to the origin. The analytic description of the function f(z) € S*
is given by

S*:z{f&A:Re(Z;;i§)>>0, ze]D)}.

If the domain §2 is starlike with respect to each of its points, then the domain 2
is said to be convex, i.e., when the line segment joining any two points in £2 also
lies in §2 entirely. Now we define the subclass C C S which contains all the convex
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functions. A function f is said to be in the subclass of convex functions C, if it
maps D conformally onto the region which bounds the convex domain. The analytic
description of the function f(z) € C is given by

. , 2f"(2)
C._{feA.Re(l+f/(Z)>>O, zeIDJ}.

Another important subclass of S is the class of close-to-convex functions K in-
troduced by W. Kaplan [18]. A function f(z) € K is said to be in the class of
close-to-convex functions with respect to the starlike function g, if the class consists
of linearly accessible functions, i.e., the function f satisfies the geometric prop-
erty that the complement of the image of open unit disk D under f is the union
of closed half-lines such that the corresponding open half-lines are nonintersecting.
The analytic characterization of the function f(z) € K is given by

IC::{feA:Re(e”’%)>O, 0 € R, geS*andze]D)}.
gz

Note that C C S* Cc K C S.
In the sequel, we also use the following generalization of the classes S* and C,
given respectively as follows:

2f'(2)
f@

S*(E)::{feA:Re( )>$,0§§<1,16D}

and

Zf//(z)
/'@
Note that S*(0) = S* and C(0) = C. Further, it is interesting to observe that for
0<&<1,zf € S*¢&) < f €C(&).

ForO0 <o <1landO0 < & < 1, the function f € A is said to be in Pascu class of
o-convex functions of order & [25] denoted by M (o, §), if

C(S)::{fe.A:Re(l—i— )>§,0§$<1,ZGD}.

ozf'(@)+ (1 —0)f(2) € S*).

Note that M(0,&) = S*(&) and M(1,£) = C(§) which means that the Pascu class
unifies the class of convex and starlike functions, i.e., it provides the smooth passage
between the class of convex and starlike functions. It contains some nonunivalent
functions also. Analytically, this class is defined as

oz(zf'(@) + 1 — U)z]”(z)) ok
ozf'@+ 1 —-0)f(2) ’

f(z) € M(0,8) < Re <

We usually set M(o) := M(o,0).
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7.2 Motivation for the Main Problem and Its Consequences

For each normalized and univalent function f(z) € S, Bieberbach [12] gave
the Bieberbach’s theorem which established the estimation for second coefficient,
laz| < 2. The equality holds if the function f is the rotation of Koebe function. The
consequence of Bieberbach’s theorem is the Koebe distortion theorem [14, p. 32]
which provides the existence of positive sharp upper and lower bounds of | f'(z)| that
represent the infinitesimal magnification factor of image curve under the mapping
f. For the function f € S, the Koebe distortion theorem leads to the following

I —|z| 1+ |z
Gry =@ =gm

Equality holds only when f(z) is the Koebe function or one of its rotations. This
result is useful to obtain the growth theorem [14, p. 33] which states that for the
function f € S,

z € D.

1 1
< f@ - ’ LD
(1+1z? z (1 —z?
Equality holds only if f(z) is the Koebe function or one of its rotations.
Since Re —— f(Z) , it is interesting to determine the conditions under which

z Tz
the following inequality

L e (f(z))
A+ 1z ~ z )’
holds true.

For the function f(z) € S, H. Grunsky [16] has obtained the range 0 < |z| <
(e — 1)/(e + 1) ~ .462, for which the above inequality holds. For this purpose, R.
Fournier and S. Ruscheweyh [15] considered the real-valued function A, which is
defined on [0, 1] and positive on (0,1). For f(z) € S, the function L , is defined as

faz) 1 )dr

1
La(f)@) = inf /O A) (Re 2

If we consider f(z) as the Koebe function, then L ,(f)(z) < O for all acceptable
weight functions A.

This concept leads to investigating various subclasses of S for which results of
this type hold true and the objective of this chapter is to outline all related works and
their consequences in this direction available in the literature. Hence for important
subclasses of S, corresponding weight functions are obtained for which L 4(S) =

Initially R. Fournier and S. Ruscheweyh [15] obtained the condition on weight
function A(z) and gave the following result.
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Theorem 1 [15] Let the function A(t) be integrable on [0, 1] and positive on (0, 1).

If
A(t)
—_—, te 0,1 7.1
= 0. 1) (7.1)
is decreasing, then L ,(K) = 0.
The following function
11—t
( ), —1l<c<2,c#0;
c
A(t) = (7.2)

log(1/t), ¢=0,

was considered, since it satisfies the condition (7.1). For larger values of ¢ > 7, the
corresponding function L 4 (K) < 0.

For the function f € A, R. Fournier and S. Ruscheweyh [15] introduced the class
P(B) which satisfies the property that

PB)={feA:Ree’(f)—pB) >0, B <1,zeD}. (7.3)
The integral operator V;( f)(z) was considered which is defined as

1
\Mﬂ@=lkm%2w, (7.4)

where A(?) is the real-valued nonnegative function of ¢ € [0, 1] with the property that
Jy Mo)dr =1.

Theorem 2 [15] Let f € P(B). If B < 1 satisfies

R N )
o5 /Ok(t)(1+t)dt, (7.5)

then, Vi(f)(z) € S. Further, if B and A satisfy (7.5) and in addition t A(t) =
t [ s — 0, ast — 0, then Vi(P(B)) € S* <= La(K) = 0.

These two results lead to various generalizations. In one direction, these results
are proved for the class S*(&) and are further extended for C and C(£),0 < & < 1.
In another direction, the class P(8) given in (7.3) has been generalized to study the
result for more general classes. All these results are based on Theorems 1 and 2,
wherein the condition (7.1) is modified as per requirement. The proofs also follow
in a somewhat similar fashion as the proofs of these theorems. Hence, the proofs of
Theorems 1 and 2 are important. The best way to understand the proofs given in [15]
is as follows: (1) Prove the first part of Theorem 2, i.e., V;(P(B8)) C S, (2) Prove the
second part of Theorem 2, namely the condition for which L 4(}C) = 0. Using this
condition, it is easy to understand the proof of Theorem 1.




7 Starlikeness and Convexity of Certain Integral Transforms . . . 151

The results were further modified by S. Ponnusamy and F. Ronning [27] using
duality method for convolution and they obtained the condition on the weight function
A(t) that, when

A(t)

W, te0,1)

is decreasing, then L 4(C(§)) =0for0 <& < 1/2.
Further the relation was derived between B and A so that the integral operator V;
maps the function f(z) € P(B) into S*(§) for 0 < & < 1. With the condition

L:_/ M)<((1+$)—(1—$)t) 2510g(1+r)>dt’
-5 0 (1—&)1+1) (1— &)t

Va(f)(2) € S*(&) <= L4(C()) = 0. For particular value of & = 0, the result
reduces to the result given by R. Fournier and S. Ruscheweyh [15].

Likewise, the relation between 8 and A was obtained by R. M. Ali and V. Singh
[2] so that the integral operator V, maps the function f(z) € P(B) into C and defines
the functional M ,( f)(z) as

) ! 1—1¢
MA(f)(z)=;2Hg/0 Alt) (Ref (tz) — a+1 )3>dl

R. M. Ali and V. Singh [2] gave the condition on § and A for which the following
result holds good.

Theorem 3 [2] If B < 1 satisfies
1

,3—5 1 1 J
[

andt A(t) =t / st — 0,ast — 0, then V,(P(B)) € C <= M,(K)=0.

Itis difficult to obtaln the condition on M 4 (KC), hence the corresponding sufficient
result was given.

Theorem 4 [2] IftA'(t)/(1 — t?) is decreasing for t € (0, 1), then M A(K) =
R. M. Ali and V. Singh [2] introduced the generalized integral operator V), (f)(z)
which is the convex combination of z and V; (f)(z). They defined

! 1 — ptz
V)@ = pz+ 1 = p)Vi(H2) = z/ At) e di* f(z) p<]l1.
0 _
For the function f(z) € P(B8), R. M. Ali and V. Singh [2] derived the relation
between § and A so that the new integral operator V; (f)(z) belongs to the subclasses
of univalent function class S* and C.
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Theorem 5 [2] If B < 1 satisfies the condition

1 ! t
2 —p(—B) /0 MOT (7.6)

then V,(f)z) C S. Further, V,(f)(2) C 8* <= LA(C) = 0, if B < 1 satisfies
(7.6) and A(t) = fll @ds satisfies the condition that t A(t) — O ast — 0F.

To obtain the convexity result for V;(P(8)), R. M. Ali and V. Singh [2] gave the
following condition on 8 < 1 as

1
; :/ )L(t)wdt’
20=p)d=8) Jo (I+1)7?

then V3 (f)(z) C C <= M4(C) = 0, provided A(t) = ftl @ds satisfies the
condition that t A(t) — Oast — 0%,

Further extensions of subclass P(f) of the class A are the classes P, (8), R, (8),
and Wg(a, y), which are defined below and are used to generalize the result given
above.

The class P,(B) introduced by Y. C. Kim and F. Ronning in [19] is the linear
combination of two functionals that modifies the class P(8). For § < 1 and 0 <
y < 1, P,(B) denotes the normalized class of analytic function defined by

/(@)

P,(B) = {fe.A:EI@ e R|Re <ei9 ((1 - y)T +yf’(z)—,3>>>0, z€ ]D},

for some 6 € R. Note that P|(8) = P(8).
The class R, (B) introduced by S. Ponnusamy and F. Ronning in [28] is the set of
all normalized and analytic functions defined by

Ry(B)={reA:30cRIRe (/' +yzf@—P) >0, zeD},
for y > 0and B < 1. Note that f(z) € R,(B) <= zf'(z) € P,(B). Hence, the
class R, (B) is closely related to the class P, (8). Another simple observation about

the relationship between the class P(8) and R, (B) is that Ro(B) = P(B).
Fora > 0,y > 0and B8 < 1,R. M. Ali et al. [3] defined the class Wx(a, y) as

Wela,y)={feA:JpcR|
Re €' ((1 —Ol+27/)@ +@ =29 f'@)+rzf"() —ﬁ)
> 0,z € D}.

It unifies both the classes P,(8) and R, (8). Note that P(8) = Wg(1,0), P,(B) =
We(a,0) and R, (B) = Wg(1 + 2y, 7).
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7.3 Application for the Class P(f)

Results given in Sect. 7.2 are more interesting whenever particular values of A(¢) are
chosen for the operator given by (7.4). Various values of A(¢) lead to different inter-
esting consequences. One such application is related to (7.2) that provides Bernardi
operator, which will be defined later. For further applications, we need the following
preliminaries:

Consider the analytic functions f;(z), for i = 1, 2 represented in the series form
as

oo
[ =24 an" (an = 0),
n=2

then the Hadamard product (or convolution) f; * f> is given by

(fi* f)2) =z+ Zan,lan,gz”.

n=2

For the complex numbers a, b and c, the Gaussian hypergeometric function
2 Fi(a, b; c; z) is defined by

o (@) (b)
F(a,b;c;2) = 2F1(a,b;c;z)=§mz zeD.
where ¢ # 0, —1,—2,... and the Pochhammer symbol, (), is expressed as
1 n =0,

(X)nz
x(x+1D---(x+n—-1) neN.

The integral operator V; (f)(z) given in (7.4) under special cases of A(¢) reduces
to various well-known operators that were studied in detail by many authors. For
further details, see [9, 10, 17, 20, 21].

(1) Consider

1 i
—(+c)t‘

1\!
Al) = 7o) <log—> , for 6>0and ¢ > —1.

t

Then the integral operator defined corresponding to the weight function A(¢)
given above is denoted by V;, (f(z)) := F. s(f(z)) which is known as the Komatu
operator [20]. The particular cases are:

(i) Let§ =1, so that

AM)=A+0o)x c¢>-—1.
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Then the Komatu operator reduces to the Bernardi operator (B.(f)(z)) [9].
Note that this A(¢) is related to A.(z) given in (7.2) by A (t) = ftl @ds.

(i) When ¢ = 0 and § = 1, the Komatu operator reduces to Alexander or
Biernacki operator [1] which is denoted as

A(f)@) = @dt

0

that maps the function belonging to S* onto C, which means

f@) € §*¢) = A(N)) € C®).

(iii)) When ¢ = 1 and § = 1, the Komatu operator reduces to the Libera operator
[21] which is denoted by

2 z
Hﬂ@z;ﬁf@m

(2) Consider

Al = I'(0) P11 = pyeab
'a)b)r(c—a—-»b+1)

2Fi(c—a,l1 —a,c—a—b+1;1—1),

for which the integral operator V; (f(z)) is known as Hohlov operator [17] de-
noted by H, » .(f)(z). We note that the Hohlov operator can be written in terms
of convolution as [19]

Vi@ = Hap,o(f)2) = z2Fi(a,b;c32) % f(2).
(i) The case a = 1 gives

I'(c) 1

b=21 _ ;c—b—1
T —b) ot (1-1) f(tz)dt

Hy b, o(f)(@) = L(b,c)(f)(2) =
where L(b, ¢)(f)(z) is known as Carlson—Shaffer operator [10].
(i1) Forthecasea = 1,b =¥ + 1, and ¢ = ¥ + 2, Hohlov operator reduces to
Bernardi operator, i.e., Hy, 9+1.90+2(f)(@) = By (f)(z) for Re ¥ > —1.
(3) For the two complex numbers, a,b > —1. Consider

(a+ Db+ DD ) g,

At) =
(@ + D2t log (1/1), b=a.

Then the corresponding integral operator V,.(f)(z) = G ¢(a, b, z) was introduced
and studied by S. Ponnusamy [26].
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Note that even though for particular values the Hohlov and Komatu operators reduce
to the Carlson—Shaffer operator, these two operators are different and have different
consequences. We summarize the applications with the following outline:

For application purpose, R. Fournier and S. Ruscheweyh [15] considered only the
Bernardi integral operator B.(f)(z). If 8 < 1 satisfies the condition

1
b =—(1+c)f ) P
1-8 o ((141)

then for f(z) € P(B), B.(f)(z) € S* and the result is sharp.

For § = —0.262..., M. Nunokawa and D. K. Thomas [22] have shown that
the function f(z) € P(B) implies By(f)(z) is starlike and if 8 = —0.0175... then
Bi(f)(z) is starlike. These conditions are weak when compared to the result of R.
Fournier and S. Ruscheweyh [15] which provides that for 8 = —0.629 ..., By(P(8))
is starlike and for 8 = —0.294 ..., B{(P(B)) is starlike.

R. M. Ali and V. Singh [2] obtained various ranges of inclusion for the Bernardi
operator that are given by By(P(0)) € S*(0.1174... ), B;(P(0)) € §*(0.05685... ),
and B,(P(0)) € $*(0.0351...).

S. Ponnusamy and F. Ronning [27] considered the operator G s(a, b, z) for the
function f(z) € P(B). If the relation between 8 < 1 and A(¢) is given by

B L =
L= A)—dt, ae(—1,2)and a < b,
1=8 Jo l+1

then G ¢(a,b,z) € §*.
R. M. Ali and V. Singh [2] considered the operator V;, where A(¢) = (1 — a)(3 —
a1 —1?) /2 and derived the condition on < 1 under which

B—1/2  (1—a)3—a) /lt_”
1-8 2 0
then V,(P(B)) e Cfor0 <a < 1.
R. M. Ali and V. Singh [2] proved that H; 4 .+»(P(B)) € C, if B < 1 satisfies

B—1/2
1-p
and the estimate is sharp.

Since duality technique for convolution gives better bounds, it became an adequate
tool while dealing with such type of integral transforms.

1—1¢
—dt,
1+¢

=—5F12,a;a+ b;—-1) O<a<l1, b>2,

7.4 The Class Wg(a, y)

The class Wg(a, y) defined in Sect. 7.2 unifies all the other classes existing in the
literature. Hence, we provide results only for the class Wg(«, y) and notify particular
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cases wherever necessary. R. M. Ali et al. [3] discussed the starlikeness of the integral
operator V; (Wg(a, y). To discuss the main result, the following notations are useful:

Let u, v > 0 satisfy the relation, # + v = @ — y and wv = y. Further, consider
the positive and integrable functions /7, ,(¢) and A,(¢) that are positive on (0, 1) and
integrable on [0, 1], and are defined as

1
/Av(s)sl/“*l/ﬂflds, y >0

Hp,,v(t) = t 7.7
A (1), y=0,u=0,v=a >0,
where
1
A
A1) = / ](s)ds. (7.8)
r S /v

The functional My

v

(he, s, (1)) is defined as

1
Re/ m, (Ot he , (Ddt, y >0,
Mﬂu.v(hé,a,z(t)) = 0 (7.9)

1
Re/ o ot he , (dt, y =0,
0

where
(t2) 1—&(1+1) 1—-&—-(1+&)
he 5, (1) = (1 — § — hi(tz) — ———2—).
o) =1 =0) (h iz (-6l +r)2) e (5( e +t)3>
Consider gz(¢) to be the solution of initial value problem
1
. i,uu_lf Sw_l((ll_gé)((—llis?))zds’ -0
v — s
a4 gy = L8 0 (7.10)
dt 2(1 —&E(1 4+ 1)) Va1 .
¢ , y =0,a >0,
a(l — &)1 +1)?
satisfying g¢(0) = 1.
For o € [0, 1], define B < 1 by
/3 _ 1
T—p A — 0)ge(t) + 0(2q:(t) — D]dt. (7.11)
- 0
Here, g:(¢) is the solution of the initial value problem
1
d e S e 720
v v — s
& 0=1" e aeen 712
¢/l y =0, > 0.

a(l — &)1 +1)3’

satisfying gz (0) = 1.



7 Starlikeness and Convexity of Certain Integral Transforms . . . 157

Recently, S. Verma et al. [32] (see also [23] where similar results are obtained)
considered the function f(z) belonging to the class of analytic function Ws(e, )
and discussed the conditions between the constraint 8 and the function A(¢) under
which the integral transform V; (f)(z) belongs to $*(&). The following results were
formulated.

Theorem 6 [23, 32] Consider u,v > 0 and B satisfy (7.11), for the case o = 0.
Assume that t'/° A, (t) — 0 and tl/”H,w(t) — Qast — 0%. Then

ViOWVg(a, ) € S*(§) <= Mp, ,(hs,0,:(1)) = 0

for& €10,1/2].

Particular cases for Theorem 6 are discussed as under:
Remark 1

1. For & = 0, Theorem 6 yields [3, Theorem 3.1].

2. For the case @ = 1+ 2y, the class Wg(1 + 2y, y) reduces to the class R, (8) and
Theorem 6 coincides with [7, Theorem 2.1].

3. For the class Wg(1 + 2y,y) := R, (B) and the case § = 0, Theorem 6 gives
similar result obtained in [28, Theorem 2.2].

4. For the case y = 0, the class Wg(a, 0) reduces to the class P, (8) and Theorem
6 reduces to [5, Theorem 1.2].

5. For the class Wg(a, 0) := P,(B) and the case & = 0, Theorem 6 gives the result
obtained by [19, Theorem 2.1].

Itis difficult to verify the condition on My, , (h¢,o..(7)). Hence, Theorem 6 cannot be
used directly. From an application point of view, the following sufficient condition
has been derived in [23, 32].
Theorem 7 [23,32] Let i > 1, & < [0.1/2] and —— 20
’ 7 ’ (1 +1)(1 — )+
on (0,1). Then V, Wg(at,y)) € S*(&) where B satisfies (7.11) and o = 0.
Considering particular values for &, o, and y, sufficient condition given in
Theorem 7 is similar to [3, Theorem 4.1], [7 ,Theorem 2.2], and [28, Theorem
2.3]. This condition cannot be reduced to the result obtained by Y. C. Kim and F.
Ronning [19] for the case, y = 0 and & = 0, since the condition in [19] contains the
function (log(1/¢))'+% instead of (1 + £)(1 — ¢)'*%* in the denominator part. Both
the functions are decreasing and tend to 0 as + — 1. Hence to obtain the sufficient
conditions corresponding to Theorem 6, for the case y = 0 and & = 0, the following
result by Y. C. Kim and F. Ronning [19] is useful.
Aqy(1)
Theorem 8 [19] If ————
log(1/t)
ae[l/2,1]andy = 0.
This result is further generalized by R. Balasubramanian et al. [5] to obtain the
sufficient condition so that the integral transform of the functions belonging to the
class We(e, 0) is a member of S*(&).

be decreasing

is decreasing on (0, 1), then My, ,(ho,o,.(t)) = O for
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Theorem 9 [5] Ifﬁ is decreasing on (0, 1), then My, ,(hg 0.:(f)) > 0
fora € [1/2,1], & €[0,1/2], and y = 0.
The sufficient conditions given in Theorems 8 and 9 can be applied only when
o € [1/2,1]. Hence the results obtained are weak as compared to the Theorem 7.
Alternative result corresponding to Theorem 7 is given below.

Theorem 10 [23, 32] Let A, and I1,,, be defined in (7.8) and (7.7), respectively.
Consider the case 0 = 0 and B < 1 is given by (7.11). If A(t) satisfies the condition

1
4 14—, >p>1 0),
M(t)< 2 d—w 2 (y >0)

3-1, y=0,0€(0,1/3],

then V,(Wg(a, y)) € S*(&) for & € (0,1/2].
Following comparisons are made on substituting certain values of £, «, and y in
Theorem 10:

Remark 2

1. The condition given in [3, Theorem 4.2] is better than that obtained from Theorem
10, for & = 0. This is due to the fact that the domain for « is larger for the case
y =0.

2. Theorem 10 reduces to the result givenin [7, Theorem 3.1] forthe casea = 1+2y.
The condition given in [7] is weak since the result does not hold for0 < y < 1/2.

3. Forthecasea = 142y and & = 0, the condition on A(#) of Theorem 10 coincides
with [28, Theorem 3.1].

Using Theorem 10, a number of applications for various well-known integral
operators are given.

Theorem 11 [23, 32] Let B < 1 satisfy (7.11) with o = 0 and A(t) = (¢ + 1)t°,
¢ > —1. Then B.Wg(a,y)) € S*(&) for &€ € (0,1/2], if

1
l+_9
c< wo (I—v)
-1 y=0,ae(/41/3]

>upu=1(y >0),

Particular cases are discussed for Bernardi operator.
Remark 3

1. The condition obtained by [3, Theorem 5.1] is better than that obtained from
Theorem 11, for & = 0. This is due to the fact that the Bernardi integral operator
is starlike if ¢ <3 — 1/, for the case y = 0 and « € (0, 1/3] U [1, 00).

2. The result given in [7, Theorem 3.1] is weaker than Theorem 11, fora = 14 2y.
Further, the condition coincides for the case y > 1/2.

3. Foraa =14 2y and § = 0, Theorem 11 coincides with [28, Corollary 3.2].

The case ¢ = 0 gives rise to the following application:
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Corollary 1 [3] Let 8 < 1 satisfy (7.11) witho = 0, &€ = 0 and A(t) = 1. Then the
function F(z) € A satisfying

Re(f'(2) + azf"(2) + v f"(2)) > B

belongs to S*, fora >y >0o0ry =0anda > 1/3.
Following results are immediate:

Example 1 Consider the function f € A satisfying the condition Re(f'(z) +
2f"(z)) > (1 —21In2)/2(1 — In2). Then f(z) is starlike.

Example 2 Consider the function f € A satisfying the condition Re(f'(z) +
32f"(2) + 22 f"(2)) > (6 — w%)/(12 — 7?). Then f(2) is starlike.

Theorem 12 [23, 32] Consider

_ Mtc

5-1
At) = To) <log;> , for §>1and ¢ > —1,

and B < 1 satisfy (1.11) for the case o = 0. Then F.s(Wg(ct,y)) € S*(&) for
§€(0,1/2], if

1
14— >pu=1( >0),
c<! T oa-v

-1 y=0,ae(/41/3]

Remark 4

1. The result obtained by [3 ,Theorem 5.4] is better than the result corresponding
to Theorem 12, for & = 0. This is due to the fact that the condition on ¢, when
y = 0, exists in the bigger domain for o € (0, 1/3] U [1, 00).

2. For « = 1 4 2y, Theorem 12 is better than the result in [7, Theorem 4.2] and
reduces when y > 1/2.

3. Since the bound for c is larger in [5 ,Theorem 2.1], Theorem 12, for y = 0, is
weaker.

4. For y = 0 and & = 0, Theorem 12 has smaller bound for ¢ than [19, Theorem
2.3].

Theorem 13 [23, 32] Consider

A = K" '\ =) w1 —1) for a,b,c>0
and B < 1 satisfy (7.11) for the case o = 0. Then V,(Wg(a,y)) € S*(&) for
§€[0,1/2], if

c<(a+b)and0 < b <1,
or



160 S. Devi and A. Swaminathan

1
24— >u=1@ >0),
c>(@+b) and b< W (=) Y
1

4—1 =0, ae(1/4,1/3].

)

Following particular cases are of interest and available in the literature.
Remark 5

1. The result [3, Theorem 5.5] is better than the result of Theorem 13, for & = 0.
This is due to the fact that the condition on b, when y = 0, is defined on the
bigger domain for « € (0,1/3] U [1, 00).

2. Result given in [7, Theorem 4.3] holds for y > 1/2 whereas Theorem 13, for
a =14 2y, is true for y > 0. Hence the latter result is better.

3. For y = 0 in Theorem 13, the parameters have the range a > 0, ¢ > a + b, and
b < 4—1/a, whereas therange of a, b, and cin [5, Theorem 2.2] lies in the interval
ae0,1]andb+26 <c—a<(c—a—b+1)/a(a(c—a—b+1)+2E(1 —a))
fora € [1/2,1].

4. Substituting y = 0 and £ = 0 in Theorem 13, the a, b, and « are different when
compared to [19, Theorem 2.4], defined in the range 0 <a < 1,0 < b < 1/«
and @ € [1/2,1].

5. The bound for bis 0 < b < (¢ — a) < 1/awx in [11, Theorem 2], which is larger
than the bounds in Theorem 13, for the case y = 0 and £ = 0.

For particular values of a, b and ¢, J. H. Choi et al. [11] gave the following result:
If B < 1 satisfies

1
21— R 1 /e 1+ Lo —1))
then Hlyl’z(Wﬂ((x,O)) e S*.
Theorem 14 [23,32] Let a,b > —1, A(t) be given by

B=1 (12 <a <),

(a+ b+ D=0 )2 g,

Al) =
(a+ 1)*t%log (1/1), b=a,
and B < 1 satisfy (7.11) for the case o = 0. Then for the function f(z) € Ws(a, y),
the operator G ¢(a,b,z) € §*(§) for & € [0,1/2], if

1

14—, >uz1(y >0),
a<| Tuw -

3—1, y=0,0e/4,1/3]

The particular cases of the above result are of interest.
Remark 6

1. Theorem 14, when & = 0, leads to the result similar to [3, Theorem 5.3]. But the
condition on “a,” when y = 0is true for the larger domainas @ € (0, 1/3]U[1, 00)
in [3] which leads to the better result.
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2. For @ = 1 + 2y, Theorem 14 gives similar result as in [7, Theorem 4.1].
3. [5, Theorem 2.4] gives better bounds for “a” than that obtained in the Theorem
14 for the case y = 0.

R. M. Ali et al. [4] gave the following results corresponding to the integral operator

Vi()@).
Theorem 15 [4] Consider n,v > 0 and 8 < 1 satisfy

1 go()
- - 0 At d 1,
20— o)1 — ) /0 Ot =

where go(t) is the solution of initial value problem given in (7.10). Assume that
YA (t) > 0and t' 1, ,(t) — O ast — OT. Then

ViWs(a,y)) € §* <= Mg, ,(ho,0,:(1)) = 0.

For y = 0, Theorem 15 gives [6, Theorem 2.4], for & = 0.

R. M. Ali et al. [4] discussed the corresponding convexity results for the in-
tegral operator V3 (Wg(a, y). Following notations are used for further discussion.
The integrable functions I1,,, and A, are defined in (7.7) and (7.8). The functional
Mp, , (hs o (1)) is given in (7.9).

Recently R. Omar et al. [24] obtained the condition between 8 and A(¢), so that
the integral transform V), maps the function f(z) € Ws(«, y) into the convex class
of functions of order &. The following results are formulated:

Theorem 16 [24] Consider u,v > 0, and B < 1 satisfy (7.11) for the case 0 = 1.
Assume that t'V A,(t) = 0 andt'/"H,m(t) — O0ast — 0. Then

VilWg(a, y)) € C(§) <= My, (he 1,:(1)) = 0

for& €[0,1/2].
Note that these results are also available in the work of S. Verma et al. [31].
Further, particular cases of Theorem 16 are given in the literature.

Remark 7

1. For & = 0, Theorem 16 reduces to [4, Theorem 3.1].
2. For y = 0, Theorem 16 gives similar result as in [6, Theorem 2.3].

To verify the condition M 1,,(he,1,:(t)) > 0, Theorem 16 cannot be used directly.
Hence for application purposes, the following sufficient condition is useful:
’
Theorem 17 [24] Let u > 1 and @0+ 4 - 1k )H“‘”(t), £ €[0,1/2] be
(1 4+0)(1 —r)l+2%

decreasing on (0,1). Then V, Wg(a, v)) € C(§) where B < 1 satisfies (7.11) for the
case o = 1.

For & = 0, Theorem 17 is similar to [4, Theorem 4.2]. When y = 0, Theorem 17
cannot be reduced to the result of R. Balasubramanian et al. [6, Theorem 2.3]. This is
due to the fact that the denominator part of [6, Theorem 2.3] contains (log (1/1))!+%




162 S. Devi and A. Swaminathan

instead of (1 + £)(1 — ¢)'*%. Therefore the sufficient condition corresponding to
Theorem 17 for the case y = 0 is given as under:
Theorem 18 [6] Let£ < [0,1/2), (L /@ Aal) = 14,)
[log (1/1)]'+2
Then Mp, ,(hs 1,.(t)) = 0 fora € [1/2,1] and y = 0.
Alternative criteria of convexity corresponding to Theorem 18 as in [24] are given
below.

bedecreasing on (0, 1).

Theorem 19 [24] Let B < 1 be given by (7.11) for the case o = 1. Further suppose
that A(t) satisfies the inequality

tA' (1) 1 1
WSZ-I-;—;, v=p =l
Then, V,(Wg(a, y)) € C(§) for &€ € [0,1/2].

Remark 8

1. For & = 0, Theorem 19 gives the result as in [4, Theorem 4.3].
2. Fora =1+ 2y and £ = 0, Theorem 19 reduces to [4, Corollary 4.4].

Using Theorem 19, applications for different integral operators discussed in Sect. 7.3
can be obtained.

Theorem 20 [31] Let A(t) = (c + Dt, ¢ > —1, and B < 1 satisfy (7.11) for the
case 0 = 1. Then B.OVg(a,y)) € C(§) for0 <y <a <142y and & € (0,1/2],
if

c<2+1/u—1/v, v>p > 1.

Remark 9

1. For & = 0, Theorem 20 reduces to the result as in [4, Theorem 5.1].
2. Fora =1+ 2y and £ = 0, Theorem 20 reduces to [4, Corollary 5.2].

For the case ¢ = 0, Theorem 20 gives the following application:

Corollary 2 [4] Let B < 1 satisfy (7.11), where o = 1, £ =0, and A(t) = 1. Then
the function F(z) € A satisfying

Re(F'(z) + azF"(2) + yZ2F"(z)) > B

belongs to C, for0 < y <a < (1+2y).
Following result is immediate.

Example 3 Consider the function f € A satisfying the condition Re(f'(z) +
2f"() > (1 —21In2)/(2(1 — In2)). Then f(z) is convex.

Theorem 21 [31] Consider

1 5 1\
)»(t)z( +) t“|log— , for ¢>86—-2>—1,
INC)) t
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and B < 1 be defined by (7.11), for the case = 1. Then F.s(0WVg(a, y)) € C(§) for
O<y<a<l1l+42yand& € (0,1/2], if
1
c<2+——- v>p>1
w v

Following particular cases are available in the literature.
Remark 10

1. The result obtained by [4, Theorem 5.6] coincides with the result obtained by
Theorem 21, for the case & = 0.

2. The case y = 0 implies & = 0 and v = «. Hence, Theorem 21 cannot be used
for the case y = 0 and the comparison cannot be done with [6, Theorem 3.3].

The result for Komatu operator given in Theorem 21 cannot be used for y = 0. So
the following result is given in [6, Theorem 3.3].

Theorem 22 [6] If &€ € [0,1/2] and B < 1 satisfies (7.11) for o = 1, then
Fe sOWg(at,0)) e C(&), fora € [1/2,1],0 <c+1 <1/Qa)—&, and § > 2(1 +&).

The Hohlov operator was not considered either by R. Omar et al. [24] or S. Verma
et al. [31] for convexity case. Hence, we mention the result given by R. M. Ali et al.

[4].
Theorem 23 [4] Consider
A = KtP'A =) w1 —¢) for a,b,c>0
and B < 1 be defined by (7.11) for the case o = 1. Then V,(Wg(a, y)) € C if
c>(a+b+1)and 0 <b <1.
Remark 11

1. For y = 0, Theorem 23 gives better results than that obtained in [6, Theorem
3.2], for & = 0. This is due to the fact that in [6, Theorem 3.2], the bounds of
O<a<land0 < b < 1/Qa), fora € [1/2,1] are smaller as compared to the
bounds of Theorem 23.

2. The conditions in [11, Theorem 1] are0 <a < 1,b < (c —a — 2)/QRa(c —a —
1)—1),¢c>a+2,and o € [1/2, 1] which are different from the conditions in
Theorem 23, for y = 0.

If B < 1 satisfies
p=1- 1
21 — 4F32,2,b,1/a;1,¢,1 4+ 1/a; —1))’
for0 < b <(c—3)/Qac—4a —1),c > 3,and o € [1/2, 1], then J. H. Choi et al.
[11] proved that the function f(z) € Ws(a, 0) implies L(b, c)(f)(z) € C.

Theorem 24 [31] Leta,b > —1, A(t) be given by

@+ Db+ D=0 2 g,

A(t) =
(a+ 1)*t%log(1/1), b =a,
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and B < 1 satisfy (7.11) for the case o = 1. Then for the function f(z) € Ws(a, y),
the operator G r(a,b,z) € C(&)forO <y <a<l+2yand& €[0,1/2], if

1
a<2—|————f0rv>,u>l

“ ”

Theorem 24 for £ = 0 glves better bounds for
Theorem 5.7].

For y = 0, the result is not valid. In this context, following result is given in [6,
Theorem 3.4].

Theorem 25 Let a,b > —1, A(t) be defined as in Theorem 24 and B < 1 satisfy
(7.11) for the case o = 1. Then for the function f(z) € Wg(e,0), a € [1/2,1], the
operator G s(a,b,z) € C, ifa < 0 and b, satisfiesb =aorb < 1/a — 1.

For the generalized integral operator V,(f)(z), R. M. Ali et al. [4] gave the
following result.

Theorem 26 [4] Consider ,v > 0 and B < 1 satisfy

than the result given in [4,

1 /1
= — [ Mi)qo@)—Ddtr  p <1,
2(1—p) = B) 0
where qo(t) is the solution of initial value problem given in (7.12). Assume further
that t'" A, (t) — 0 and t'/V 1, ,(t) — O ast — OF. Then

ViWe(a,y)) € C &= My, ,(ho1..(1) = 0.

For y = 0, Theorem 26 reduces to [6, Theorem 2.5], putting & = 0.

Until now, the conditions under which the integral operator V; maps the function
belonging to the subclasses of analytic function class A to the subclass of univalent
function class S are discussed. We will now discuss the relation between the constant
B and the function A(7) and obtain the condition so that the integral operator maps
the function belonging to the subclass of normalized and analytic function class to
another subclass of normalized and analytic function class.

Recently S. Verma et al. [30] obtained sharp values for 8 so that V, Ws(a, y)) €
We(1,0)) and V, Ws(e, ¥)) € W,(et, ), for @ < 1 and gave the following results:

Theorem 27 Consider ,v > 0 and B < 1 satisfying
ﬁ =

l—w 1! L ds dndt -
== [1_5/0 Mo ) 1+ts“dt_( __)/ ’\()// 1+tn§"} ’

for y #0,

l—w L) l _
1‘7[1‘5/0 1—+t"‘(1“>/*“/ i } - r=0

Then, V,(Wg(a,y)) € W,(1,0)).
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Remark 12

1. For @ = 1 and y = 0, Theorem 27 reduces to the result in [15 ,Theorem 2].
2. For y = 0, Theorem 27 is similar to [8, Theorem 1.5].

Theorem 28 Consider o, y > 0, and B < 1 satisfying
1+ w)

L= ¢
iz_/ )\(t)Mdt
1-8 0 (141

Then, V;(Wg(a,y)) € Wola, 7).
When y = 0, Theorem 28 reduces to the result in [19, Theorem 2.6].
1
Putd = landc = (1 — a)/a in A(t) = %tc(log(l/t))a’l. Then using
Theorem 28 for the case y = 0, Y. C. Kim and F. Ronning [19] proved that f(z) €

We (e, 0) implies Re ' (f(z)/z — w) > 0.

7.5 The Pascu Class

The results corresponding to the class Wg(a, ), given in [3] and [4], are unified in
[13]. For the function f(z) € Wg(e, y), S. Devi and A. Swaminathan [13] obtained
the conditions between § and A so that V,(f(z)) € M(o,0). The following results
are formulated:

Theorem 29 [13] Consider t,v > 0and B < 1 satisfying (7.11) for& = 0. Further
assume that t'/V A, (t) — 0 and tl/”H,w(t) — Oast — 0. Then

ViWg(a, y)) € M(0,0) <= Mp, ,(ho,o, (1)) = 0.

For y = 0, Theorem 29 reduces to [29, Theorem 2.1]. For application purposes,
the following sufficient condition is given:

Theorem 30 [13] Leto € [0,1], u > 1, and B < 1 satisfy (7.11) for & = 0. If

O,tl/afl/quld(tl//Afl/aHM v(t))
1 —r2
is increasing on (0, 1), then V,(Wg(a, y)) € M(c,0).
This result cannot be reduced to the result of K. Raghavendar and A. Swaminathan
[29]. This is because the sufficient condition in [29, Theorem 2.1], for § = 0, contains

(log (1/1)) in the denominator whereas in Theorem 30, contains the term (1 — ?).
Hence the sufficient condition corresponding to Theorem 30 is given below:

Theorem 31 [29] Let& € [0,1/2], & € [1/2,1], and B < 1 satisfy (7.11)fory = 0.
If

O'tl/a_l/a+ld(tl/a_l/aAa(l‘))
(log (1/1))!+2%
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is increasing on (0, 1), then V,(Wg(,0)) € M(0,§).
Following alternative condition corresponding to Theorem 30 is used:

Theorem 32 [13] If B is given by (7.11) for the case & = 0 and A(t) satisfy the
condition

(1-0) [(1 + l) At — z,\/(z)} +o [ﬂx”(z) — lt)»/(t):| > 0.
% w

whenever
A (1) 1 1
c——<l1l4+o|(l+——-—-]),
n v

then V,(Wg(a, y)) € M(c,0).
The case y = 0 implies that © = 0 and v = «. Hence the above result cannot be
used for y = 0. Using Theorem 32, a number of applications are discussed.

Theorem 33 [13] Let A(t) = (1 4+ o), ¢ > —1 and B < 1 satisfy (7.11) for the
case £ = 0. If

c=min[(1+1/pw—1/v), (1 +1/pn—=§) /(14 28)],

then B.(Wg(a,y)) € M(c,0), for o € [0, 1].

The above result is not valid for y = 0. Hence, [13, Theorem 3.2] gives the
following result for above theorem. If ¢ > 14 1/a and o > «, then B.(Ws(e, 0)) €
M(o0,0), for u > 1 and o € (0, 1).

This condition of above result for y = 0 cannot be compared due to the different
bounds for ¢ and «. The case y = 0 [29, Theorem 3.1] gave the following result:

Theorem 34 [29] Let A(t) = (1 + o)t¢, ¢ > —1, and B < 1 satisfy (7.11). If
¢ < min{(1/0 — 1), (1/a — D)},
then B.(Wg(a,0)) € M(0,§), fora € [1/2,1], y =0,& €10,1/2], and o € (0, 1).
The case ¢ = 0 leads to the following application.
Corollary 3 [13] Let B < 1 satisfy (7.11) for & = 0 and () = 1. Then the function
F(z) € A satisfying
Re(f'(2) +azf" (@) +y2 ") > B

belongs to M (o, 0).
Following results are immediate.

Example 4 Consider the function f € A satisfying the condition Re(f'(z) +
32f"(2) + 22 f"(2) > 2(1 — (1 —0)7?/12 — o log2))~!. Then f(z) € M(c,0).
Theorem 35 [13] Consider

(14¢) ( 1

5—1
t“(log— , for ¢ <0 and § > 2.
)

AE) = ;
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If B < 1 satisfies (7.11) for & =0, then F. s(Wg(a,y)) € M(0,0) for p > 1.
For y = 0, Theorem 35 is better and coincides with the result given in [29,
Theorem 3.4], whenever £ =0 and o € [1/2, 1].

Theorem 36 [13] Consider
AMe) = K a — o tw(1 —1) for a,b,c>0

and B < 1 satisfy (7.11) for the case & = 0. Then V,(Ws(a,y)) € M(c,0) for
w=>1if
b <min{l,2+1/u),(c —a — 1)}.
For y = 0, Theorem 36 coincides with the result given in [29, Theorem 3.2] for
E=0.

Theorem 37 [13] Leta,b > —1 and A(t) be given by

@+ Db+ D )2 g,

At) =
(a+ D2t log (1/1), b=a.

Consider B < 1 satisfy (7.11) for the case & = 0. If a, b, and | satisfy any one of
the following conditions

l.b>a, —1l<a<Oand b+a—-—1<1/u<b—1,
2.b<a, —-1<b<Oand b+a—-1<1/u<a—1,
3. b=a<),

then f(z) € Wg(a, y) implies G y(a,b;z) € M(0,0), for p > 1 and o € [0, 1].
For the generalized integral operator V), (f)(z), following result is given in [13,
Theorem 4.1].

Theorem 38 [13] Let u,v > 0 and B < 1 satisfy

! __[ go(t) — 1
W—pd—p) —/O A1) ((l —0) <T> + o (qo(t) — 1)) dt p <1,

where go(t) and qo(t) are the solutions of the initial value problem given in (7.10)
and (7.12), respectively. Assume further that t'/V A, (t) — 0 andtl/"IYM‘U (t) > Oas
t = 0*. Then

ViWg(a, 7)) € M(0,0) <= Mp, ,(ho,q,.(1)) = 0.

7.6 Conclusion and Further Problems

The duality technique of convolutions is useful for an integral operator to carry a
function from a class of analytic functions into the class of univalent functions and
to the class of analytic functions as well. It is a strong technique because it gives
sharp result. The sufficient condition used to evaluate the results has to be modified
to obtain better results. Hence the following open problems will be of interest for
further research.
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Problem 1 To generalize the class Ws(e, v), so that the results can be extended for
the new class.

Problem 2 To study the results for various other subclasses of S different from
Pascu class.

Problem 3 To find other cases of A(¢), so that the new applications by means of
different integral operator are obtained.

Problem 4 To analyze the ranges of the parameters of A(¢) that were not covered
by the results existing in the literature.

Acknowledgement The authors wish to thank the anonymous referee for the valuable comments
and suggestions to improve the quality of the chapter.
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Chapter 8
Enestrom—Kakeya Theorem and Some
of Its Generalizations

Robert B. Gardner and N. K. Govil

8.1 Introduction and History

The study of the zeros of polynomials has a very rich history. In addition to having nu-
merous applications, this study has been the inspiration for much theoretical research
(including being the initial motivation for modern algebra). Algebraic and analytic
methods for finding zeros of a polynomial, in general, can be quite complicated,
so it is desirable to put some restrictions on polynomials. Historically speaking, the
subject dates from about the time when the geometric representation of the complex
numbers was introduced into mathematics, and the first contributors to the subject
were Gauss and Cauchy. Gauss, as part of his 1816 explorations of the fundamental
theorem of algebra, proved (see, for example, [26]):

Theorem 1 If p(z) = 2" + a12" ' + - + a, is a polynomial of degree n with real
coefficients, then all the zeros of p lie in

l2] < R = max {(nv/2]a])/"}.

In the case of arbitrary real or complex a;, he [26] showed in 1849 that R may be
taken as the positive root of the equation

= V2(a |27+ an) = 0.

Cauchy [13, 51] improved the result of Gauss in Theorem 1, and proved:
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Theorem 2 If p(z) = Z?:o ajzj is a polynomial of degree n with complex

aj

coefficients, then all the zeros of p lie in|z] < 1+ max al

0<j<n-1

Notice that neither Theorem 1 nor Theorem 2 put any restrictions on the coefficients of
p (beyond the restriction that they either lie in R or C, respectively). See [1, 2, 3, 19]
for several related results which apply to all polynomials with complex coefficients.

In this survey, we explore the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem and its generalizations.
By this, we mean that we explore results which give the location of zeros of a
polynomial in terms of their moduli based on hypotheses imposed on the coefficients
of the polynomial. We give a mostly chronological presentation. The well-known
Enestrom—Kakeya theorem is most commonly stated as follows:

Theorem 3 If p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with real coefficients
satisfying 0 < ap < a; < --- < a,, then all the zeros of p lie in |z| < 1.

Proof Define f by the equation
P —2) =ao+ (a1 — a)z + (@ — @) + -+ + (an — ap_2" — a, 2"
= f(2) — a, 2"
Then for |z| = 1, we have
| f @] < laol + lar — aol + laz —ai| + -+ - + |ay — a1
=ap+ (a1 —aop)+ (a2 —a)) + -+ (an — ap-1)
=a,.
Notice that the function 7" f(1/z) = Z?:o (aj — aj_l)z”’j, a_; = 0 has the same
bound on |z| = 1 as f. Namely, |7" f(1/z)] < a, for |z] = 1. Since 7" f(1/z) is
analytic in |z| < 1, we have |2" f(1/z)| < a, for |z| < 1 by the maximum modulus

theorem. Hence, | f(1/z)| < a,/|z|" for |z| < 1. Replacing z with 1/z, we see that
| f (@] < ay,lz|" for |z| = 1, and making use of this we get,

(1 —2)p@)| = |f(@) — a2

> a,lzI" = 1 f @)

|l’l+1

> aplz — ayz|"

= alz|"(lz| = D).

Soif |z] > 1 then (1 — z)p(z) # 0. Therefore, all the zeros of p lie in |z] < 1. O

The proof given here is modeled on a proof of a generalization of the Enestrom—
Kakeya theorem given by Joyal, Labelle, and Rahman [46]. The original statement
of the result is slightly different and has a complicated history.

It seems that G. Enestrom was the first to get a result of this nature when he
was studying a problem in the theory of pension funds. He published his work in
Swedish in 1893 in the journal Ofversigt af Vetenskaps-Akademiens Forhandlingar
[22]. He mentioned his result again in publications of 1893—-1894 and 1895. In 1912,
S. Kakeya [47] published a paper (in English) in the Tohoku Mathematical Journal
which contained the more general result:
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Theorem 4 If p(z) = Z;l':o ajzj is a polynomial of degree n with real and positive
coefficients, then all the zeros of p lie in the annulus Ry < |z| < R, where Ry =
minosjf,,,laj/ajﬂ and R2 = maxofjs,,,laj/ajﬂ.

In the final few lines of Kakeya’s paper, he mentioned that the monotonicity as-
sumption of Theorem 3 implies that all zeros of p lie in |z] < 1. The paper gave
no references and Kakeya seems to have been unaware of Enestrom’s earlier work.
Kakeya’s paper received a bit of attention and was mentioned in at least three other
papers in the Tohoku Mathematical Journal during 1912 and 1913; one is in German
[42] and two are in English [40, 41]. The two papers in English are by T. Hayashi.
At some point, Hayashi must have learned of Enestrom’s earlier result. Hayashi en-
couraged Enestrom to publish his own results in the Tohoku Mathematical Journal
and in 1920, Enestrom [23] published in French: “Remarque sur un théoreme relatif
aux racines de I’equation a,x" + ap_1x" "V 4+ - a;x 4+ ay = 0 on tous les coeffi-
cientes a sont réels et positifs” (“Remark on a Theorem on the Roots of the Equation
apx"+an_1x" '+ - - +a;x+ay = 0 where all Coefficients are Real and Positive™) .
In this work [23], Enestrom presented a “verbatim” (textuellement) translation of his
original 1893 paper. We can now see that Enestrom was the first to publish a proof
of Theorem 3 in 1893 and that Kakeya independently proved the result in 1912. This
could therefore be a reason to refer to Theorem 3 as the “Enestrom—Kakeya theo-
rem.” Since Enestrom’s argument is so historically important, we present a complete
English translation of this paper of Enestrom [23] in the appendix of this chapter.

8.2 Generalizations of Enestrom-Kakeya Theorem
During the 1960s

The Enestrom—Kakeya theorem gives an upper bound on the modulus of the zeros
of polynomials in a certain class (namely, those polynomials with real, nonnegative,
monotone increasing coefficients). We can easily obtain a zero-free region for a
related class of polynomials in the sense that we can get a lower bound on the modulus
of the zeros. By applying Theorem 3 to z" p(1/z) where p has real, nonnegative,
monotone decreasing coefficients, we get the following:

Theorem 5 If p(z) = Zj’:{) a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with real coefficients
satisfying ap > a; > --- > a, > 0, then all the zeros of p lie in |z| > 1.

In 1963, Cargo and Shisha [12] introduced the “backward-difference operator” on
the coefficients of polynomial p(z) = 37_ya 2/ by defining Va; = a; —a;_,
(when speaking of Vag or Va, |, we will assume a_; = a,+; = 0). More generally,
they also defined “fractional order differences” for any complex « as

k
o
Vea, =Y (= 1" -
m=0 m

See Cargo and Shisha [12] (also [52, 54])
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Theorem 6 If p(z) = Z;',:O a ij is a polynomial of degree n with real, nonnegative
coefficients satisfying V¥a; < Ofor j = 1,2,... ,nand 0 < o < 1, then all the
zeros of p liein |z| > 1.

Cargo and Shisha showed that Theorem 6 reduces to Theorem 5 when o = 1. They
also gave specific polynomials to which Theorem 6 applies, but Theorem 5 does
not, thus showing that the hypotheses are weaker in their result, even though the
conclusion is the same as that of Theorem 5.

The generalization of Enestrom—Kakeya theorem for functions of several variables
was given by Mond and Shisha [53].

In 1967, Joyal, Labelle, and Rahman [46] published a result which might be
considered the foundation of the studies which we are currently surveying. The
Enestrom—Kakeya theorem, as stated in Theorem 3, deals with polynomials with non-
negative coefficients which form a monotone sequence. Joyal, Labelle, and Rahman
generalized Theorem 3 by dropping the condition of nonnegativity and maintaining
the condition of monotonicity. Namely, they proved:

Theorem 7 If p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with real coefficients
satisfying ag < a; < --- < ay, thenall the zeros of p liein |z| < (a, —ag+|aol)/|ax|.

Of course, when ag > 0 then Theorem 7 reduces to Theorem 3. The Joyal-Labelle—
Rahman result, like the original Enestrom—Kakeya theorem, is only applicable to
polynomials with real coefficients. In 1968, Govil and Rahman [30] presented a
result that is applicable to polynomials with complex coefficients:

Theorem 8 If p(z) = Z_’;:o a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients satisfying larga; — B| < a =< mw/2 for some a and B and for

j=012,...,n andA|a0| < la1| £ -+ < l|ayl, then all the zeros of p lie in
|| < cosa + sina 4 2ne "Zolajl.
n

With « = 8 = 0, Theorem 8 reduces to Theorem 3. In the same paper, Govil
and Rahman gave a result for polynomials with complex coefficients but impose
a nonnegativity and monotonicity condition on the real or imaginary parts of the
coefficients of the polynomial:

Theorem 9 If p(z) = Z’;’:o ajzj is a polynomial of degree n with complex co-
efficients where Rea; = oj and Ima; = B; for j = 0,1,2,... ,n, satisfying
0<ag<a <...<ayoa, #0,thenall the zeros of p licin |z| < H—O% Z;l‘:o 1B;1.

With each g = 0, Theorem 9 reduces to Theorem 3.

8.3 Generalizations of Enestrom—Kakeya Theorem
During the 1970s and 1980s

In 1973, Govil and Jain [28] refined Theorem 8 by giving a zero-free region about
the origin and thus restricting the location of the zeros to an annulus:
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Theorem 10 If p(z) = Z?:o ajzj is a polynomial of degree n with complex coeffi-
cients satisfying larga; — B| < a < /2 for some o and B andfor j =0,1,2,... ,n
and 0 # |ag| < la1] < --- <a,|, then all the zeros of p lie in
1
R 1[2R(|a,|/lap|) — (cosa + sin )]

<I|zZl<R

. 1 —1
where R = cosa + sina + 28& 3207 g,

|an |
In the same paper, Govil and Jain similarly refined Theorem 9 by giving a zero-free
annular region and improving the outer radius when the real or imaginary part of the
coefficients satisfy monotonicity condition:

Theorem 11 If p(z) = Z;l‘:o a jz-i is a polynomial of degree n with complex co-
efficients where Rea; = o and Ima; = B; for j = 0,1,2,... ,n, satisfying
O0<oy<oa < <ay a, #0, then all the zeros of p lie in

|aol
R"“'[2Ra, + R|B,| — (a0 + |Bol)

]§|Z|§R

where R =1+ L (25123 18,1 + 16l -

In a “sequel” paper Govil and Jain [29] further refined Theorems 10 and 11. The
refinement was accomplished by using a more sophisticated technique of proof to im-
prove the inner and outer radii of the annulus containing the zeros of the polynomial.
The refinements are, respectively:

Theorem 12 If p(z) = Z?:O a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with complex coeffi-
cients satisfying larga; — B| < o < 7 /2 for some a and B and for j =0,1,2,... ,n
and |ag| < |ai| < --- < l|ay|, then all the zeros of p lie in

[ — R*bI(Ma — laol) + {4lao| R* M3 + R*|bI*(My — |ag))*}'*1 < |2l < R

1/2
R_c(l 1>+ c2(1 1>2+M1 /
2 \a,l M, 4 \la,| M, |, |

and My, = |a,|r, M, = |a,|R" [r + R — @(cosa +sina)], c = la, — ay,_1|,

lan|

2M3

where

. ; 1
b=a, —ag, and r = cosa + sina + 2 307 q ).

lan|
Theorem 13 If p(z) = Z’;:O a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with complex co-
efficients where Rea; = oj and Ima; = B; for j = 0,1,2,... ,n, satisfying
O<oy <o) <---<ay a, #0, then all the zeros of p lie in

1
7 [—R*bI(Ms — |ag) + {4lag| R* M} + R*|bI*(My — lao))*}'/?] < 12l < R
4
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1/2
roC(L_ 1Y, e 12+M3/
- 2 oy M3 4 oy M3 oy
and M3 = or, My = R" [(an + |/18n|)R + aur — (050 + |/30|)]; ¢ = |an - an—1|y
b=a;—ap andr =1+ 3232181 + 1Ba))-

In 1984, Dewan and Govil [21] considered polynomials with real monotone
coefficients and obtained:

where

Theorem 14 If p(z) = Zj’:{) a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with real coefficients
satisfying ap < a; < --- < ay, then all the zeros of p lie in

[—R*b(M — |ag|) + {4lao| R* M5 + R*D*(M> — |ag)*}'/?] < |z| < R

1/2
R_c<1 1>+ c2<1 1>2+M1 /
2 \lal M, 4 \la,| M, |a, |

and M| = a, —ao+\aol, Mo = R"(|a,|R+a, —ao), ¢ = a,—a,—y, and b = a; —ay.

2M3

where

Dewan and Govil also showed that R < %T"“" and that the inner radius of the zero

containing region is less than 1, indicating that this result is an improvement of the
result of Joyal, Labelle, and Rahman (Theorem 7); hence it is also an improvement
of the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem. They also gave specific examples of polynomials
for which their result gives sharper bound than obtainable from Theorem 7 of Joyal,
Labelle, and Rahman.

In 1980, Aziz and Mohammad [6] introduced a condition on the coefficients to
produce the following generalization of Theorem 3:

Theorem 15 If p(z) = Z;zo a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with real, positive
coefficients. If t; > t, > 0 can be found such that

ajt1t2+aj_1(t1 —lz)—aj_z >0, forj=1,2,...,n+1

where we take a_; = ay+1 = 0, then all zeros of p lie in |z| < t.

With #; = 1 and £, = 0, Theorem 15 implies the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem. In the
same paper, Aziz and Mohammad [6] introduced an interesting and general condition
on the coefficients of a power series representation Z?io a;z’ of an analytic function
in order to restrict the location of the zeros. The condition is that Jarga; — | < a <
/2 forsome @ and g and for j =0,1,2,... and |ag| < tla| <--- < tk‘1|ak_1| <
tk|ak| > tk+1|ak+1| > ... for some t > 0 and some k = 0,1,.... Aziz and
Mohammad [7] imposed similar conditions on the coefficients of polynomials and
proved the following three theorems.
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Theorem 16 If p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients satisfying

lao| < tla)] < - < t*lax| > " Magya| > - > 1"y

for some k =0,1,...,n and some t > 0, then all zeros of p lie in
2t%|ay, " la; —|a;
lz| <t a4 +2ZM.
] T g,

Theorem 17 If p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Rea; = a; and Ima; = B; for j =0,1,2,... ,n, satisfying

O<ag<ta < <ty >ty > >t"a,>0

for some k =0,1,...,n and somet > 0, then all zeros of p lie in
2t% 2 & Bl
7l <t 1)+ = I
| | — ( anln ) o, JXZ(; tn—_/—l

Theorem 18 If p(z) = Z?:O a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Rea; = aj and Ima; = B for j =0,1,2,... ,n, satisfying

O<ag<tay < - <tloy >y > >1"a,>0

and
0<By<tpy<- <t'B >ty > >1"8,>0
for somek =0,1,... ,n, somer =0,1,...,n, and some t > 0, then all zeros of p
lie in ;
MS“”&Mﬂw+ﬂﬂ@rww+m»

Notice that each of the three previous results imply Theorem 3 for the appropriate
choices of ¢, k, and B;.

8.4 Generalizations of Enestrom—-Kakeya Theorem
During the 1990s

In the style of Aziz and Mohammad [7], Dewan and Bidkham [20] dropped
the nonnegativity condition of Theorem 17 and proved for polynomials with real
coefficients:
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Theorem 19 If p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with real coefficients
satisfying
ap<ta) < <t'aq =gy, > > 1"a,

for some k =0,1,...,n and some t > 0, then all zeros of p lie in

|| =t tk L - ! (| | )
Z — | + ———(laog| — ap)-
= m w n| 0 0

"ap|  an]

With ap > 0 and a,, > 0 in Theorem 19, we see that the zeros of p lie in

Ztkak
lz] <t —-1).
t"a,

The above result also follows from Theorem 17 if we take each 8; = 0, and in this
sense Dewan and Bidkham’s result overlaps with that of Aziz and Mohammad [7].

Related to the hypotheses of Theorem 19, Gardner and Govil [24] proved the
following in 1994 which was inspired by a result by Aziz and Mohammad [6] for
analytic functions:

Theorem 20 If p(z) = 27}:0 a jzj is a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Rea; = aj and Ima; = B for j =0,1,2,... ,n, satisfying

k+1

ay <to; <--- <thay > "oy > > 1",

and
Bo<tpi<---<t'B>t"MB > >1"B,

forsomek =0,1,... ,n, somer =0,1,...,n, and some t > 0, then all zeros of p
liein R < |z| < Ry, where

Ry = min {(t]aol/ (" e + 1" B,) — (@0 + Bo) — 1" (an + Bu — lan])), 1}

and

Ry = max {[laolt"™" — 1" (o + Bo) — tlen + Bu) + (7 + D(t" oy

k—1 r—1
Ay SRS VI IS AT Wy}

j=1 j=1
n—1 n—1 1
2 —j-1 —j-1
+ A= Y e+ Y iy /|an|,?
Jj=k+1 Jj=r+1

The flexibility of Theorem 20 is revealed by considering the corollaries which result
by letting t = 1, and k,r € {0,n}. For example, witht = 1, k = n, and r = n, it
implies the following, which is clearly a generalization and refinement of the result
of Joyal, Labelle, and Rahman (Theorem 7):
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Corollary 1 If p(z) = Z?:o a;7’ is a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Rea; = aj and Ima; = B; for j =0,1,2,... ,n, satisfying

aOS(XlS"'SanandﬂOSIBIS"'Sﬂn

for some t > 0, then all zeros of p lie in

|aol - lao| — (a0 + Bo) + (otn + Bn)
<zl = .
lan| — (o + Bo) + (at + Br) ||

By making suitable choice of ¢ and k and using appropriate transformations Gardner
and Govil [24] also obtained several results analogous to the above corollary when,
for example, real parts of the coefficients is monotonically decreasing and imaginary
parts monotonically decreasing, or real parts of the coefficients monotonic increasing
and imaginary parts monotonic decreasing.

In order to apply the above Theorem 20 of Gardner and Govil [24], both the real
and imaginary parts of the coefficients have to be monotonic, but if this does not
happen and instead only the real or imaginary parts of the coefficients satisfy this
condition then the Theorem 20 is not applicable. In this regard, Gardner and Govil
[25] proved a result related to Theorem 20, but with hypotheses restricted to just the
the real parts or imaginary parts of the coefficients. To be more precise their result
is the following:

Theorem 21 If p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with complex

coefficients where Re a; = aj and Imaj = B for j =0,1,2,... ,n, satisfying

ag <ty < < troy =My > > 1",
for somek =0,1,...,n, and some t > 0, then all zeros of p liein R} < |z| < Ry,
where

n—1
Ry = tlay| / 2ty — oo — 1"ty + 1" an| + |Bol + 1Balt” +2 ) 1B; 1t/

j=1
and
k—1
R, = max { (Jao|t"™" + (2 + D" oy — " ag — ta, + (2 = 1) Zt"ij*locj
j=1
n—1 n 1
+ (A=) 30 " 4 (1Bl + 1B /|an|, -
Jj=k+1 j=1

By using suitable transformations, Gardner and Govil [25] also obtained results
analogous to the above Theorem 21 when the condition is satisfied by imaginary
parts of the coefficients.
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In the same paper that contained Theorem 19, Dewan and Bidkham [20] also
generalized Theorem 14 due to Dewan and Govil, and proved the following:

Theorem 22 [fp(z) = Z.’;:o a ij is a polynomial of degree n with real coefficients

satisfying
ap=ar = - = Z Qg1 = -+ = Ay

for some k =0,1,...,n, then all zeros of p lie in

[—R*6(M — |ag|) + {4lao| R* M5 + R*D*(M> — |ag)*}'/?] < |zl < R

1/2
R_c(l 1>+ c2<1 1)2+M1 !
2 \lal M, 4 \la,| M |y |

and My = —a, +2a; —ao + |aol, M2 = R"(|a,|R+2ar — a, — ao), ¢ = |a, —a, 1],
and b = a; — ay.

M2

where

In 1998, Aziz and Shah [8] introduced a very general condition on the coefficients
of a polynomial. Though the condition is complicated, it allowed them to conclude
several of the previous results mentioned above. They proved:

Theorem 23 Let p(z) = Z?:o a J-zj be a polynomial of degree n with complex

coefficients. Suppose for some t > 0 we have

1‘nlax|taoz”+] + (ta; —ap)?" + -+ (ta, —a,_1)z| < M,
z|=r

and
max| — a, 2" + (ta, — a,-1)7" + - -+ + (tay — ao)z| < M,

|z|=r
where r is any positive real number. Then all zeros of p lie in
2372 777 b(Mz2 = tlaol) + (tlaolr® M3 + r*b* (M = tlaoh™} ] < Iz = R
2

where

R = 2M}[ — e(My — |a,)r? + {4la, |r* M7 + r*c* (M — |a, )"} 217,

c=|ta, —a,_1|, and b= |ta; — ayl.

Aziz and Shah proved that Theorem 23 implies Theorem 12 due to Govil and Jain and
stated that a similar argument shows that Theorem 23 implies Dewan and Bidkham’s
Theorem 22, as well as Govil and Jain’s Theorem 13. In the same paper, Aziz and
Shah also gave the following result with similar type of hypotheses which implies
Theorem 19 due to Dewan and Bidkham:
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Theorem 24 Let p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients. Suppose for some t > 0 we have

r‘nlax|taoz” +(ta; —ag))? ' 4 F (ta, —a,_)| <M
z|=r

where r is any positive real number. Then all zeros of p lie in

M 1
|z| <max{—,—¢t.

|an|’r

Aziz and Zargar [9] relaxed the monotonicity condition of Joyal, Labelle, and Rah-
man [46] and obtained a result related to the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem. Here,the
disk obtained is not necessarily centered at the origin. This result involves a modifica-
tion of the monotonicity condition by introducing a parameter A, in the sense that the
first (n — 1) coefficients of the polynomial satisfy the monotonicity condition while
the last coefficient a,, does not follow this pattern, and is free. This A condition will
appear often in research on the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem in the new millennium:

Theorem 25 Let p(z) = Z'}:O a jzj be a polynomial of degree n with real coef-
ficients satisfying ap < a; < --- < a,—1 < Aay,. Then all the zeros of p lie in
lz+ (& — DI = (a, — ao + laogl)/|ax|.

Of course, with A = 1, Theorem 25 reduces to Joyal, Labelle, and Rahman’s Theorem
7. With A = a,,_ /a,, we see from Theorem 25 that the zeros of a polynomial with
monotone coefficients ag < a; < --- < a,_; has allits zeros in |z+ (a,—1 /a, — 1)| <
(ay—1 —ao+laol)/lay,|. Later, Aziz and Zargar [9] generalized their own Theorem 25
and proved:

Theorem 26 If p(z) = Z?:O a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with real coefficients
satisfying
a <tay < <tla =ty = - = 1"a,

forsomek =0,1,... ,n — 1 and some t > 0, then all zeros of p lie in

n Ap—1 ; < 2tkak an—1 4 1 (lao| )
- — ap| — ap).
¢ an N t"ay,| tlay| t"Ya,| ‘ ‘
In the same paper, Aziz and Zargar [9] proved a result related to Theorem 26, but with

a hypothesis concerning the even-indexed and odd-indexed coefficients separately.
Their result is:

Theorem 27 Let p(z) = Z?:O a;jz’ be a polynomial of degree n with real
coefficients satisfying

0 <ag <t?ay <tlay <--- < *":ay, ),

and
0<a < t2a3 < t4a5 <...< tan/zJClZL(n+1)/2J,1.

Then all of the zeros of p lie in

an
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8.5 Generalizations in the New Millennium

Cao and Gardner [11] extended the even- and odd-indexed coefficient condition of
Aziz and Zargar’s Theorem 27 to polynomials with complex coefficients to prove
the following:

Theorem 28 Let p(z) = Z?:o a jzj be a polynomial of degree n with complex

coefficients where Rea; = aj and Imaj; = B for j = 0,1,2,... ,n, satisfying
ag < Py <tlay <o < tFay > 1F Py > o> P2 ey, ),
2 4 202 20 21n/2
a) < s <tlas < <oy > Hagg > > 2 a1

Bo <Py Sty <o StPBo = PPy n = = 2By,
and
Br<t?Bs <t'Bs<-.-< tzquﬂ%_l = fzqﬁ2q+1 E R l‘zln/ZJﬂzL(nH)/zJ—l
for some k,€,s,q in{0,1,...,[n/2]}. Then all the zeros of p liein Ry < |z] < R,
where R| = min EHML‘I”I} R, = max {%% and
My = — (a0 + Po) + (ler| + [B1 Dt — (o1 + Bi)t
+ 2ot + 200 1127+ Bogt® + Bag 1177 — (@1 + Buo)t" !
— (@ + 1"+ (ot |+ Bat D"+ (ot + 1B 1"
My = 1"(|lag| — atg — fo) + (lorr] — ey — )"
+ (0 + Dot 7 gt

+ Bost" T 4 Bog 11" ) — (@1 + Baet) + lan-1| — (ay + Bt

2k—2 20-3 252
4 —1—j —1—j —1—j
+(t —1) Z O{jtn j+ Z Oljln j+ Z ﬂjtn J
j=0,j even j=1,j odd Jj=0,j even
293 2(n/2] 2[(n+1)/2]—1
j=1,j odd j=2k+2, j even j=2¢+1,j odd
2|n/2] 2[(n+1)/2]-1
n—1—j n—1—j
SIS M
Jj=25+42,j even j=2q+1,j odd

The flexible hypotheses of Theorem 28 allow to obtain a large number of corollaries.
For example, monotonicity conditions can be imposed on the even and odd indexed
coefficients to prove the following result for polynomials with real coefficients:
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Corollary 2 Let p(z) = lel':o a;z’ be a polynomial of degree n with real
coefficients satisfying
ap < ax = ag = ---ap)2),
and
ay = asz = as = -+ - A (n+1)/2]-1-

Then all the zeros of p lie in Ry < |z| < R, where Ry = min { lao] 1} and R, =

max | £2, }for My = —ao + |ai| + a1 + 2az(n2) + |an-1| — an-1 + || — a, and
My = |ag| — ao + |a1| + a1 + 2az1np2) + |@n1| — ay—1 — a,.

Cao and Gardner gave specific examples of polynomials showing that these re-
sults sometimes give improvements over previous results. In addition, they [11]

addressed a similar condition on the moduli of the even and odd indexed coefficients
for polynomials with complex coefficients:

Theorem 29 Let p(z) = Z?:O a;z’ be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients satisfying |larga; — Bl < o < m/2 for some a and B and for j =
0,1,2,... ,nand

2 4 2k 2k+2 2 2
lagl < *laz| < t*lag] < -+ < t*|ag| > t*Fagia| > - > 2 ay 0],

2 4 2-2 2
la1] < t7laz] < tas| < --- <7 age—1| = t7 lazeq 1| >

- = 20 ag gy |
forsomek =0,1,...,|n/2]land € =0,1,...,|n/2]. Then all the zeros of p lie in
Ri < |z| < R, where Ry = min{"“"‘ t} R2 = max {& l},

lan|” t
My = lay|t + |ay—1|t"" + la,|t" + cosal — |ag| — lailt + 2]ax|t* + 2laze— 162"
n—2
—lan_1|t" " = lan|t"] + sina [ 2 " Jaj|t/ + laol + larlt + lan-1]" " + |ay |t"
=0
and
2%—2
My = laglt" + lar 1"+ lap-i] +cosa 1 (H =D | D0 lagle T
j=0, j even
203 2|n/2] 2[(n+1)/2]—-1
1 1 1
D I 11 e Y 171 S 11
j=1,j odd j=2k+2, j even Jj=20+1,j odd
4 Z1-2% ¢ 3
+ (" + D(lax|t" + laze—1 11" = lag|t"*
2 —1
—lay|t""* = lay—1| — la|t }
n—2

+sina (¢ + 1Y lajle" ™ - laole™™! " + a1 + lag|r?
j=2
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The hypotheses of Theorem 29, as well as several of the other results above, involve
a reversal of an inequality condition on the coefficients of a polynomial. In 2005,
Chattopadhyay, Das, Jain, and Konwar [14] took this idea of a reversal of the in-
equality to its logical conclusion, and introduced hypotheses concerning an arbitrary
number of reversals in an inequality on the coefficients. As an example, they [14]
proved:

Theorem 30 Let p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ be a polynomial of degree n with complex

coefficients where Rea; = aj and Ima; = B; for j = 0,1,2,... ,n, satisfying for
somet > 0

oy <tap <--- < th o, >t ‘Hak b= > tk2ak2 < l‘k2+10(k2+1 <...t'a,
and

1 1
Bo<tpr < <t"B, >t"MB 1> >1"B, <t"TB <"y,

where the inequalities involving the real parts reverse at each of the indices

ki,ka, ... k,, and the inequalities involving the imaginary parts reverse at each
of the indices ry, 12, . .. ,ry. Then all zeros of p lie in Ry < |z| < Ry, where
. [|ao M2 1
Ry =min{——,¢;, R, = max -1,
Ml |an| t
p .
My =—ag+ (= Doyt + (= Doy,

j=1

q
— B+ (= DBt + Y (= 1Bt | + lanlt”,

j=1
and
p .
My = | —aot" '+ (= )Pyt + (2 + 1) Z( — Dy,
j=1
P kj+1-1
+(I2 _ 1) Z (_ 1)j+1 Z O[mtn—m—l
j=0 m=k;j+1

q
— | Bt (= D Bt + (P DY (— 1B

Jj=1

rjy1—1

+(? —1)2 (=7 Bt |+ lagle™,

m= r1+1

where we take ko = ro = 0and k.| =141 = n.
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With ky = k, r; = r, and the number of reversals p = ¢ = 1, Theorem 30 reduces to
Gardner and Govil’s Theorem 20. In the same paper, Chattopadhyay, Das, Jain, and
Konwar also gave a result which hypothesizes a number of reversals in an inequality
concerning the moduli of the coefficients, thus giving a generalization of Theorem 16
due to Aziz and Mohammad.

In2007, Shah and Liman [56] extended Aziz and Zargar’s idea from Theorem 25 to
complex polynomials by hypothesizing a condition on the moduli of the polynomial.
Their result is as follows:

Theorem 31 Let p(z) = Z;:O a J-zj be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Rea; = aj and Ima; = B; where |arga; — B| < a < /2 for
some o and B for j =0,1,2,... ,n. If for some A > 1 we have

|a0| = |al| =... |an—l| = )Llan|

then all the zeros of p lie in

n—1
24+ (= DI < { (Alan| — lao)(sina + cos @) + |ag| + 2sine Y |a;| /|an|.

j=0

In the same paper, Shah and Liman produced similar results by imposing the “A
condition” on the real parts and by combining this with a reversal in the monotonicity
condition.

In 2009, in a paper dealing mostly with the number of zeros in a region, Jain [45]
produced a corollary involving a fairly simple monotonicity condition very similar to
the original Enestrom—Kakeya theorem, but combined with an additional hypothesis
on coefficients ag, a,_;, and a,:

Theorem 32 If p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with real coefficients
satisfying 0 < agp < a; <--- < a,_| < a, and such that

(n + 1)"al"Y(n + Dagay + n(a, — ap—1)(ay—1 — aop)} < n" (@, — ay—1)"""',

then all the zeros of p lie in

ay — dp—1

n—+1 a,

lz| < < 1.

Jain [45] also showed by example that for some polynomials satisfying both the
hypotheses of the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem and the hypotheses of his Theorem 32,
the location of the zeros can be more finely constrained by his result than by the
Eenstrom—Kakeya theorem (which will, of course, restrict the zeros to |z] < 1).

Choo [16] generalized Theorem 29 by introducing another parameter in each of
the monotonicity-type hypotheses on the coefficients. In addition, he gave a simpler
expression for the upper bound on the zero containing region:
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Theorem 33 Let p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients satisfying larga; — Bl < a < m/2 for some a and B and for j =
0,1,2,...,nand

2 4 2% 242 2n/2
laol < las| < t*lag] < -+ < t*|ay| > *Plagial > - > 1P Hay ),
lai| < Plaz| < t*las| < - < 2 ay—1| = Plazes| =

21n/2
o> 2t ay )1 |
forsomek =0,1,...,[n/2],¢=0,1,...,|n/2], A; >0, and X, > 0. Then all the

zeros of p liein Ry < |z| < R, where R; = min EHML?'t} R, = max {t”#\zal %}
n

My = lai|t + lan_11t" " + lay " + | — Dan_1 "' + | = Day |t

+cosal — lagl — |ai|t + 2laz|t* + 2laz—1 > — A**|a,_ 1|t — A*|a,|t"]
n—2
+sine | 23 lajlt! + laol + larlr + 2 an-i 0" + A% |1
Jj=0
and

My = |ag| + lar|t + lap—1 1" + (W% = Day—1 [t + |(A* = Da, |t

+cosa [2lanlt™ + 2laze—1 112" — Alant" — A |ap_1 1" — |a|t — |aol]
n—2
+sina § A% a " + A an [ + lar |t + laol + 2 ||t
j=2

For n even we have A* = Ly and A** = A,, but for n odd we have \* = A, and
A=A

In the same paper, Choo [16] gave a similar generalization of Theorem 28 due to
Cao and Gardener.

In 2010, Singh and Shah [57] combined the hypotheses of Aziz and Mohammad’s
Theorem 15 (but applied to complex coefficients, as opposed to real coefficients) with
the hypotheses of Aziz and Zargar’s Theorem 25 to get the following:

Theorem 34 Let p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Rea; = oj and Ima; = Bj for j =0,1,2,... ,n. Ift; > 1, > 0,
can be found such that we have

Oljlll2+0lj,1(l‘1—lz)—ajfzzo, forj=2,3,...,n,
Bita + Bj_1(t1 —t)) — Bj—2 >0, forj=23,...,n,
where we take o+ = Bpr1 = 0, and for some A > 1,

)‘Oln(tl - t2) —Op—1 = 0 and )\,Bn(tl - t2) - ﬂn—l = 07
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then all zeros of p lie in |z + (A — 1)(t; — 1r)| < R where
15)

1
1 -1

R =

{k(txn + Bu)(t1 — 12) + (etw + Bty — (a1 + B1) 5= — (a0 + Po)

|oy, | l‘f

1 15
+ (laititr + ooty — )| + | Bititz + Bo(ti — 12)]) ot (lol + |'30|)t_”} :
1 1
With all the coefficients real and positive, and A = 1, the Theorem 34 reduces
to Theorem 15 due to Aziz and Mohammad. With#; = 1, 4, = 0, and A = 1,
Theorem 34 reduces to Theorem 25 of Aziz and Zargar. In the same paper, Singh
and Shah [57] modified the hypotheses

rap(ty — ) —oy—1 20 and  AB,(t — ) — Bu—1 20,
to
)»10[”(2‘1 - t2) —Op—1 = 0 and )\Zlgn(tl - t2) - ﬂn—l = 0

where A; > 1 and A, > 1, and proved a result concerning the location of zeros in
a disk (not necessarily centered at origin) which includes many of the other results
mentioned above. In a related result, but concerning zeros in a disk centered at origin,
Singh and Shah [58] in 2011 presented the following:

Theorem 35 Let p(z) = Z;:O a J-zj be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Rea; = oj and Ima; = B for j =0,1,2,... ,n. Ifty > 1, >0
can be found such that for j = 1,2,... ,n 4+ 1 we have

ot +Olj_1(t1 — 1) — oo > 0

and
Bitib + Bj_1(t1 — ) — Bj—2 > 0,

where we take a_1 = oy = B-1 = Bnr1 = 0. Then all zeros of p lie in |z| <
(lay + B + M|ty /|a,| where

%) o 1 1
M= —a— — o+ leatit, + ooty — )| 77 + et 55
15 5 t Y
o Bo 1 1
A1 = IBinn A+ folt — l2)|F + |,30l1l2|tnﬁ-
1 1 I I

Again, this result implies Aziz and Mohammad’s Theorem 15.

Using the same hypotheses as Theorem 35, Singh and Shah [59] proved another
result concerning the location of zeros, but this time obtained an annulus region
containing all the zeros:

Theorem 36 Let p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Rea; = aj and Ima; = B; for j = 0,1,2,... ,n. If t; > 1y,
t; # 0, can be found such that for j = 1,2,... ,n + 1 we have

ajtip +oj_(t) —h)—oj_2>0
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and
Bitita + Bj_1(t1 — ) — Bj—2 > 0,

where we take a_y = o, = B_1 = Pur1 = 0. Then all zeros of p lie in
min{R,, 1/t1} < |z] < max{Ry,t;}. Here,

R, = {_(Ianl — KDlay(ty — ) — ap1| + [(lan] — K1) lan(ts — 1) — an—1 |
3.2 1/2
+ 4Kt} |ay|] }/(2K1|anl),
R, = H_(|a0|t1t2 — Ko)laitity + ao(ty — )i}

1/2
+[(aolntz = Kalastitz + aotny — )P} + 4K laol] /2K D),

K1 = (@ + ) +(leol - a0)t2/ 17 +(1Bol — o)z /1], and Ky = (atn + Bo)t 2 +
(|an| + |ﬂn|)t?+ - (Olo + ,BO)tlt2~
When each 8; = 0, Theorem 36 reduces to Theorem 15. With all coefficients real and

positive, and ¢; = 1 and #, = 0, Theorem 36 implies the following clean refinement
of Theorem 3:

Corollary 3 Let p(z) = Z?:O a jzj be a polynomial of degree n with real co-
efficients satisfying 0 < ay < a; < --- < ap, then all the zeros of p lie in

0
<zl =L
n

In the same paper, Singh and Shah [59] introduced a reversal in the inequality imposed
on the coefficients at a particular point and proved:

Theorem 37 Let p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Rea; = aj and Imaj = Bj for j =0,1,2,... ,n. Ift; >, >0
can be found such that

ajti +oj_(t1 —t)—aj2 >0, forj=2,3,...,r+1,
ajtib +aj_(t1 —t)—aj» <0, for j=r+2,r+3,... ,n+1,

Bititr + Bj_1(ti — 1) — Bj—2 =0, for j =2,3,...,r +1,
Bitibh + Bj—1(ti =) — Bj2 <0, for j=r+2,r+3,... ,n+1,

for some A with1 <r < n, where we take o, .1 = B,+1 = 0, then all zeros of p lie in

t 2a, 1 t 20, 1
7] < {( - —an) + t—n(|oto| —ao)} + {tnr-Hl + — (Jovol —ao)}

- |an| tl 1 |an| 1 tl
t 28, 1 t 28, 1

+ {( ,f, —ﬁn) +—(Bol —ﬁo)} + { ,f,*_ﬂ +7(I,30|—ﬂo)}-
Ian| f tl |an| L8 4

Singh and Shah remarked that Theorem 37 reduces to Dewan and Bidkham’s Theo-
rem 19 when each coefficient is real and , = 0, and further reduces to Theorem 3
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when r = n and ap > 0. In the same paper, Singh and Shah [59] also presented a
related generalization of Theorem 26 due to Aziz and Zargar.
In 2013, Singh and Shah [60] gave another result related to Theorem 36:

Theorem 38 Let p(z) = ijo ajzj be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Rea; = aj and Ima; = Bj for j =0,1,2,... ,n. Ift; > 1 > 0,
can be found such that for j = 2,3,... ,n we have

ajtip +aj_ (1 —h)—a;j2 >0,
Biti + Bj1(t1 — ) — Bj—2 >0,
and for some real Ay and A, we have
(otn + A1)t — 1) — ap—1 = 0,and
(Bn + 22)(t1 — 12) — Bu—1 = 0,
then all zeros of p lie in

A M)t — ¢
Z_'_(14-12)(1 2) <R

ay
where

R = {[(an+2)+(Bu+ 1)1t = 12)+ (e +Bu)ir — (@1 + B)ia /11~ — (o +Bo) /17

+lontitz + oty — )l + |Bitits + oty — 22)D)/ 1] + (ol + 1BoDr2/ 1]}/ lanl.
With £, = 0 in Theorem 38, one easily gets as a corollary the following:

Corollary 4 Let p(z) = Z?:o a;z/ be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Rea; = aj and Ima; = B; for j =0,1,2,... ,n. Ift > 0, can
be found such that

"y + A1) > "y > > >ty >

and
Byt r) = 1" By = "B = = 1B = Bo
for some real L1 and )\, then all zeros of p lie in

M Fid)t
‘Z_}_(l 2)

Aan

<R

where

R = t{(an + A1) + (Bn + 22) — [0 + Bo — lawo| — |Bol1/1"}/lan].

Among the many results listed above which overlap with Corollary 4 is included
Joyal, Labelle, and Rahman’s Theorem 7, which follows from the corollary when
AM=A =0andr =1.
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Many of the results above, such as Corollary 4, involve the parameter t > 0 in
such a way that coefficient a; (or possibly its real part, imaginary part, or modulus)
is multiplied by ¢/ and then involved in some type of monotonicity condition. Such
a result often will follow from a simpler result which does not involve parameter ¢
by applying the simpler result to polynomial p(zz). Recently, Gulzar, Liman, and
Shah [39] introduced a condition on the coefficients which is somewhat more subtle
and does not yield a result which will easily follow from a simpler theorem. They
required the parameter ¢ to follow a pattern similar to that given in Corollary 4, but
only for some of the coefficients. They prove:

Theorem 39 Let p(z) = Z?:O a;jz’ be a polynomial of degree n with real
coefficients satisfying

ap<a < <@ <ta <tapy <o <t"*a,; <t" g,

for somet > 0and 1 < k < n. Then all the zeros of p lie in

an = a0 + laol + (¢ = D {5, @5 + laj) — la |

|ty |

lz+ @ — 1| <

With k = n and ¢ = A, Theorem 39 implies Aziz and Zargar’s Theorem 25. With
k = 1, the hypotheses of Theorem 39 is similar to several of the results above (though
there is no resulting reversal in the monotonicity hypothesis).

Choo and Choi [18] gave an interesting result in 2011 related to the hypothesis
of monotonicity of the coefficients in the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem. They allowed
one coefficient, say ay, to violate the monotonicity condition and then constrained
the deviation of a; from a;_; and ax such that the zeros of the polynomial would
still lie in |z] < 1:

Theorem 40 If p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with real coefficients
satisfying ar, = @41 = --- =ay, —1fori =0,1,2,...,m, wherero =0 <r <
o < --- < Ty <Fuy1 =n~+ 1. Suppose that for some 0 < k <m — 1,

Qryy > Q) > - > Ay > Ap | > Ay > o0 > 0y, > 0
and let
Ary . Qry_y a’k+1 Ay Qry Ary
p:max{ ..., , , R
arm arm—l ar/c+2 a"k+l ark—l arl
If p < 1, then p has all its zeros in the disk |z| < 1 provided a,, |, — €1 < a,, <

Qr,, + € where

(1 —p)R; (I—-p)R;
= and €, = >
L+p+0A—=p)rrt1 —re— 1) IL+p+0—=p)ret1 —re—1)

€]

Ry =a,, +ay, ,+--t+an, tay,+---+a, tao

- {(n - rm)arm + (Vm —Frm—1— l)arm,l + -+ (rk+2 — k41 — l)ark+1
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+ (Fet1 —1re-1—2)ap_, + (k-1 —ri—2— Day,_, +- - -+ (2 —r1 — Day + (r1 — Dao},
and
Ry =ay, +ay, + - Fay, +ay, +---+a, +a
—{(l’l - rm)arm + (rm —Vm—1 — 1)arm—1 + e + (Vk+2 — Tk — z)ark“

+(rk —re—1 — Day_, +Gx—1 =12 — Day,_, +- -+ @2 —r1 — Da,, +(r1 — Dag}.

Choo and Choi gave examples of polynomials illustrating their result. In particular,
they gave P(z) = 3.6z% + 57° + 4z* + 3.22° + 2.5z + 2z + 1.5 as an example
of a polynomial which violates the monotonicity condition of Enestrom—Kakeya,
but which still has its zeros in |z] < 1. Coefficient a¢ violates the monotonicity
condition; the authors computed €; = 1.4667 and observed that ag > as — €;, thus
indicating that the hypotheses of their theorem are satisfied. In the same issue of
the same journal, Choo and Choi [17] introduced the following generalization of the
Enestrom—Kakeya theorem:

Theorem 41 If p(z) = Z;’:O a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with real coefficients
satisfying

ap <ay < S pg-1 S My S gy <00 Sy
for some real A, then the zeros of p lie in |z| > R where

R— lao
|an| +a, + |()L - l)an7k| + ()‘« - l)anfk —Ado

l:fan—k—l > Ap—k,

and
R— laol
la,| +ap + (A — Day—i| + A — Va,_x — ag

ifan—k > Ap—f+1-

In the same paper, Choo and Choi gave a similar result by hypothesizing that the
real parts of p satisfy the conditions of Theorem 41 and that the imaginary parts are
monotone increasing. They also gave the following result which has a hypothesis
concerning the moduli of the coefficients of p:

Theorem 42 Let p(z) = Z';:O a jzj be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Rea; = «j and Ima; = B; where larga; — B| < a < /2 for
some o and B for j =0,1,2,... ,n. If
|Cl()| = |al| <---= |an—k—1| = )\-|an—k| = |an—k+l| == |an|
for some X > 0, then the zeros of p lie in |z| > R where
lao|

B (lan| + (A — Dlap—r|)(cos o + sina) — |ag|(cosa — sina) + 2sina y

n 1| |
j= a]
l:f|an,k,1| > |an,k|, and

|a0|

(Ja] + (1 = M)|a,—_k|)(cosa + sina) — |ag|(cosa — sina) + 2 sin o Z';; |a;]

if|an7k| = |an7k+l|-
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In 2012, Aziz and Zargar [10] modified the hypotheses of their own 1996 result,
Theorem 25, and proved the following three theorems.

Theorem 43 If p(z) = Z?:O a ij is a polynomial of degree n with real coefficients
such that for some .. > 1 and 0 < p < 1 we have

0<pay<ar <ay <---<a,—1 < Aay,

then all the zeros of p liein |z+ A — 1] < A+ 2ao(1 — p)/a,.

Theorem 44 [f p(z) = Z_};:o a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with real coefficients
such that for some 0 < p < 1 and some 0 < k < n we have

pap =ap =ay =+ = Qg = Qg1 = -0 = Ay,
then all the zeros of p lie in

an—1 < 1
~ al

Z+ —1

(2ar — ap—1 + (2 — p)laol — pao}.

n

Theorem 45 If p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with real coefficients
such that for some 0 < p < 1 and some 0 < k < n we have

pap < ay <ay < - S ag Z gy =000 = Ay,
then all the zeros of p lie in

2a; — a, + (2 — p)lao| + pag

||

lz| <

Aziz and Zargar [10] also showed that each of these implies Theorem 7 of Joyal,
Labelle, and Rahman, and hence it is a generalization of the Enestrom—Kakeya
theorem.

Recently, Gulzar [33] (see also [31]) proved:

Theorem 46 Let p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Rea; = aj and Imaj; = B for j =0,1,2,... ,n, satisfying

:00505051 S"'f‘xn—l Sa+an
for some o > 0and 0 < p < 1, then the zeros of p lie in

o
Z+ —
oy

o +a, — p(lao| + o) + 2lal +23 4 18]

lot |

=

Under the same hypotheses, Gulzar [38] gave an inner radius for a zero-free region
for p as given in Theorem 46 by showing that p has no zeros in |z| < |ag|/{20 +a, +
lan| — plag + laol) + |ap|}. With similar monotonicity, hypotheses concerning the
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coefficients, but with the added factor o as in Theorem 46 and with p = 1, Liman,
Shah, and Ahmad [49] gave additional related results in a 2013 publication.
In a result related to Choo and Choi’s Theorems 41 and 46, Gulzar [32] proved:

Theorem 47 Let p(z) = ijo ajzj be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Rea; = aj and Ima; = B for j =0,1,2,... ,n, satisfying

) <o < S Qpg—l SAf S0yl S Sy S0ty
for some o > 0 and real A, where a,,_j 7 0, then the zeros of p lie in

g
4+ —
an

o +ay + (= Detyy + [ = Ulti| + lao] — a0 +2 377 1851

=
|an|

ify_k—1 > Ay_i, and the zeros lie in

o +ay + (1 = Moty—i + A = Hloty—i| + letol — 0 +2 371 181

||

o
Z+ —
an

=<

if ok > Qp_jy1.

With o = 0 and each 8; = 0 in Gulzar’s Theorem 47, one can produce an annulus
(centered at origin) containing all the zeros of the polynomial where the inner radius
is given by Choo and Choi’s Theorem 41.

In [35], Gulzar combines the hypotheses of his own Theorems 46 and 47 (with
parameters p, o, and A) to present three generalizations of the Enestrom—Kakeya
theorem (with hypotheses on (1) the real part, (2) the imaginary part, and (3) the
modulus of the coefficients).

8.6 Related Results

In this survey, we have have tried to present results that put a restriction on the
modulus of the zeros of a polynomial explicitly in terms of the coefficients of the
polynomial, as the original Enestrom—Kakeya theorem does. There are other results
related to the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem which we have not yet been able to mention
due to restrictions in the length of this chapter, but will now describe them briefly.

We say “explicitly” in the previous paragraph, because there are a number of
results which restrict the modulus of the zeros of a polynomial, but the restrictions
are given indirectly in the sense of being given by a root of a polynomial itself. This
type of result was first given by Cauchy [13], who proved the following:

Theorem 48 Let p(z) = 7" + Z;’;(l) a jz-f , be a complex polynomial. Then all the
zeros of p(z) lie in the disk

{z:lzl <nyC{z:lzl < 1+ A}, (8.1)
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where

A= max |ajl,
0<j=<n—1

and n is the unique positive root of the real-coefficient polynomial

-1 -2
0(x) = x" — |ap_1|Ix""" — lap—2|x""" — -+ — lai|x — |ao|. (8.2)

Govil and Rahman [30] also gave this type of result, and the same is stated as follows:

Theorem 49 Let p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ # 0 be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients such that for some a > 0, we have a"|ay| < a Yay| <--- <ala,_ <
|a,|. Then all the zeros of p lie in |z] < (%) M where M is the greatest positive root
of the trinomial equation x" ' —2x" +1 = 0.
Related results concerning the location of the zeros of a polynomial have also been
presented by Aziz and Mohammad [7], Sun and Hsieh [61], Affane-Aji, Agarwal,
and Govil [2], Affane-Aji, Biaz and Govil [3], Choo [15], Choo and Choi [17], Dalal
and Govil [19], Gulzar [34, 36], and Gilani [27].

The hypotheses of the following result, due to Jain [43] in 1988, are very much
in the spirit of the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem, although the conclusion involves the
size of the real part of the zeros instead of the modulus:

Theorem 50 Let p(z) = Z?:o a;z’ be a polynomial of degree n with complex
coefficients where Re a; = aj and Ima; = B; where larga; — B| < o < /2 for
somea and B, and j = 0,1,2,... ,n. If0 < |ap| < |a1| <--- <lan_1] < |a,| = 1.
Then all the zeros of p lie in the vertical strip {z : —max{1, 5} < Re(z) < §,} where
8 =[(1—a)+{(1—a)* +4M}'21/2,8, = [— (1 —a) +{(1 —2)* +4M}' /2] /2,
and M = (la;| — |a,|)(cosa + sina) + 2 sin a( Z?:z la;]) + |anl.

In the same paper, Jain gave a result by putting the monotonicity hypothesis on the
real parts of the coefficients. He also presented the corresponding result which put
restrictions on the imaginary parts of the zeros of the polynomial p. Also, Jain [44]
in 1993 gave a result which restricts the real part of the zeros, but with no condition
on the coefficients (and hence not really related to the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem).
It seems that this type of approach to the restriction of the zeros has been relatively
little studied.

The techniques used in proving many of the theorems above can also be used to
establish a bound on the moduli of the zeros of an analytic function which has a
related monotonicity-type condition on the coefficients of its series representation.
For example, Govil and Rahman [30] included the following result in their 1968
paper which was primarily devoted to polynomials:

Theorem 51 Let f(z) = Zj‘io a;z’ be an analytic function in |z| < 1. Suppose
larga; — B| < a < m/2 for some o and B for j = 0,1,2,... and |ag| > |a;| >

laz| = - --. Then the zeros of f liein |z| > {cosa + sina + zlsai;‘“ 3°=1 la; [}

Also closely related to the results of this survey is the following which is due to Aziz
and Mohammad [6] and appeared in 1980.
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Theorem 52 Let f(z) = Z;io ajzj be an analytic function in |z| < t. Suppose
0 <ag <ta <t*ay <---.Then all the zeros of f liein |z| > t.

Related results have been presented by Krishnaiah [48], Aziz and Shah [8], Lin,
Huang, Cao, and Gardner [50], Shah and Liman [56], Choo [16], and Gulzar [37].

A natural question is: “Is the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem sharp?”’ In other words, is
there a polynomial p satisfying the hypotheses of the the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem
for which there is a zero of modulus 1 (thus indicating that the given bound cannot
be improved)? For p,(z) = 1 +z + 2> + - - - + 2", the zeros of p, are the (n + 1)th
roots of unity, cos 8 +i sin6 for 6 = 2kw/(n+1)fork = 1,2, ... ,n. Therefore, the
Enestrom—Kakeya theorem (Theorem 3) is sharp. In fact, this example shows that
the alternate version of the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem (Theorem 4) is also sharp.

However it is possible to sharpen the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem by taking away
a part of the unit disk that does not contain the zeros of the polynomial, and this has
been done, among others, by Govil and Rahman (see Theorem 5 in [30]), and by
Rubinstein (see Corollary 1 in [55]).

In 1912-1913, Hurwitz [42] characterized polynomials for which the Enestrom—
Kakeya theorem is sharp. In 1979, Anderson, Saff, and Varga [4] gave a proof (and
correction) of Hurwitz’s result based on matrix methods. In a sense, their result states
that a polynomial satisfying the hypotheses of the Enestrom—Kakeya theorem has
a zero of modulus 1 only if the polynomial has p, as a factor for some n (this is
an oversimplification of their result, but somewhat reflects the importance of this
result). An interesting corollary to their main theorem deals with the version of the
Enestrom—Kakeya theorem as stated in Theorem 4:

Corollary 5 If p(z) = Z;l':o a;z’ is a polynomial of degree n with real and positive
coefficients, then all the zeros of p lie in the annulus Ry < |z| < R, where Ry =
ming<j<,—1a;/aj+1 and Ry = maxo<j<p—1a;/aj1. If Ry < Ry, then it is not
possible for p to simultaneously have zeros on |z| = Ry and on |z| = R».

In a related result, Anderson, Saff, and Varga [5] in 1980 introduced a “generalized
Enestrom—Kakeya functional” and established a result concerning the location of
zeros of polynomials and showed that their result is asymptotically sharp.

Appendix

Remark on a Theorem on the Roots of the Equation
apx" 4+ ay_1x" '+ -+ ajx + ap = 0 Where
All Coefficients Are Real and Positive
by
G. Enestrom, Stockholm, Sweden

Tohoku Mathematical Journal, 18 (1920), 34-36
A translation of “Remarque sur un théoreme relatif aux racines de 1’equation
apXx" + ap_1x"V 4+ - a1x + ap = 0 ot tous les coefficientes a sont réels et

positifs” by G. Enestrom. Translated by Robert Gardner.
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In 1912 M. S. Kakeya demonstrated in a paper in this journal that the absolute
value of each root of the equation above [in the title] is between the smallest and

largest values of
ap—1 Ap—2 ap

9 9t 9
ay ap—1 aj

and therefore for [positive] a, > a,—; > - - - > ay, the absolute value of each root is
less than 1.

This theorem has already been proposed and demonstrated by me in 1893 in a
footnote to a problem on pension funds.! This problem leads us to the equation

E ' ak 2+ +a,sk+a,_ =0 (A)
where all of these coefficients are real and positive and for which
l>a>a> - >a,.

The reference cited in the footnote is written in Swedish and at the request of
Mr. Hayashi I now translate verbatim the part about the roots of this equation.
Define «; as the smallest of the quantities

a as as—|

a]» > IR ]
ap az as—2

and it is then evident from this definition of «; that
agr1 —oaja, >0 (g=0,1,2,...,5s —2;a0 = 1).
Multiplication of equation (A) by k — o, results in
k4 (ay — ek + (ay — aya)k’ > + -+ + (as_1 — a1a,2)k —ara;_; =0 (B)

and if we substitute p( cos ¢ + i sin ¢) for k, where p is the absolute value of k, then
p and ¢ must satisfy the equations

p* cos sp+(a;—ap)p* " cos (s—Dp+(az—ara)p* > cos (s—2)p
+---+ (a1 —ara;2)pcos —aja; 1 =0,

p* sins¢+(a; —ap)p* ™ sin (s— 1p+(ay—ayar)p* 2 sin (s —2)¢

+ - -+(ag_1—aja;_2)p sing = 0. ©
We now show that if p < o, equation (C) can not hold, regardless of the value of
¢. Indeed, all coefficients a; — oy, a, — «jay, ... ,a,_| — ojag_o are positive, so the

! Hirledning af en allmiin formel for antalet pensionirer, som vid en godtyeklig tidpunkt forefinnas
inom en sluten pensionslcassa; Ofversigt af Vetenskaps-Akademiens Forhandlingar (Stockholm),
50, 1893, pp. 405-415. The resulting theorem was stated by me, also in L’intermédiaire des
Mathématiciens 2, 1895, p. 418, and in Jahrbuch iiber die Fortschritte der Mathematik 25 (1893—
1894), p. 360, and also mentions the problem of the theory of pensions to which I alluded in the
text.
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left side can not be greater than

p'+ (@ — )’ (@ —ea)p' P 4+ (@m1 — a1a,2)p — a1y
and this expression can be written as

0 N p —a) +aipTHp — @)+ -+ agap(p — 1) + a1 (p — ay),

which is negative if p < «;. The left side of equation (C) is therefore negative for
p < op. It follows that the absolute value of each root of equation (A) is greater than
or equal to «;.
In a similar way we can show that with «; as the largest of the quantities
@ @ de

al; ’ LR ’
ap ax as—1

the absolute value of each root of the equation (A) must be less than or equal to «;.

For this proof, replace k with k*~' [in equation (A)]. Then multiply the new
equation by k — 1/« and we easily find that the absolute value of k can never be less
than 1/a,, from which it follows immediately that the value of k can not be greater
than ;. We now have

a1 < k| <o, (i=0,1,2,...,5 —1).
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Chapter 9
Starlikeness, Convexity and Close-to-convexity
of Harmonic Mappings

Sumit Nagpal and V. Ravichandran

9.1 Introduction

Let H denote the class of all complex-valued harmonic functions f in the unit disk
D ={z € C: |z] < 1} normalized by f(0) = 0 = f,(0) — 1. Let Sy be the subclass
of H consisting of univalent and sense-preserving functions. Such functions can be
written in the form f = h + g, where

h@) =z+ ) a,d" and g@) =Y b2 9.1)

n=2 n=1

are analytic and |g(z)| < |W/(z)| in D. Let 8% := {f € Sy : f:(0) = 0}. Observe
that Sy reduces to S, the class of normalized univalent analytic functions, if the
co-analytic part of f is zero. In 1984, Clunie and Sheil-Small [5] investigated the
class Sy as well as its geometric subclasses. Let S}, g and Cy (resp. §*, K and
C) be the subclasses of Sy (resp. &) mapping D onto starlike, convex and close-to-
convex domains, respectively. Denote by Si0, K% and CY, the class consisting of
those functions f in S}, Ky and Cy respectively, for which fz(0) = 0.

Recall that convexity and starlikeness are not hereditary properties for univa-
lent harmonic mappings. In [13], the authors introduced the notion of fully starlike
mappings of order 8 and fully convex mappings of order 8 (0 < 8 < 1) that are
characterized by the conditions

%argf(rem) > B and % (arg{%f(re%}) >B, 0<0<2m,0<r<1)
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respectively. For 8 = 0 these classes were studied by Chuaqui et al. [3]. Let FS7,(8)
and FKXx(B) (0 < B < 1) denote the subclasses of S}, and Ky respectively con-
sisting of fully starlike functions of order 8 and fully convex functions of order .
Set FSH(B) = FS3(B) NS}y and FKY(B) = FKu(B) N KY,.

Clunie and Sheil-Small [5] gave a sufficient condition for a harmonic function to
be univalent close-to-convex.

Lemma 1 [5, Lemma 5.15, p. 19] Suppose that H, G are analytic in D with
|G’(0)] < |H'(0)| and that H + €G is close-to-convex for each |€| = 1. Then
F = H + G is harmonic univalent and close-to-convex in ID.

Making use of Lemma 1, Clunie and Sheil-Small [5] proved thatif f = h + g is
sense-preserving in D and /& + €g is convex for some € (€| < 1), then f is harmonic
univalent and close-to-convex in D. A particular case of this result is the following.

Lemma 2 Let f = h+ g € H be sense-preserving and h € K. Then f € CY,.

The conditions in the hypothesis of Lemma 2 can’t be relaxed, that is, if f =
h 4+ g € H is sense-preserving and h is non-convex, then f need not be even
univalent. Similarly the conclusion of Lemma 2 can’t be strengthened, that is, if
f = h+g € H is sense-preserving and 2 € K, then f need not map D onto
a starlike or convex domain. These two statements are illustrated by examples in
Sect. 2 of the paper. In addition, we will consider the cases under which a sense-
preserving harmonic function f = h + g € H with & € K belongs to F 8’;?(,3) or
F IC(I)_I (B). The following lemma will be needed in our investigation.

Lemma 3 [15] Let f = h + g € H where h and g are given by (9.1) with

by = ¢'(0) = 0. Suppose that A € (0,1].

(i) Ifzzozz n(la,| + |bnl) < A then f is fully starlike of order 2(1 — 1)/ (2 + A).

(ii) IfolO:2 n2(|a,| + |ba)) < A then f is fully starlike of order 2(2 — 1)/(4 + A).
Moreover, f is fully convex of order 2(1 — A)/(2 + X).

All these results are sharp.

For ¢« € C with |a| < 1, let M(«) denote the set of all harmonic functions
f = h + g € H that satisfy

Zh//(z)
n'(z)

1
g @) =azh'(z) and Re (1 + ) > —Efor all z € D.

In [12], Mocanu conjectured that the functions in the class M(1) are univalent in D.
In [4], Bshouty and Lyzzaik proved this conjecture by establishing that M(1) C CY,.
Recently, this result is extended in [2] by proving that M(a) C CY for |a| = 1. In
fact, M(a) C C% for each || < 1. The coefficient estimates, growth results, area
theorem and convolution properties for the class M(«) (Jo| < 1) are obtained in the
last section of the paper. The bounds for the radius of starlikeness and convexity of
the class M(«) are also determined. The bound for the radius of convexity turns out
to be sharp for the class M(1) with the extremal function
z

. Z
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Fig. 9.1 Graph of the 3
function
f(z) = 2Re%; +log (1 - 7). )
1 L
0
-1 F
2t
-3

The radius of starlikeness of F is also determined. The convolution properties of F
with certain right-half plane mappings are also discussed.

9.2 Sufficient Conditions for Starlikeness and Convexity

Neither the conditions in the hypothesis of Lemma 2 can be relaxed nor the conclusion
of Lemma 2 can be strengthened. The first two examples of this section verify the
truth of this statement.

Example 1 Leth(z) = z—z%/2 € S*and g(z) = z%/2—723/3 so that 1'(z) = z¢'(2).
Then # is non-convex and f = h + g is sense-preserving in ID. But f is not even
univalent in D since f(z9) = f(zo) = 3/4 where zp = (3 + \/gi)/4 e D.

Example 2 Let h(z) = z/(1 — z) € K and g’(z) = zh'(z). Then the function

f@=h@+gk = LT +log(l —z)
-z 1-z
belongs to C?{ by Lemma 2. The image of the unit disk under f is shown in Fig. 9.1 as
plots of the images of equally spaced radial segments and concentric circles. Clearly
f(D) is a non-starlike domain.
Now we will consider certain cases under which the conclusion of Lemma 2 can
be extended to fully starlike mappings of order 8 and fully convex mappings of order

BO=p<I.

Theorem 1 Let f = h + g € H where h and g are given by (9.1), and let « € C.
Further, assume that

g =azh'(z) zeD) and Y n’la,| <1.

n=2
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If |a| < 1then f is univalent close-to-convex. If |a| < 1/3 then f is fully starlike of
order 2(1 — 3|a|)/(5 + 3|a)).

Proof The coefficient inequality Zzozz n®|a,| < 1 implies that h € K (see [1]). So
fe C?{ by Lemma 2 if || < 1. The relation g’(z) = azh'(z) gives by = 0 and

n—1
by =a ap—1, (m=2a;=1).
Consider
o0 (o]
> nllanl + 1bal) =D (nlan| + (n = Dlerllay—1])
n=2 n=2

o0
= +laD) ) nlay] + ||

n=2
1 oo
< S +lah Y nllas] + o]
n=2
1 143
< 50+ la) + lal = 1,

By applying Lemma 3(i), it follows that f € .7-'8“;?(2(1 — 3la])/(5 + 3la))) if
la] < 1/3.

Theorem 2 Let f = h + g € H where h and g are given by (9.1), and let a € C.
Further, assume that

o0
g@=azil’'x) (zeD) and Zn3|an| < 1.
n=2

If | <2/11 then f is fully starlike of order 2(6 — 11]|a|)/(18 + 11|«|). Moreover,
f is fully convex of order 2(2 — 11|a])/(10 4+ 11]x]).

Proof To apply Lemma 3(ii), consider the sum

D n*(anl + 1bal) = Y (2lan] + n(n — Dierllay—11)

n=2 n=2
o0 o0
=1+l Y n’lay +2la] + o] Y nla,l
n=2 n=2
1 ad -
<5 +|a|>gn3|an| +2|a| +Z|a|n2=;n3|an|
1 1 24+11
< St laf) + 2lal + gla] = +T'°"
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Hence f € .7-'8’2)(2(6 — 1a|)/(18 + 11]a|)) N }"IC?L,(2(2 — Iee|)/(10 + 11]ex])).

Remark 1 Tf h € K then the harmonic function f = & + €/ is univalent and fully
convex of order O for each |e| < 1. Similarly, if & € S* then the harmonic function
f = h + €h is fully starlike of order O for each |¢| < 1.

9.3 Class M(a) (Ja] < 1)

In this section, we will investigate the properties of functions in the class M(«).
Theorem 3 Let o € C with |a| < 1. Then we have the following.

(i) M(a) C CY.
(ii) (Coefficient estimates) If f = h + g € M(«) where h and g are given by (9.1),
then by = g'(0) = 0,

1 _
anl < 2L and (bl < Pl
2

forn =2,3,.... Moreover, these bounds are sharp for each o.
(iii) (Growth theorem) The inequality

| 1
|f@| = e |)2 [1 - 5(1 — IOlI)IZI], zeD,

holds for every function f € M(«). This bound is sharp.

(iv) (Area theorem) The area of the image of each function f € M(x) is greater
than or equal to 7w (1 — |a|? /2) and this minimum is attained only for the function
2:(2) = 7+ az?/2.

Proof Proof of (i) follows by a minor modification of [4, Theorem 1, p. 768]. For
the convenience of the reader, we include its details here. Let f = h 4+ g € M(w).
Since |g’(0)| < |A'(0)], it suffices to show that the analytic functions F, = h + €g
are close-to-convex in I for each |e| = 1, in view of Lemma 1. It is easy to verify

that
z2F"(2) oez zh"(2)
Re (1 <) _Re Re (1
e<+F;(z>) “Tree: ' e(+ ())

n
11— |<xez|2 ( h”(z))

1
) 2|1+aez|2
1
2

@ are (14 2D) L Lp )
2 ¢ h(z) 2t

where z =rel? (0 <r < 1),¢ = —aer and P.(0) = (1 — £ [P/l —¢|* ()¢] < 1)
is the Poisson Kernel. Fix 6;, 6, with 0 < 6, — 0; < 2. Then

02 10 F1 (1ol 1 1%
/ Re (1 " re/_(r:)) o > ——/ P.(6)d6 = —x.
0 Fl(re') 2 Jo,
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By the well-known Kaplan’s theorem [11], it follows that each F is close-to-convex
in D and hence f € C’%. This proves (i).

For the proof of (ii), note that the function 4 is close-to-convex of order 1/2
and hence its coefficients satisfy |a,| < (n + 1)/2 forn = 2,3,... (see [9, 16]).
Regarding the bound for b, note that the relation g'(z) = azh'(z) gives

n+ )b,y =naa,, n=1,2,...
so that |b,| < (n — 1)]a|/2. For sharpness, consider the functions

z z 1 z z
fo(@) = (_+(1—Z)2) EO& (:—m) zeD, |a|f<1.
9.2)

The functions f, € M(«) for each |a| < 1 and

OO

Y

n=2 n=2

Jo(2) =

OlZ,

showing that the bounds are best possible. Figure 9.2 depicts the image domain f,, (D)
foroa = £1, +i.
Using the estimates for |a, | and |b, |, it follows that

F@I < Izl + Y lanllzl" + > [ballzl”

n=2 n=2

1 &  J—
<lel+ 35D (4Dl + 5|a|2=j<n — Dll”

n=2

= |zl + <1+|a|)2n|z| + (1—|a|)2|z|"

n=2
4
== |l1--(1- .
e [ 2( Ial)lzq

The bound is sharp with equality holding for the function f,, given by (9.2). This
proves (iii).

For the last part of the theorem, suppose that f = h + g € M(«), where h and g
are given by (9.1). Then the area of the image f (D) is

= / D(|h/(z>|2 —1g' @ dxdy

_ / / WP dx dy — o] / / \H )P dx dy
D

=n<l+§:n|an|2> |a|2< +nZ +1|an|2>

n=2
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3

The last sum is minimized by choosing a, = 0 forn = 2,3,.... This gives h(z) = z
so that g(z) = az*/2. This completes the proof of the theorem.

If « = 0, then the family M(«) reduces to the class of normalized analytic
functions f with f(0) = 0 = f’(0) — 1 satisfying Re (1 + zf"(2)/f'(2)) > —1/2
for all z € D. Ozaki [17] independently proved that the functions in the class M (0)
are univalent in .

For analytic functions f(z) = z+ Y .., a,2" and F(z) =z + Y -, A", their
convolution (or Hadamard product) is defined as (f * F)(z) = z + Z:iz a,A,7". In
the harmonic case, with
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o0 o0
f=h4+g=z+ Zanz” + anz", and
n=2 n=1

o0 o0
F=H+G=z+ZAnz”+Zan”.

n=2 n=1

their harmonic convolution is defined as

oo o0
f*FZh*H+g*G=Z+ZanAnZn+anann‘

n=2 n=1
Results regarding harmonic convolution can be found in [5-7, 15, 13, 14].

Remark 2 Fix o with |a| < 1. It is easy to see that the Hadamard product of two
functions in M(«) need not necessarily belong to M («). For instance, consider the
function f;, given by (9.2). The coefficients of the product f, * f, are too large for
this product to be in M(«) in view of Theorem 3(ii).

In [5], Clunie and Sheil-Small showed that if ¢ € K and f € Ky then the
functions (8@ + ¢) * f € Cyx (|B] < 1). The result is even true if Ky is replaced by
M(a).

Theorem 4 Letp € Kand f € M(a) (Ja| < 1). Then the functions (Bo+¢)* f €
CY, for |l < 1.

Proof Writing f = h + g we have

Bo+o)x f=¢xh+pBloxg)=H~+G,

where H = ¢ +h and G = B(¢ * g) are analytic in D with |G'(0)| < |H'(0)|. Setting
F = H+¢€G = ¢ % (h + Beg) where || = 1, we note that F is close-to-convex in
D since i + Beg € C, ¢ € K and K *C C C. By Lemma 1, it follows that H + G is
harmonic close-to-convex, as desired.

Remark 3 The function f_; € M( — 1) given by (9.2) is the harmonic half-plane
mapping

. . Z . Z
L(z):= f_1(z) =Re (—1 _Z> +iIm <—(1 —z)2) 9.3)

constructed by shearing the conformal mapping /(z) = z/(1 — z) vertically with
dilatation w(z) = —z (see Fig. 9.2a). Note that

2 o]
n

X /n+1 n—1\2
(L*L)(Z)=Z+E <T>Z+E ( ) ) ', zeD
n=2

n=2

is univalent in D by [7, Theorem 3]. In fact, the image of the unit disk D under L * L
is C\( — 0o, —1/4] which shows that L L € S}}. Since f, * fz = L * L for each
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|| = 1, where the functions f,, are given by (9.2), it follows that the Hadamard
product f, * f5 is univalent and starlike in D for each || = 1.

The next theorem determines the bounds for the radius of starlikeness and
convexity of the class M(w).

Theorem 5 Leto € Cwith |a]| < 1.

(a) Each function in M(«) maps the disk |z| < 2 — /3 onto a convex domain.
(b) Each function in M(a) maps the disk |z| < 4/2 — 5 onto a starlike domain.

Proof let f = h+ g € M(w). Then the analytic functions F;, = h + Ag are
close-to-convex in D for each |A| = 1 (see the proof of Theorem 3(i)).

Since the radius of convexity in close-to-convex analytic mappings is 2 — /3,
the functions F; are convex in |z| < 2 — /3. In view of [13, Theorem 2.3, p. 89], it
follows that f is fully convex (of order 0) in |z] < 2 — /3. This proves (a).

Similarly, since the radius of starlikeness for close-to-convex analytic mappings
is 42 — 5, it follows that each F; is starlike in |z| < 44/2 — 5. By [13, Theorem
2.7, p. 911, f is fully starlike (of order 0) in |z| < 42 — 5~ 0.65685.

Now, we shall show that the bound 2 — /3 for the radius of convexity is sharp
for the class M(1). To see this, consider the function f; given by (9.2), which may
be rewritten as

Z . Z
FQ) = fl(Z)—Re((l_Z)2>—i—lIm(l_Z). 04
Its worth to note that the function ' may be constructed by shearing the conformal
mapping /(z) = z/(1 — z) horizontally with dilatation w(z) = z. In [10], it has been
shown that F(D) = {u+iv : v> > —(u+1/4)} (see Fig. 9.2b). In particular, F ¢ 81*10.
For instance, zo = —1 — i € F(D) but z9o/2 ¢ F(D). In fact, z0/2 € dF (D). Thus
M) ¢ SP.

The next example determines the radius of convexity of the mapping F by
employing a calculation similar to the one carried out in [8, Sect. 3.5].

Example 3 For the purpose of computing the radius of convexity of F, it is enough
to study the change of the tangent direction

d i0
v,.(0) = arg ﬁF(re )

0

of the image curve as the point z = re’’ moves around the circle |z| = r. Note that

0 .
ﬁF(re’e) = A(r,0) +iB(r,0),

where

1 —z|°A(r,0) = —r[(1 — 6r> 4+ r*)sin@ + r(1 + r?)sin26]
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Fig. 9.3 2 — /3 - the radius 2 F
of convexity of F

]
— ]

=3
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-2 -1 0 1 2

and
11 —z[*B(r,0) = r[(1 — r?)cos 6 — 2r].

The problem now reduces to finding the values of r such that the argument of the
tangent vector, or equivalently

B(r,0) (1 —2rcos6 4 r»)[2r — (1 —r?)cos6]

tan ¥, (6) = = : :
an (0 A(r,0) (1 —=6r2+r%sinf + r(1 +r2)sin26

is a non-decreasing function of 6 for 0 < 6 < . A lengthy calculation leads to an
expression for the derivative in the form

(1 —6r2 +rY+2r(1 + rHul*( — u%% tan ¥,(0) = p(r,u),

where u = cos 6 and

prou) =1+ 4r* = 26r* +4r% + 1% — 6ur(1 +r>)(1 + r* — 6r2)
— 12771+ ) +4rd (1 4+ rH)(A + ).

Observe that the roots of p(r,u) = 0 in (0, 1) are increasing as a function of
u € [ — 1, 1]. Consequently, it follows that p(r,u) > 0 for —1 < u < 1 if and only if

pr,—1) =1 +r1 —4r +r%)=>0.
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This inequality implies that » < 2 — /3. This proves that the tangent angle ¥, ()

increases monotonically with 6 if r <2 — /3 but is not monotonic for2—~/3 < r <

1. Thus, the harmonic mapping F given by (9.4) sends each disk |z] < r < 2—+/3to0

a convex domain, but the image is not convex when 2 — /3 < r < 1 (see Fig. 9.3).
Combining Theorem 5 and Example 3, it immediately follows that

Theorem 6 The radius of convexity of the class M(1) is 2 — /3. Moreover, the
bound 2 — /3 is sharp.

The next example determines the radius of starlikeness of the mapping F given
by (9.4).

Example 4 The harmonic mapping F given by (9.2) sends each disk |z| < r < ry
to a starlike domain, but the image is not starlike when ry < r < 1, where ry is given
by

1 /1
=3 §(37 — 8V10) =~ 0.658331. 9.5

In this case, one needs to study the change of the direction @,(9) = arg F(re'?) of
the image curve as the point z = re' moves around the circle |z| = r. A direct
calculation gives

F(re') = C(r,0) +iD(r,0),
where
[1— zl4 C(r,0)=r[(1+ r2)0059 —2r] and |1 -— Z|2D(r,9) =rsin6.
For our assertion, it suffices to show that

D(r,0) _ sin0(1 —2rcosf +r?)

tan &,(0) = _
O = o) T A+ rDeosd —2r

is a nondecreasing function of 6. A straightforward calculation leads to an expression
for the derivative in the form

]
[+ r?u— 2r]2£ tan @,(0) = q(r,u),
where u = cos 9 and
grou) = (1 —r?? = 2ru(l + r2) + 8r%u® — 2r(1 + r¥d.

The problem is now to find the values of the parameter » for which the polynomial
q(r,u) is non-negative in the whole interval —1 < u < 1. Observe that

gr, - =04+r*>0 and g, 1)=1-r*>0.

Also, differentiation gives

d
B_Q(r’u) = =2r(1 +r*) + 16r°u — 6r(1 + rHu’.
u
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Fig.94 1 /137-8/10)- 2[
the radius of starlikeness of F

A

5 ] 0 T 2

This shows that ¢(r, ) is a decreasing function of u for 0 < r < 1/+/3. Since
qr,1) = (1 —r)* > 0, it follows that g(r,u) > 0 for all u € [—1,1]
and for all r € (0,1/«/5]. For r > 1/«/§, q(r,u) has a local minimum
at u = (4r — V/=34+10r2 =3r%)/(3(1 + r?)) and a local maximum at u =
(4r + /=34 10r2 — 3r%)/(3(1 + r?)). Using these observations, we deduce that

q(r,u) > 0for —1 <u < 1if and only if

4r — /=3 +10r2 — 374 1 ) > 0
r, = r)=~0,
7 3(1+12) 27(1 + 12y
where h(r) = 27 — 72r* + S8* — 72r° + 27r% + 4r(3 + 1072 +

3r*)v/—3 + 10r2 — 3r*. The function £ is a decreasing function of r € [1/+/3,1)
and h(rg) = 0, where rq is given by (9.5). Thus the inequality i(r) > 0 is satisfied
provided r < rg. This proves that the angle @, (6) increases monotonically with 6 if
r < rp and hence the harmonic mapping F' sends each disk |z| < r < ry to a starlike
domain, but the image is not starlike when ry < r < 1 (see Fig. 9.4).

Combining Theorem 5 and Example 4, we have

Theorem 7 Ifry is the radius of starlikeness of M(1), then

1
42 -5<rg < 167 - 8/10).

W =

By Remark 3, F x F is univalent and starlike in D. However, the product L * F
where L is the harmonic half-plane mapping given by 9.3 is not even univalent,
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although it is sense-preserving in D. In fact, the convolution of F' with certain
right-half plane mappings is sense-preserving in ID. This is seen by the following
theorem.

Theorem 8 Let f = h+ g € KY with h(z) + g(z) = z/(1 — 2) and w(z) =
g/ () = e?7", where 0 € R. If n = 1,2 then F % f is locally univalent in D,
F being given by (9.2).

Proof We need to show that the dilatation W of F x f satisfies |W(z)| < 1 for all
z € D. Tt is an easy exercise to derive the expression of dilatation w in the form

w2(2) + [w(z) — 3w/ (2)z] + 3w/ (2)
1+ [w(@) — 5wzl + jw@)2?

w(z) =z zeD.

The rest of the proof is similar to [7, Theorem 3].
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Chapter 10
On Generalized p-valent Non-Bazilevic
Type Functions

Khalida Inayat Noor

10.1 Introduction
Let A, (m) be the class of analytic functions f of the form

J@=2"+ "’ (mpeN={2....} (10.1)

n=m

and analytic in the open unitdisc E = {z € C, |z| < 1}.

Let f(z) and F(z) be analyticin E, then we say that the function f(z) is subordinate
to F(z) in E if there exists an analytic function w(z) in E such that |w(z)| < |z| and
f () = F(w(2)). In this case, we write f < F or f(z) < F(2). If F(z) is univalent in
E, then the subordination is equivalent to f(0) = F(0)and f(E) C F(E),see [6,9].

Let P(m) be the class of functions & of the form

h@) =14 cn?™ +cma 2™ +..., (10.2)

which are analytic in E and satisfy Reh(z) > O forz € E.
A function f € A,(m) is said to be p-valently starlike of order g if and only if
there exists 4 € P(m) such that

zf'(@)
f@

for some B(0 < B < p),and forall z € E.

We denote by S*(p,m, 8) the subclass of .A,(m) consisting of functions of p-
valently starlike of order 8. For 8 = 0, we have S*(p,m,0) = S*(p, m).

Let h(z) be analytic in E with k(o) = 1. Then h € P[m; A, B] if and only if
1+ Az"
1+ Bz™ >

=(p = Phx) + B,

h(z) < z€eE, —-1<B<A<I.
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It can easily be seen that

—A
We have the following.
Definition 1 Let Pi[m; A, B] denote the class of functions /(z) that are analytic in
E with h(0) = 1 and are represented by

P LA k_LY, 103
(z _<Z+§> 1(2)—(5—5) 2(2), (10.3)

where hi,h, € Plm;A,B], —1<B<A<landk > 2.
‘We note that

P[m; A, B] C P15 1, —1] = Py,

where P is the class introduced and studied in [8].

We shall assume throughout, unless stated otherwise, that
—-1<B<A<l1l, k=2, pmeN={1,2,...}andz € E.

We now define the class N, plk, i, a; A, B] of analytic functions as follows.

Definition 2 Let « € (0,1), 4 complex, and f € A,(m). Then f € N,
[k, w,a; A, B], if and only if

2 \* 2f'(2) ( 7P )“} '
1 R A i Pulm: A, Bl.
{( e )<f(z)> oo \7@) | € A Bl

As a special case, with B = u = —1,p =m = A = 1,k = 2, we have the
class of non-Bazilevic functions introduced and studied in [7]. See also [1, 5, 11] for
the recent developments. For k = 2, we shall denote the class N, p[3, w,a; A, B] as
Np(u, o; A, B).

10.2 Preliminary Results

To establish our main results, we shall need the following Lemmas.

Lemma 1 Let h(z) be analytic and convex univalent function in E with h(0) = 1.
Also, let the function ¢(z), given by (10.2), be analytic in E. If

72¢'(2)
)

{(t)(z) + } < h(z), Re(§) >0 (§#0), (10.4)

then
§ = % 5,
¢(Z)<.1/0(Z):n_11m tnh(t)dt, (10.5)
0

and ¥y(z) is the best dominant of (10.4).



10 On Generalized p-valent Non-Bazilevic Type Functions 217

Lemma 2 [10] Let f(z) = Y .o, a,2" be analytic in E, g(z) = > v, by2" be
analytic and convex in E. If f(z) < g(2), then |a,| < |bi| forn =1,2,....
This result can easily be extended to p-valent functions.

Lemma 3 [3] Let —1 < B < B, < Ay < Ay < 1, then

14+ A7" - 14+ A"
1+ Boz" 1+ Bizn’

Lemma 4 ([12], Chap. 14) For real or complex numbers a,b,c(c ¢ Z; ), we have

1 _
/ P — et agyadr = FOTC B b b
0 I'(c)
(Re(c) > Re(b) > 0), (10.6)

2Fi(a,b;c;z) =(1 —2)™ Fy (a,c —b;c; < 1) (10.7)

b+ 1DFi(Lbsb+ 1;2) =0+ 1)+ bz Fi(1,b+ 1;0+ 252),  (10.8)

where , F| represents a hypergeometric function.

10.3 Main Results

Theorem 1 Let f € N,[k,iu,a; A, Bl, Rep > 0. Then

22\
( ) € Pfm;A,B] in E.

@

Proof Let
2\ 10.9
(7) = 1
where h(z) is given by (10.2) and is represented by (10.3). From (10.9), we obtain

2\ zfl@ [ ¥ \* um

1 — - — ) =h —zh'(2). 10.10
( +“)(ﬂz)) "o (f(z)) @ @ v

Since f € ./\/,,[k, uw,a; A, B], it follows from (10.3) and (10.10) that, fori = 1,2,

zh}(z) . 1+ A"
(ﬂ) 1+ Bz’

wm

hi(Z) +
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Using Lemma 1, we have

—pe % pa 1+ At™
h,~<z)<q,-<z>=ﬂzﬁf zfnT1< + )m
mu 0

1+ Bt
A A 1 ap B7"
==+ (1-=)(+BZ") F|1L,1;—+1; , (B#0
B-i—( B)(-i—z) 21( um+ 1+Bz’"> (B#0)
po
=1+———Az (B=0), (10.11)
po+mpu

where we have made a change of variables and then used Lemma 4 with a = 1,
b=%andc=b+l.
We shall show that g;(z) is the best dominant of (10.11), and also

Relqi(2)} > p, z€E, (10.12)

where

A+ =B A (LEZ+1555), B#£0)

- otpil;m A, (B=0)

The estimate in (10.12) is the best possible. To prove (10.12), it is sufficient to show
that

|i|n<fl {Re{qi(2)}} = qi(—1).

Now, for |z] <r <1,

Re{l—i—Az }> 1 - Ar

1+Bz"| = 1= Brm’
‘We take
14+ Asz"
0i(z,s) = m,
and
ap

ap g
st ds, 0<s <1,

d(v(s)) =
um

which is a positive measure on the closed interval. Then, we have

1
CIi(Z)=/ Qi(z,s)dv(s),
0

so that

L1 — Asrm

Retgi@)} = / dv(s) = gi(—r"), Jz <" < L.
o 1—Bsrm
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Letting r — 17 in the above inequality, we obtain the assertion (10.12).

Since g;(z) is the best dominant of (10.11), the estimate (10.12) is best possible.
Using (10.11) and (10.12) in (10.10) together with (10.3), we obtain the required
result. O

For k = 2,p = 1, and m = 1, this result reduces to one proved in [10]. By
choosing different values of the parameters, we can derive several interesting results
from Theorem 1. We obtain two of these special cases as follows.

Corollary 1 Let f € Ni(u,a; 1, —1). Then, from Theorem 1, it follows that
2
feN <0,a,1 ——ﬂ,—1>, z€E,
P
where
1
B =2F (Lhm,—) -1
w2

Corollary 2 Whenp=m=1, A=1, B=—-l,andu=ac(0,1), f € N
[k, o, 1,—1]. That is

7z \* 2@ ( z \°
1 £ - = P.. E.
{( +“)(f<z)) Y@ <f(z)) }e bote
<—Z )a c P, [1 _ &,—1},
f@ p

1
=2k (1,1;2,5) —1~2mh2-1.

implies

where 8, is given by

Theorem 2 Leta € (0,1), wur > u; >0, —1 <B <By <A <A <1.
Then

Ny [k, pa, a5 Ay, By] C Nylk, oy, a; Ay, Byl

Proof Let f € N,[k,p2,0t; Ay, B>]. Then f € A,(m) and
2 \* 2f' @ [ 2 \*
1 =) = —_ Pi[m; As, Bs].
{( +“2)<f<z>> e (f(z)> }E s A2 B2

The case p, = p; > 0 follows trivially from Lemma 1. We suppose that @, > @) >
0. From Lemma 3, we note that

Plm; Ay, B,] C P[m; Ay, By]
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and, by using Definition 1, it can easily be derived that
Pilm; Az, Bo] C P[m; Ay, By].

Therefore, we have

LN OV o
{(1+“2)(f(z>> Mor@ (f(z)) }EP"['”’A“B‘]‘ (10.13)

Now
2 \* 2@ ( 2 \*
1 IR R
( +’”“)<f<z>) e <f(z)>
K 2\ 27\ 2f'@) (27 \*
( m) (f(z)) T {( ””(f@) ) <f(z)> }

— (1 - ﬂ) H\(z) + ﬂHz(Z),
M2 “2

where H,, H, € P[m; Ay, B;], and since Py[m; A, B1] is a convex set, see [2], it
follows that H € Py[m; A, B1] in E. This proves the result. O
‘We shall now deal with a converse case of Theorem 1 as follows.

Theorem 3 Let f € N,[k,0,0;1 — %,—1]. Then
feN ka1 — %, —1] for |z| < ro, where

1

ap
ro = .
wm + /052[72 + M2m2

This result is best possible.

Proof Let

(10.14)

27 \“ N
(m) =(p—Bhi@)+ P

ko1 ko1
= (Z + 5) {(p — B)hi(z) + B} — (Z - 5) {(p — B)ha(2) + B}
(10.15)

Then hy,hy; € P(m) in E and 0 < B < p. Proceeding as in Theorem 1, we have

1 P \“ 2f' @) [ 2 \*
- la - —
P [( +M)(f(z)) e (f(z)) ’3}

—h)+ o)
ap

kol ko1 /
= (Z + E) {hl(z) + gzha(z)} - (4_1 - 5) {hz(z) + %th(z)} . (10.16)
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Now, by using the estimate [4],

lzh' (2)] - 2mr
Re{hl(z)} — 1—r2m

in (10.16), we have

m 2um ™
Re {h,-(z) + M—zhg(z)} > Reh;(z) {1 _zkm 5 }
ap ap 1 —rm

(10.17)

op — 2umr™ — oeprzm
ap(l — r2m) ’

= Reh;(2) {

The right hand side of (10.17) is positive for r < r(, where ry is given by (10.14).
To show that the bound ry is best possible, we consider

1 + " 1—2z"
z s ha(2) =
M@= b=
in (10.15) and this completes the proof. a

For um = ap, we have the bound for radius ry = (ﬁ) E.

Let f € A,(m) and define

5+ :
L(f@) = F'(o) = —2 /0 O T (de (8 > —p)
DY
- (z +Zg+yp+n 2 )*fy(z) (10.18)

=7 F(1L,6+py;d+py +1,29x f7(2), (@€E)

where x denotes convolution (Hadamard product). The operator I,,(f) is a general-
ized form of the well-known Bernardi integral operator.

10.4 The Class N,(i, a5 A, B)

Theorem 4 Let f € A,(m) and be given by (10.1). Let F, defined by (10.18),

belong to N,(p, a5 1, —1) for z € Elf‘% - 1‘ < lin E, then f € §*(p,m) for

|z| < Rg, where
1

’ r
Ro = il . (10.19)
m(1 + 2ap) + /m2(1 + 2ap)? + dap(ap + m)

Proof Since F € N,(u,a;1,—1), it follows from Theorem 1 that

L\ ep in E
(m)e (m) in .
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Now we set

_ @

= —l=cp?" +cm?" " +...,
F(Z) m m+1

h(z)

and we can write
h(z) = 7"¥(2),

where ¥ is a Schwartz function with ¥ (z)| < 1 in E.
In (10.20), we use (10.21) and have

1+7"W(z) = %

Differentiating (10.22) logarithmically, we obtain

z2f'(x)  zF'() | Z"{m¥(2) + ¥ (2)}
f@  F@ pll+2"¥(2)]

We write

&y P in E
(m) =q(z), g€ P@m) in E.

Therefore, we have

. (1 B zF’(z)> _ 72q'(2)
F(2) q@@

Using (10.23), (10.24) and the known [4] estimates

29’ (2) - 2mr™
q@) | T 1 —rm
m¥(z) + z¥'(2) m
< , lzl=r <1,
14+7"¥(2) 1—prm
we have
2f'(2) 7q'(2) "{m¥(2) + z2¥'(2)}
ef | >ap—ap - -~
f@ q(2) 1+ "W (z)
2 m m
> ap — apmr mr

- [ —p2m ] —pm

_ap —m(1 +2apy™ — (ap + m)r?"

1 —p2m

K. I. Noor

(10.20)

(10.21)

(10.22)

(10.23)

(10.24)

(10.25)

The right hand side of (10.25) is positive for |z] < R, where Ry is given by (10.19).

This completes the proof.

O



10 On Generalized p-valent Non-Bazilevic Type Functions 223

Theorem 5 Let f € N,(u,a; A, B). Then

'1-As @ P\ "1+ As «
(2/ Ss“ 1ds> < Re (—Z ) < (2/ + SSMﬁ_lds>,
um Jo 1 — Bs f©@ um Jo 1+ Bs
(10.26)

and inequality (10.26) is sharp with the extremal function f,(z) € N,(u,o; A, B),
defined by

-1
| -1
14+ AZ"s « «
f@)=z" ﬂ/ SHATS i) (10.27)
um Jo 14+ Bz"s
Proof From Theorem 1 (with k = 2), it follows that
<z1’ )“ ap /11+Az’"s @
—_— < — —————smm (s,
f@ wm Jo 1+ Bz"s
Therefore, by subordination, it follows that
7 \" "1+ A" o
Re{(z—) } < sup Re {2/ lswfl_lds}
f@ z€E um Jo 1+ Bz™"s
1
1 A m a
al (/ sup Re {—+ < s}swpﬂlds)
mm \Jo zek 1+ Bz"s

op /1 14+ As a_
< — ——smm (s,
um Jo 14+ Bs

PN“ U1+ A7"s «
Re{(z_) }> infRe{ﬁ / +_d}
f@ 2€E um Jo 14+ Bz"s
1
14+ Az" «
22 /infRe l sTZ*lds
um \Jo z€E 1+ Bz"s

1
1—As «
*p SITVP"_ ds. O

IA

Similarly

um Jo 1 — Bs

Corollary 3 Since, for h € P(m),
(Reh(z))? < Reh?(2) < |h(2)|?,

it follows, from Theorem 5, that

1
M'1—As % z P
(_Olp/ Ss” _1ds> < Re (—Z )
um Jo 1— Bs 7@

Equality holds for f.(z) defined by (10.27).

1

ap /1 1+ As w_, :
<|{— sum—ds | .
um Jo 1+ Bs

IR
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Corollary 4 Let f € N,(u,a; A, B,).

() Ifu=0,for|z| =r" < 1, we have

1 1
14+ Br™\« 1—Brm\«
L — < <P —
r (HM) <If@l<r <1—Ar’") :

and equality holds for
1
1+ B7" ]«
=7/ — 10.28
f1@) Z[1+Aﬂ} ( )
(ii) Foru #0, |zl =r < 1, we have
;l
P %/‘1 1~|—Armssﬁ%_1ds :
um Jo 14+ Br™s
-1
| -1
1_ A m a o
<If@l=r’ 2/ A S as)
um Jo 1 — Brms
Equality is attained by the function f,(z2) defined by (10.27).
Theorem 6 Lero € (0,1), u complex, —1 < B < 1,A # B, A real,
f@Q=2"+ > ad € Ny(u.a: A, B).
n=p-+m
Then
’a | < _|1A-B| (10.29)
P + apl '

The inequality (10.29) is sharp with the extremal function defined by the function

=1

| -1

1 A m a o

folz) = 2" E/ uuﬁﬁldu .
um Jo 14+ Bz"u

Proof We can write

ZP o Zf/(z) ( Zp )(X o
1 @) 1) =1 - - m P4
( +M)<f(z)) oo \Fo + (=pm — ap)anpz" " +
(10.30)

Now

14+ Az"

hz) = ———,
(2) T B

—1<B<1, B#A, A€eR
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is convex univalent in E.

In fact,

zh"(2) [ 2B7" ]
—m|1—- 2|,
h(z) 1+ Bz

and so

Re(l+w>>—m+2—m>0 zeE
h'(z) 1+ (B = '

Since f € Np(u,a; A, B), we use Lemma 2 and (10.30) to obtained the required
result. =
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Chapter 11
Integral Mean Estimates for a Polynomial
with Restricted Zeros

A. Liman and W. M. Shah

11.1 Introduction

Let P, be the class of polynomials P(z) = Y a;z’ of degree n. For P € Py, define
j=0

2w
1 ) 1
1Pl = {5 /IP(6’9)|"d9}q, 0 <g < oo,
]
0

and

[Plloo := Illzf}glP(Z)l-

It was shown by Turan [14], that if P € P, and P(z) has all its zeros in |z| < 1,
then

1 Plloo < 21IP oo (11.1)

The result is best possible and equality holds for P(z) = az"+ 8, where |«| = |B].
As a generalization of inequality (11.1), Malik [12] proved that if P € P, and
P(z) =0in |z] <k, where k < 1 then

nPlloo < (1 +KIP floo- (11.2)

The result is best possible and equality holds for P(z) = (z + k)".
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Later on Malik [13] obtained another generalization of inequality (11.1) in the
sense that the left hand side was replaced by a factor involving the integral mean of
|P(z)| on |z] = 1. In fact he proved:

Theorem A 1 If P € P, and has all its zeros in |z| < 1, then for each g > 0,
nlPlly < I+ zllg 1P lloo- (11.3)

The result is sharp and equality holds for P(z) = (az 4 B)", where |a| = |B].
On the other hand as an extension of inequality (11.2), Aziz [1] proved the
following:

Theorem B 1 If P € P, and P(2) has all its zeros in |z| < k where k < 1, then for
each g > 0,

P
a5 | =1+ ke (11.4)
P g
The result is sharp and equality holds for P(z) = (az + Bk)", where || = |B].
In this paper, we consider a more general class of polynomials

Pui={P@=a"+Y a2, 1= p=n| with Py =P,
J=n

and prove some results which generalize the above integral inequalities and provide
improvements of some polynomial inequalities as well. We first prove

Theorem 1 If P € P, , has all its zeros in |z| < k where k < 1 and
m: =minp | P(z)|, then for every real or complex number B with || < 1 and
each g > 0,

P . mpz"

P mnl;;nz”*l Hq =1 +tk,ll-z||LI’ (115)
— Rt

where

k2 ol
t,w:{”'“' + plan—y| } (11.6)

nla, |k”_] + M'an—u|

The result is best possible and equality in (11.5) holds for P(z) = (z* + k“)ﬁ,
where 7 is a multiple of .

A result of Aziz and Rather [1, Theorem 2] is a special case of Theorem 1 when
B = 0, whereas Theorem A immediately follows from this result when 8§ = 0 and

k = 1. Also, since &
and thus

an—p
a

< k* (see lemma), it can be easily verified that z; , < k¥

n

11+t uzlly < 114k zllg- (11.7)
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Using these observations in Theorem 1, we have the following:

Corollary 1 If P € Py, has all its zeros in |z| < k where k < 1 and
m: =minp | P(z)|, then for every real or complex number B with |B| < 1 and
each g > 0,

P - mpBz"

”Hp—ml;le < 111+ Kzl (11.8)

The result is best possible and equality holds for the polynomial P(z) = (z* +
k“)% , Where n is a multiple of 1.

If we take 8 = 0 in Corollary 1, we immediately get a result recently proved by
Aziz and Shah [5], whereas for B = 0, p = 1, Corollary 1 reduces to a result earlier
proved by Aziz [1, Theorem 2]. Again, since | P (¢!?)| < |P'lc for 0 <6 < 2,
as a consequence of Theorem 1, we have the following:

Corollary 2 If P € Py, has all its zeros in |z| < k where k < 1 and

m: =minp—| P(z)|, then for every B with |B| < 1 and each q > 0,

mﬁZn mnﬂzn—l
k" k"

, (11.9)

o0

<1+ tk,uZ”q
q

|r-

where ty, is defined by (11.6).

A result due to Aziz and Rather [4, Corollary 5] is a special case of Corollary 2
when § = 0. Also using the fact that 1 < #, < k*,1 < u < n, we conclude that
Corollary 2 is a refinement of a result due to Aziz and Shah [5], when 8 = 0. If we
take u = 1 and make ¢ — oo in Corollary 2, we get the following:

Corollary 3 If P € Py, and P(z) has all its zeros in |z| < k where k < 1 and
m: =minp—| P(z)|, then for every B with || < 1,

n—1
%H , (11.10)
o0

n H P — mpz
k" k"

< 11+ tazllo| P =
oo

where
n|an|k + |an 1|

I’l|a”| + |an 1|

By taking B = 0 in (11.10), we obtain a result due to Govil, Rahman and
Schmeisser [9, Corollary 2], whereas for k = 1, B = 0, Corollary 3 reduces to
inequality (11.1).

Remark 1 Using the fact that 1 < f, < k%, 1 < p < n, it follows from
Corollary 3 after suitable choice of 8, thatif P € P, and P(z) = O in |z]| < k where
k <1, then

’ n
1P @lleo = —— 1Pl

n
1+k AT (1 + k) el il POl (LD
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The result was independently proved by Govil [8, Theorem 2]. Whereas fork = 1,
Corollary 3 reduces to a result of Aziz and Dawood [2, Theorem 4].

Next, by using Holder’s inequality we establish the following result and obtain
generalizations of Theorem B and a result [4, Theorem 2] due to Aziz and Rather.

Theorem 2 Let P € Py, has all its zeros in |z| < k where k < 1. If
m: =miny—| P(2)|, then for each g > 0, s > 1, r > 1 with rl s =1,
and for any B with |B| < 1,

mnﬂznfl

kn

P —

mpB7"
kn
where ty, is defined by (11.6).

Choosing 8 = 0in (11.12), we get Theorem B. Corollary 2 can also be obtained
from Theorem 2 by letting s — oo (so that r — 1).

nHP—

=< ”1 + tk,//.Z”qr
q

, (11.12)

qs

11.2 Proofs of the Theorems

For the proofs of these theorems, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 1 If P € Py, and P(z) has all its zeros in |z| < k where k < 1 and

Q@) =7"P (%), then

10' @) < tul P for |z =1, (11.13)

where

. n|an|kﬂ_1 + M|an—u|

n

This lemma is due to Aziz and Rather [4].

Proof By hypothesis the polynomial P(z) = a,z" + Y a,—;z"~/ has all its zeros

j=n
in |z] < k < 1. If P(z) has a zero on |z| = k, then min;—|P(z)| = O and the
result follows from Theorem A in this case. Henceforth, we suppose that all the
zeros of P(z) lie in |z| < k where k < 1, so that m > 0. Now m < |P(z)| for
|z| = k, therefore, if B is any real or complex number such that |8| < 1, then
‘%;n < |P(2)] for |z| = k. Since all the zeros of P(z) lie in |z| < k, it follows by
Rouche’s theorem, that all the zeros of F(z) = P(z) — m;f,,zn

G(x) =7"F (%) = Q0() — ’Z—,‘? then it can be easily verified that for |z| = 1,

also lie in |z| < k. If

|F'(2)] = [nG(z) — zG 2)|. (11.14)

As F(z) has all its zeros in |z] < k < 1, the above lemma in conjunction with
inequality (11.14) gives,

IG'(2)| < tux InG(2) —2G Q)| for lz2l=1, 1 <u<n, (11.15)
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where ¢, is defined in (11.6). By Gauss—Lucas theorem all the zeros of the poly-
nomial F'(z) = P'(z) — m”iﬁw lie in |z| < k < 1. Therefore, the polynomial

Z7'F (1) =nG) — zG'(z) has all its zeros in |z] > 1 > 1. Hence it follows that
the function
2G'(2)

W(z) = 11.16
@ = e -G ) (1116

is analytic for |z] < 1, |[W(z)|] < 1 for |z| = 1 and W(0) = 0. Thus the function
1 + 1,4 W(z) is subordinate to the function 1 4 f, 4z for |z] < 1. By a well-known
property of subordination [10, p. 422], we have for each ¢ > 0, and |z] = 1,

f|1+tu,kW(e"9)|qd9 5/|1+zﬂ,kei9|qd9. (11.17)

Now by (11.16), we have

nG(z)

[14+1,W(2)| = ‘m

_ l’l|Q(Z) kn
|P'(z) — b

= —1 (11.18)
|P ( ) mn,BZ |

From (11.17) and (11.18), we conclude that for every real or complex number
with |B| < 1 and for each ¢ > 0,

P(ete) mﬁe’ q 21 .
el

0
which is equivalent to (11.5) and this completes the proof of Theorem 1. O

Proof Proceeding similarly as in the proof of Theorem 1, we have from (11.18) for
every real or complex number 8 with |8| < 1 and for each ¢ > 0,

2 2

) inb ) .. i(n—1o 4
nq/‘P(e’G) m": de_/{|1+tk#W(e‘9)| P(elg)—%‘} do.
0 0

This gives with the help of Holder’s inequality for s > 1, r > 1 with
rl s =1,
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2 inf
nq/ ‘P(em) — mpe
0

1

q

2
| 4o < /|1+tk,,LW(e59)|q’d9 (11.19)
0

qs

de

2 i(n—1)0
;o mnfe'"™
Py - /"~

/ ‘ () e

0

Using Inequality (11.17) with g replaced by gr in (11.2), we obtain for each ¢ >
0,s>1, r>1withr ' 4+s1=1,

2 2 T
) inf q )
n"/ ‘P(e’e)— mie de < /|1 + 1, W) do (11.20)
0 0
2 i(n—1)0 :
/ )P/(eie) B mnfe q 40
kn
0
Equivalently
n n—1
mpz ’ mnpz
o P e P et
k" q k" qs
which is Inequality (11.12) and this completes the proof of Theorem 2. O
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Chapter 12
Uniqueness Results of Meromorphic Functions
Concerning Small Functions

Xiao-Min Li, Kai-Mei Wang and Hong-Xun Yi

12.1 Introduction and Main Results

In this chapter, by meromorphic functions, we will always mean meromorphic func-
tions in the complex plane. We adopt the standard notations in the Nevanlinna theory
of meromorphic functions as explained in [2, 4, 11]. It will be convenient to let
E denote any set of positive real numbers of finite linear measure, not necessarily
the same at each occurrence. For any nonconstant meromorphic function 4(z), we
denote by S(r, h), any quantity satisfying S(r,h) = o(T(r,h))(r — oo,r ¢ E). It
also will be convenient to let E; denote any set of positive real numbers, such that
E, C (1,400) and fEl dloglogr < 400, we denote by Si(r, h), any quantity satis-
fying Si(r,h) = o(T (r,h)) (r — oo,r ¢ E)). Let f be a nonconstant meromorphic
function, a meromorphic function a satisfying 7'(r,a) = S(r, f) is called a small
function related to f, and let S(f) be the set of meromorphic functions which are
small functions related to f. Obviously, C C S(f)and S(f)is a field (see [3]). Let f
and g be two nonconstant meromorphic functions and let a € {S(f) N S(g)} U {oo}.
Next we denote by ﬁo(r,a, f.8), the reduced counting function of the common
zeros of f —a and g — a in |z| < r, where each point in No(r,a, f, g) is counted
only once, f — oo means 1/f. Let

le(r,a,f,g)zﬁ<r, ! >+N<r, ! )—2No(r,a,f,g), (12.1)
f—a g—a
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where le(r, a, f, g) denotes the reduced counting function of the different zeros of
f—aandg —ain|z| <r. Let

N b b b
Aa, f.g) = 1 — lim sup 12079 /+8)

—_—. (12.2)
roo T'(r,f)+T(r,8)

Then, 0 < A(a, f,g) < 1 (see [8]). If le(r,a,f,g) = 0, we say that f and g
share a IM. If N »(r, a, f.8) = S(r, f)+ S(r, g), we say that f and g share a “IM,”
which can be found, e.g., in [12].

In 1929, Nevanlinna [8] proved the following famous theorem:

Theorem 1 ([8]) If f and g are meromorphic functions sharing ay, ay, az, as, as
IM, where ay, ay, as, aq, as are five distinct elements in C U {00}, then f = g.

Regarding Theorem 1, one may ask, whether it is possible to extend Theorem A to
the case when aj, a,, as, a4, as are five distinct elements in {S(f) N S(g)} U {oo}
(see [8]). In this direction, many results, not until the beginning of 1990s, were
obtained, see, e.g., in the references [5, 6, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15]. In 2000, Li and Qiao
[7] affirmatively answered this question and proved the following result:

Theorem 2 ([7, Theorem 1)) If f and g are meromorphic functions sharing ay, a,,
as, aq, as IM, where a1, ay, as, as, as are five distinct elements in {S(f)NS(g)} U{oco},
then f = g.

Later on, Yi [13] proved the following results to improve Theorem 2:

Theorem 3 ([13, Theorem 4.2]) Let f and g be nonconstant meromorphic
functions, and let ay, ay, as, as, as be five distinct elements in {S(f)N S(g)}U{oco}. If

5
43

j=1
then f = g.

Theorem 4 ([13, Theorem 1.2]) Let f and g be nonconstant meromorphic func-
tions, and let ay, a,, az, aq, as be five distinct elements in {S(f) N S(g)} U {oo}. If f
and g share ay, az, az “IM,” and if

16

)\.(Cl4, f’g) + )"(QS’ f’ g) > 3’ (124)

then f = g.

Regarding Theorems 3 and 4, one may ask, is it possible to relax the assumption
(12.3) in Theorem 3 and the assumption (12.4) in Theorem 4? In this direction, we
will prove the following result to improve Theorems 3 and 4:

Theorem 5 Let f and g be nonconstant meromorphic functions, and let ay, ay, as,
ay, as be five distinct elements in {S(f) N S(g)} U {oo}. If
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> 14
> Maj, f.8) > 3 (12.5)

j=1
then f = g.

By (12.2) and Theorem 5, we can get the following results to improve and supplement
Theorem 6.3 in [13]:

Corollary 1 Let f and g be nonconstant meromorphic functions, and let a,, a,, as,
ay, as be five distinct elements in {S(f) N S(g)} U {oo}. If f and g share a; “IM,”
and if May, f,g) + AMas, f,g) + AMag, f,8) + Mas, f,g) > 11/3, then f = g.

Corollary 2 Let f and g be nonconstant meromorphic functions, and let a, ay,
as, ag, as be five distinct elements in {S(f) N S(g)} U {o0}. If f and g share a;, a>
“IM,” and if Mas, f,g) + Maa, f,8)+ Xas, f,g) > 8/3, then f = g.

Corollary 3 Let f and g be nonconstant meromorphic functions, and let ay, ay,
as, ay, as be five distinct elements in {S(f) N S(g)} U {oo}. If f and g share ay, az,
asz “IM,” and if May, f,8) + A(as, f,g) > 5/3,then f = g.

Corollary 4 Let f and g be nonconstant meromorphic functions, and let a,, ay,
as, ag, as be five distinct elements in {S(f) N S(g)} U {oo}. If f and g share ay, as,
as, aq “IM,” and if Mas, f,g) > 2/3, then f = g.

We recall the following result proved by Yi [13]:

Theorem 6 ([13, Theorem 6.4]) Let f and g be two distinct nonconstant meromor-
phicfunctions, andlet ay, a,, as, as, as be five distinct elements in {S(f)NS(g)}U{oc}.
If f and g share ay, a, a3, aq “IM,” and if

N(r, ! ) = S(r,g), (12.6)
g —as

then

2T(r, f) < 5N (r, 7 _1 ) + 8@, f). (12.7)

as

We will prove the following result to improve Theorem 6:

Theorem 7 Let f and g be two distinct nonconstant meromorphic functions, and
letay, ay, as, as, as be five distinct elements in {S(f) N S(g)}U{oo}. If f and g share
ai, ap, as, ag “IM,” and if

— 1
N <r, ) =S(r,g), (12.8)
8§ —as
then for every positive number &, we have
— 1
(=T f) < 5N (r, ) Lo (12.9)
f—as
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for any positive number r excluding some set E; C (1,+00) with fEl dloglogr
< +00.

In 1998, Ishizaki and Toda [3] proved the following theorem:

Theorem 8 ([3, Theorem3]) Let f and g be transcendental meromorphic functions
suchthat f and g share ay, ay, as, as IM, where ay, ay, as, aq are four distinct elements
in {S(f)N S(g)}. If N(r, f) and N(r, g) satisfy one of the following conditions (a),
(b), (c), and (d):

(@) N(r, f)=S(r, f)and N(r,g) = S(r,8);

(b) N(r,g) = S(r,g), N(r,f)# S(r,f)and N(r, f) < uT(r, )+ S(r, f) for
some u € (0,1/19); o

(¢) N(r,f) = S(r,f), N(r,g) # S(r,g) and N(r,g) < vI(r,g) + S(r,g) for
gmeve(0,1/19); B B

(d) N(r,f) # S(r,f), N(r,g) # S(r,g), N(r,f) < uT(r, )+ S(r, f) and
N(r,g) <vT(r,g)+ S(r, g) for some u,v € (0, 1) satisfying either

(i) 0<u<1/19and0 <v < (2 —194)/(20 — 19u) or
(ii) 0 <v<1/19and0 < u < 2 —19v)/(20 — 19v);

then f = g.
Later on, Yi [13] proved the following result to improve Theorem 8:

Theorem 9 ([13, Theorem 7.1]) Let f and g be transcendental meromorphic
functions such that f and g share a1, az, as, as “IM,” where ay, az, as, a4 are four
distinct elements in {S(f) N S(g)}. Suppose that N(r, f) and N(r, g) satisfy one of
the following conditions (a), (b), and (c):

(a) N(r.g) = S(r.g), N(r,f) # S(r.f)and N(r, ) < uT(r, ) + S(r, f) for
some u € [0,2/5); o o

(b) N(r,f) = S(r,f), N(r,g) # S(r,g) and N(r,g) < vI(r,g) + S(r,g) for
some v € [0,2/5); B B

(¢) N(r,f) # S(r.f), N(r,g) # S(r.g), N(r,f) < uT(r,f)+ S(r, f) and
N(r,g) <vT(r,g)+ S(r, g) for some u,v € (0, 1) satisfying either

(i) 0<u<2/9and0 <v <@ —9u)/(11 —9u) or
(ii)) 0 <v<2/9and0 <u < @ —9v)/(11 —9v).
Then f = g.
We will prove the following result to improve Theorem 9:

Theorem 10 Letr f and g be transcendental meromorphic functions such that f
and g share ay, az, as, as “IM,” where ay, ay, as, a4 are four distinct elements
in {S(f) N S(g)}. Suppose that N(r, f) and N(r,g) satisfy one of the following
conditions (a), (b), and (c):

(@) N(r.g) = S(r.g).
(b) NG, f) = S(r. f).
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(c) N(r, f) # S(r.f), N(r.g) # S(r.g), N(r, f) < uT(r, )+ S(r, f) and
N(r,g) <vT(r,g)+ S(r, g) for some u,v € (0, 1) satisfying either

(i) 0<u<2/3and0<v<%—uor
(ii) O<v<2/3and0<u<%—v.
Then f = g.
From Theorem 10, we get the following result to improve Corollary 7.1 in [13]:

Corollary 5 Let f and g be nonconstant meromorphic functions such that
N(r,f) < uT(r, f)+ S(r, f) and ﬁ(r,g) < vI(r,g) + S(r, g) for some finite
complex numbers u and v satisfying (u,v) € [0,2/3) x [0,2/3). If there exist four
distinct elements ay, as, as, as in S(f) N S(g), such that f and g share ay, a,, as, a,
“IM,” then f = g.

12.2 Some Lemmas

In this section, we introduce some important results which are used to prove the main
results in this chapter:

Lemma 1 ([13, Theorem 3.2]) Let f and g be nonconstant meromorphic functions,
and let ay, ay, as, aq, as be five distinct elements in {S(f) N S(g)} U {oo}. If f # g,
then

4
No(r,as, f,8) < Y Nu(r,a;, f,8) + S0, f)+ S, 8) (12.10)
j=1

4
— 1 — 1 — _
N(r, >+N<I’ )SZZle(r,dj,f,g)+N12(’”,as,f,g)
=1

g —as
+ 8@, )+ S0, 8). (12.11)
Lemma 2 ([1, Theorem2.3], or [14, Theorem 1]) Let f be a nonconstant meromor-

phic function, and let a, ay, - - - , ag (g = 3) be q mutually distinct small functions
with respect to f. Then for any ¢ > 0,

1
f—aj

q
(q—2—-8T(, f)< ZN(r, >+ o(1)

j=1

for any positive number r excluding some set Ey C (1,4+00) with fEI dloglogr
< +00.
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The following result plays an important role in proving Theorem 5 of this chapter,
which improves Theorem 4.1 in [13]:

Lemma 3 Let f and g be nonconstant meromorphic functions and let ay, a,, as,
ay, as be five distinct elements in {S(f) N S(g)} U {oo}. If f £ g, then

5
T(r, f)+T(r.g) <3) Nu(r.a;. f.8)+e(T(r, f)
j=1
+T(r,8) + Si(r, ) + $1(r,8). (12.12)

Proof First of all, by Lemma 1, we have from (12.11) that

_ 1 _ 1 S _
N <r, f—ak) +N(r,g _ak> < Z;Nm (r,aj,f,g) — Np(r,ax, f,8)
+ 8@, )+ S8(r.8) (12.13)

for k=1,2,3,4,5. By taking the summation over k = 1,2, 3,4, 5 in the inequality
(12.13), we have

5 5 5
21: (r —ak>+z <r, _ak> Xz:ﬁﬁ(haj,f’g)

k=1

Str, )+ S, g). (12.14)
By Lemma 2, we have

5 5
3(T(r,f)+T(r,g))§ZN<r,fl ‘)+Zﬁ<r, ! )

j=1 - j=I

+e(Tr, H+Tr, )+ Si(r, )+ Si(r,g). (1215

From (12.14) and (12.15) we have

> — &
T, N+ T =3) Nola;, f,0) + 3T, )
j=1

+ T(V,g))+ S](r,f)+S1(r,g),

which reveals (12.12). This completes the proof of Lemma 3.

Lemma 4 ([13, Lemma 2.2]) Let f and g be nonconstant meromorphic functions
sharing ay, ay, as “IM,” where a1, a, and a3 are three distinct elements in {S(f) N
S(g)} U {oc}. Then S(r, f) = S(r, g).

The following result improves Theorem 2 in [2]:
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Lemma 5 Let f and g be two distinct nonconstant meromorphic functions such
that f and g share ay, az, as, ag “IM,” where ay, ay, az, a4 are four distinct elements
in S(f)N S(g). Then, for any ¢ > 0, we have

T(r,f)<T(,g)+eT(r, )+ 01) (12.16)
and
T(r,e) <T@, f)+eT(r,g)+ 0() (12.17)

for any positive number r excluding some set Ey C (1,400) with fE. dloglogr
< +00.

Proof Without loss of generality, we suppose that a; # oo for j = 1,2,3,4. Then,
by Lemma 2 and the assumptions of Lemma 5, we have

4
2T(r, f) < ZN(r, f_la') +eT(r, f)
j=1

J

IA

N (r, ﬁ) +eT(r, f)
= T(r>f_g)+€T(r7f)+0(1)
<T@, f)+T(r,g)+eT(r, )+ O(), (12.18)

for any positive number r excluding some set E; C (1,+00) with [ £, dloglogr
< 400, where ¢ is any positive number. From (12.18), we have (12.16). Similarly,
we can get (12.17). This completes the proof of Lemma 5.

12.3 Proof of Theorems
Proof of Theorem 1.1 Suppose that f # g. Then, from (12.2), (12.12), and
Lemma 3, we deduce

4

> 1
Zk(ajafsg)§?9
j=1

which contradicts (12.5), and so we get the conclusion of Theorem 5.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 First of all, from (12.1), Lemma 4, and the assumption

— 1
N <r, ) =S(r, g),
g —as

we get

Nio(r,as, f.8) =N (r, ) + 8@, f)+ S(r, 9). (12.19)

1
f—as
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From (12.11), (12.19), Lemma 1, and the assumption that f and g share a;, a», a3, a4
“IM,” we have for k = 1,2, 3, 4 that

() =T =) (e 2a)
2N | r, =N|r, +N|r,
f—ax S —ak 8 — ak

<N (r ) + S £) + S, 2),

’f—as

ie.,

N(r, ! >5ﬁ<r, ! >+S(r,f)+S(r,g) for k=1,2,3,4.
S —a S —as
(12.20)

By Lemma 5 and the assumption that f and g share a;, a», a3, a4 “IM,” we have
(12.16) and (12.17). From (12.16), (12.17), and (12.20), we get the conclusion of
Theorem 7.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 Suppose that f # g. We discuss the following three cases.

Case 1 Suppose that N(r, g) = S(r, g). Then, by Lemma 2 and Lemma 5, we have

4
G-eT(.9) <Nr.g+ YN (r,
j=1 j

>~|— o)

E
<T@, f)+T@r.g)+Sr.g)
<2T(r,g)+eT(r, f)+ 0(1)
and
@B—=T(r, f)<2T(r, f)+eT(r,g)+ O(),
and so
T(r,f)+T(r,g) <2e[T(r, )+ T, )]+ O(1) (12.21)

for any positive number r excluding some set E; C (1, +00) with [ g, dloglogr <
+o00, where ¢ is any given positive number. From (12.21), we can find that f and g
are constants, which is impossible.

Case 2 Suppose that N(r, f) = S(r, f). Then, in the same manner as in Case 1, we
can get a contradiction.

Case 3 Suppose that N(r, f) # S(r, f), N(r,g) # S(r,g) and
N, f) <uT(r, f)+ S, f). N@r,g) <vI(r,g)+ S(r.g) (12.22)

for some u, v € (0, 1). We discuss the following two subcases.
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Subcase 3.1 SupposethatO < u <2/3and0 < v < % —u. First of all, from (12.1),
we have

Nia(r,00, f,8) < N(r, )+ N(r, ). (12.23)
From Lemma 3 and the assumption that f and g share ay, a,, a3, a4 “IM,” we get

T(r, )+ T(r,8) <3Np(r,00, f,8) +e(T(r, f) +T(r,g))
+ S1(r, )+ 81(r, 9), (12.24)

where ¢ is an arbitrary positive number. From (12.23) and (12.24), we have

T(r, f)+T(r,g) <3N, f)+ N(r,g) +e(T(r, f)+T(r,g)
+ 81(r, )+ Si(r, g). (12.25)

From Lemma 4, we have S(r, f) = S(r,g) and S(r, f) = Si(r, g). From Lemma
5, we have (12.16) and (12.17.) From (12.22) and (12.25), we have

T, )+ T(r,g) <3uT(r,f)+3vT(r,g)+e(T(r, )+ T(r,g),
ie.,
(1 =B3u—Tr, f)<@Bv—14&T(,g). (12.26)

From (12.16), (12.17), (12.26), and the above supposition, we have 1 —3u < 3v —1

and so
2

VZE—M,

which contradicts the above supposition.

Subcase 3.2 Suppose that0 < v < % and0 < u < %—v. Then, in the same manner

as in Subcase 3.1, we can get a contradiction. This completes the proof of Theorem 10.
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Chapter 13
Maximal Polynomial Ranges for a Domain
of Intersection of Two Circular Disks

Chinta Mani Pokhrel

13.1 Introduction and Basic Theory

Let £2 € C with 0 € £2 be a domain and P°(£2) the set of all polynomials whose de-
gree is < n and are normalized by the condition P(0) = 0, with geometric constraint
P(D) € 2, where D = {z: |z] < 1} is the unit disk. More precisely,

PS(.Q) :={P : P isapolynomial of degree < n, P(0) =0, P(D) C 2}.

Definition 1 The maximal range of the family 73,?(9), denoted by £2,,, is defined
as
Q, = U P(D).

PePIR2)
Example The maximal polynomial range of the domain £2 := C \ {1} is

2,= |J PD)=r.m),
PeP(2)

where P,(z) = 1 — (1 + 2)", n € N. This is the best known nontrivial example for
which a range of the single polynomial P,(z) = 1 — (1 + z)" describes the whole
maximal range £2,, of the family P°(§2). However, this will not be true in general.

Definition 2 A polynomial P € PY(£2) is said to be an extremal polynomial for
£2, if _
P(D) N (0£2,\082) # ¢

Definition 3 A point¢ € 9D is called a point of contact of a polynomial P € P,?(.Q)
if P(¢) € 052.
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Remark Points on (352, \ 0§2) turn out to be the most interesting ones.
The following results, concerning extremal polynomials and the description of the
maximal range £2,,, have been proved by Cordova and Ruscheweyh in [1, 2, 4, 5].

Theorem 1 For every point w € (052, \ 052), there exists at least one extremal
polynomial P € P,?(.Q) such that w = P(1). Moreover, every extremal polynomial
with P(1) € (052, \ 082) satisfies the following conditions:

(1) P’ has all zeroes in 0.

(2) If we denote all these zeroes by evi, j=123...,n—1, ordered as 0 <
Y1 < Y < ... < Y1 < 2m, then there exist at least n points of contact
e k=1,2,....n (multiplicities counted) such that 0 < 6, < Y < 6, <

<Yy <6, <2m.

(3) P is univalent in D if 2 is simply connected.

If the given domain 2 is convex, then Theorem 1 can be remarkably refined as
follows:

Theorem 2 If $2 is a convex domain, then in addition to (1)—(3) in Theorem 1, we
have:

4. Ifw € (382, \ 052), then there exists a unique extremal polynomial P € P2(§2)
such that w = P(1)

5. If 01,6, from Theorem 1 are chosen in such a way that no 6 in [0,60;) U (6,,2n ]
corresponds to a point of contact, then the arc

{P(") for 6, — 2 <6 < 6,}

is a connected component of 082, \ 052.

13.2 Polynomials Having All Zeroes of its Derivatives on dDD

A polynomial having the property that all the zeroes of its derivative lie on 0D will
play a central role to construct extremal polynomials and maximal polynomial ranges
£2,, of the given domain £2. We shall start this section with the following lemma [3].

Lemma 1 Let P(2) =) ;_, arz* € PP with a, # 0 and suppose all zeroes of P’
lie on dD. Then the coefficients of P satisfy the following condition:

aikay =na,(n+1—k)a, 1, k=1,...,n. (13.1)

Proof Let us denote the zeroes of P’(z) by e, k=1,...,n—1.Then we can write

n—1

P') =na, [ [(z— ™). (13.2)

k=1
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Then
n—1
@ =P0) =na, [ [(—e"™). (13.3)
k=1
Also,
_— n-1 n—1
@ P'@ = na PG =ama, [ (- ) —na, na, [T - e )
k=1 k=1
n—1 n—1
=ana, 1_[ (z — e”k) — nay,na, l_[ (1 — ze‘”k)
k=1 k=1
n—l n—1
= Eln ap 1_[ (Z - eixk) — nannﬁn l_[ (Z — eisk) (_e*isk)
k=1 k=1
n—l n—1
= nay, H (Z - eis") (El — na, 1—[ (_eiSk)> )
k=1 k=1

By using Eq. (13.3), we have

n—1 n—1
@\ P'(2) — na,2" ' P'z") = na, 1_[ (z—e'™) <El — na, 1_[ (—e‘“")) = 0.

k=1 k=1
On the other hand,

n n
aP'@)—na, "' P'@ ) =a Yy kad ™ —na, Y kag*Y
k=1 k=1

n n
ai E ka "' — na, E ka7~
k=1 k=1

n n
=a Xjf’mkzkfl — nay Z (n+ 1 — ka1
k=1 o

n

(aikay —na,(n + 1 —k)au1-x) Zk_] .
k=1

By then,

n

@ P'(z) —na, 2" ' Pz = Z (@ika —na,(n + 1 — k)ap1-) 251 = 0.
k=1
(13.5)
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Equating each coefficient of Eq. (13.5) to zero, we get the Eq. (13.1). This completes
the proof. We shall use Lemma 1 to prove the following result [6].

Theorem 3 Let P(z) =) ;_, arz* with a, # 0 and suppose all zeroes of P’ lie on
0D. Then there exists ¢ € R such that

. n t t t
P(ez(mp)) = ap + ez%’t |:5 (cos E) + sin 7 T (cos E)

+2i d Scot +s’tT cot
ntldr 53] TG 201

Where S and T are real symmetric polynomials of degree (n — 1) and (n — 2)
respectively given by

1 « 1
S(x) = 3 ; niﬁak cos((n + 1 — 2k) arccos x), (13.6)
Il n+l sin ((n + 1 — 2k) arccos x)
T(x) =5 > Bx (13.7)

n+1—k sin (arccos x)

k=1
and satisfy the conditions S(— x) = (— )" DS(x) and T(— x) = (= D" DT (x).

Proof From Eq. (13.3), it is possible to choose a real number ¢ so that

e :71 (13.8)

Now, if we choose
by = akeik¢, k=1,...,n, (13.9)
we get

P(e'?7) = Zbkzk and b, = nb,.
k=1

Then from Lemma 1, coefficients by satisfy the relation
kb = (n+ 1 = K)bys1 - (13.10)

It follows that

, 1
P(e'?2) = ag + 3 kg} (br2" + b4 1)

1 & ko -
— _ bt — = k)
a0+2kE:1<kZ +n+1—k (%4
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Again, if we choose [ := ntl o — it we have

. 1 & .
P it+d)y + = E b ikt S
(e )= do 2 P ke n+1—k

Ek ei(n+1k)t)

n

1 . o k [
—ap+ zezlt Z (bket(k Dt + P kbk et(kl)t)
k=1

1. < 1 A -
= a0 e 3o [ (e B )
k=1
+ -k (bkei(k")’ - ei<kfl>t)] .

If we write by = oy + if with oy, By € R, we get

. 1, - 1
Py = qy + 5611[ k; P [21(cty cos ((k — 1)t) — By sin ((k — D)t))
+2( = k)i(oy sin ((k — D)t) — By cos ((k — 1)r))]

n

| n+1 t
Zeiat _ 1—2k)=
5e ;n+l_k|:ak<cos(n+ )2>
2i d t
+ Bilsin(n+1 —2k) + ——— |ax{cos(n+1 _Zk)i

n+1dt
+ Bi (sm(n+l—2k) >>]
—ap+e' TS cosi +sin£T cos£
- 2 2 2
+ 2i dS os +sin =T ost
nt+1dio \“®2 mz 5

where S(cos %) and T'(cos %) are polynomials as defined in Egs. (13.6) and (13.7).
Because S is a linear combination of Chebyshev polynomilas of degree |[n+1—2k| <
(n — 1), it is a polynomial of degree n — 1 and satisfies the condition S( — x) =
(— 1)"~'S(x). Similarly, T is a polynomial of degree n — 2 and satisfies T'( — x) =
(— 1)"2T(x). This completes the proof.

In our work, we shall concentrate on domains which are symmetric with respect to
the real axis and on extremal polynomials having real coefficients. In such a situation,
if a point ¢'** is a zero of P’, then the point e~/ is also a zero of P’ and we have

=a+

n—1 n
P'@=na,[[@—e") =) ka?"™! (13.11)
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n—1

ay = P'(0) = na, [ (= &™) = na,(= ", (13.12)
k=1

where vy is the multiplicity of the zero of P’ at 1. Without loss of generality, we may
assume that P’(1) # 0 so that vi = 0 and we have

a, = na,. (13.13)

In such a case, we have ¢ = 0 in Eq. (13.8). Consequently, from Eq. (13.9), we have
o +1i By :=b = age’*® = q; € R, and so Br = 0 for all k. Hence the polynomial
T is identically zero. Therefore polynomial P takes the form

t 2i d t
P(e”)—ao+e¥"[s<cos—>+ : —S(eos-ﬂ. (13.14)

2 n+1dt 2

Here, one more special case will occur when 7 is odd so that # € Nfork € N.
In this case, we have

1< 1 1 -2k
S(x) = EkX_;n—’:—+—kak cos (% arccosx) R (13.15)
‘ . 2i d
P(el") = "5 §(cost) + ——— —S(cost) | . 13.16
(e)=ao+e [(cos)+n+1dt (cos )} ( )

Moreover, if we differentiate Eq. (13.16) with respect to 7, we get

d P ntl i S(cost) + ~ 204 Gcost)
N —l R —
2 Fldi

2

n d 20 d
—i—e’T |:dt (cost)+—l S(cost):|

+1dr?

1 d
L g cost) — o L S(cost)
2 di
+ inTH’d S(cost) +1i i~ 2 & — S(cost)
e —_— Le
dt n+1dr?

.oty n 2 d2
—=iel"? [—S(cost)—l—?d—zS(COSf)

Therefore, we have

d it . ity
— P =ie 7r(1), (13.17)
dt
where r(t) is a real function. From this, we conclude that the polynomial P has the
property that the tangent vectors at P(e'’) turn monotonically with constant speed of

”“ , provided r(¢) is not 0 except for the zeroes of P’ where the direction is reversed.
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13.3 Construction of Extremal Polynomials for a Domain 2
Which is an Intersection of Two Circular Disks

Here we take a domain of intersection of two circular disks of equal radii. The centers
of the disks are on the real axis at equidistant but on opposite sides of the origin.
Without loss of generality, we may further assume that the centers of the disks are at
—land1.So 2 := B(—1;r)NB(;r) ,r( > 1) € R and P, the set of all complex
polynomials of degree < n. Also,

PO:=(PeP,: P(0)=0,PD)C 2},

and
Q, = U P(D).

PePy

If P is an extremal polynomial for £2,, then by definition, there exists some w €
(0£2,\ 052). Without loss of generality, we may also assume that w = P(1). Theorem
1 guarantees that P’ has all the zeroes on dID. Let e'si, j=12,3...,n—1,denote
those zeroes with 0 < 51 < s, < ... < s,_1 < 2w, then there exist at least n points
of contact ¢*, k =1,2,....n satisfying the condition

O<h<s1<BHL=<...<s,_1<t, <2m. (13.18)

Since our domain £2 is convex, by Theorem 2, P(¢'") € (382, \ 982) for t, — 27
< t < t;; here e and e are those contact points such that P'(e'’) # 0 for
t, —2m <t < t;. Then from Eq. (13.17), we conclude that the tangent vectors at
P(e'") turn monotonically with constant speed % This means that the curvature
of the extremal curve P(e'’), t, — 2m < t < t; remains constant. Therefore from
the convexity of the domain £2, the images of such contact points p(e'™”) and p(ei")
must lie one on y; and another on y,, where y; and y, are subsets of 9£2. More
precisely,

y1:={z€dB(—1; r)NB(; r)} and y» :={z€ B(—1,r)NIB(1; r)}.

Since 2 is convex, so is the maximal range §2, [6]. From the convexity of £2,,, the
boundary 92, coincides with the curves y; and y, near the points z; and z,, where
71 and z; are the point of intersection of d B( — 1; r) and d B(1; r).

Since we are dealing only with the extremal polynomial P with real coefficients,
two cases arise:
Case I (n odd):
In this case,

Pty = ¢ | S(cost) + —— L g(cosn) (13.19)
B n+1dt ’ '
where S is a real symmetric polynomial of degree % =gq.
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The parametric equation of the curve y; may be taken as
@) =—-1+re’, —

=T=

(13.20)

~1 9
A~ 9

The polynomial P has at least n = 2¢g + 1 points of contact with 2. Without loss
of generality, we may assume that P’(1) # 0 and so, because of symmetry, it has at
least g + 1 points of contact with the curve y; C 952. Therefore there exist g + 1
values of #; and corresponding t; with the property

P(e"™) = yi(w), (13.21)
and
4 ity
& (13.22)
V](Tk)

Now from Eq. (13.17), we get

d ity - g+
dzP(e Y — iV R(1) — ei((q+1)tk—fk)R1(t)
Y{(te) irew ’

where R; is a real polynomial. Therefore
g+ Dty — o =mm,

and the values of #;’s are given by the equation
mim Tk

gy =——+

= — k=0,1,...,q. 13.23
qg+1 qg+1 4 ( )

Finally, with the help of Egs. (13.21) and (13.17), we get

P(e'"™) = yi(rp),
T S(cos 1) + LiS( cost) | = —1+re'™
q+1dt ’

i d . )
S t S ) = — —i(km+Ti) 7lk7t’
(cos k)+_q+ T dr (costy) e +re

i d .
S(costy) + —— —S(costy) = (— Dftleim — Dk,
(cos k)+q+1dt (costp) =(—=1)"e "™ +r(=1)

i d
S(cost) + ——28(cost) = (— 1 — cos 1) +i( — D sing.  (13.24)
q+1dt
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Equating the real parts of Eq. (13.24), we get
S(costy) = (— D¥(r —cos ), k=0,1,2,...,q,
and the polynomial S satisfies the condition
S(—costy) = (— 1)?S(costy).

CaselI (a): Suppose g iseven. Thenwehaveg = 2p,son = 4p+1and S(—cost;) =
(— 1D?S(costy) = S(costy). Therefore the points =cost, k =0,1,2,..., p are
located symmetrically with respect to 0. If we write the polynomial S in Lagrange’s
interpolation form (because of symmetry, we have considered 2p + 2 nodes instead
of 2p + 1), it becomes

p
2cost
) =Y (= D4 — cos SNCICILLLLL S I (13.25)
pard w'(cos ty)
where )
2 2 : mim Tk
= - t th 7 = .
o ;E)(x costn) with b= 5 T+ S

CaseI(b): If g = 2p + 1 is odd, then n = 4 p + 3 and the polynomial S is of degree
2p + 1. So, as usual, we choose 2p + 2 nodes. The Lagrange’s interpolation form
for the polynomial S takes the form

p

2
S =Y (= DA = cos zk)M(ﬁ —cos’ 1), (13.26)
= ' (cos ty)
where )
2 2 . mim Tk
w(x) = x° —cos“ty) with t, = + .
) g( Q) “Top+2 T 2p+2

From here, we can say that the polynomial P has two extremal curves near the two
points of intersection {z;,z,} = dB(— 1;r) N dB(1;r).

Case II (n is even): In this case also, as in case I, we can construct the maximal
polynomial. However, in this case, the polynomial P has the form

. t 2i d t
Py = e "T |:S( cos <§> + - ji 1 ES( cos (§>:| , (13.27)

on the boundary; where S is a real symmetric polynomial of degree n — 1.
The parametric equation of the curve y; may take the form

n() =—1+re", —% <t< %. (13.28)

By our assumption, P(z) has real coefficients, and so, P(ID) is symmetric with respect
to the real axis and it has at least n = 2p points of contact with the boundary of
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£2,. Then the curve y;(7) has at least 7 = p points of contact. This means that there
exist p points #;, k =0,1,2,..., p — 1 and corresponding point t; satisfying the
conditions

P(e'™) = yi(te) (13.29)

4 ity

& eR. (13.30)
Vl(fk)

Since the P’ is a polynomial of odd degree n — 1, it has at least one real zero. Since
we assumed that P’(1) # 0, so we must have P’( — 1) = 0 and each extremal
polynomial has only one extremal curve. Finally using the Egs. (13.29) and (13.30),
we can conclude that

2
tk:m[mﬂ+fk] (1331)
and
1,
S (cos %) =(- l)k [r —cost]. (13.32)
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