arXiv:2204.14085v1 [math.CV] 29 Apr 2022

BOHR-ROGOSINSKI TYPE INEQUALITIES FOR CONCAVE UNIVALENT FUNCTIONS

VASUDEAVARAO ALLU AND VIBHUTI ARORA

Abstract. In this paper, we generalize and investigate the Bohr-Rogosinski’s inequalities and Bohr-Rogosinski phenomenon for the subfamilies of univalent (i.e., one-to-one) functions defined on unit disk D := {z ∈ C : |z| < 1} which maps to the concave domain, i.e., the domain whose complement is a convex set. All the results are proved to be sharp.

1. Introduction

Let D := {z ∈ C : |z| < 1} be the unit disk in C and H(D ) denote the family of analytic functions on D . Let S be the class of all univalent functions f ∈ H(D ) satisfying the normalization f(0) = 0 = f^′(0) − 1. Let B be the subclass of H(D ) consisting of functions that are bounded by 1. In 1914, Harald Bohr [21] proved the following remarkable result.

Theorem A. Let f ∈ B and f(z) = ∑_∞ n=0 a_nz^n then

(1.1) ∞∑ n=1 |a_n|r^n ≤ 1 − |f(0)| for |z| = r ≤ 1/3. The number 1/3 cannot be improved.

This constant 1/3 and the inequality (1.1) is known as Bohr radius and classical Bohr inequality, respectively for the family B. Bohr originally obtained the inequality (1.1) for r ≤ 1/6, which was improved to r ≤ 1/3 by Wiener, Riesz, and Schur, independently. It is worth pointing out that if |f(0)| in the classical Bohr inequality is replaced by |f(0)|^2, then the constant 1/3 could be replaced by 1/2 proved by Paulsen et al. [43].

There are lots of works about the classical Bohr inequality and its generalized forms in the recent years. For example, the notion of the Bohr radius was generalized by Abu-Muhanna and Ali [1, 2] to include mappings from D to simply connected domain and to exterior of a unit disk in C . Moreover, the Bohr phenomenon for shifted disks and simply connected domains are discussed in [7, 23, 24, 34]. Allu and Halder [9], and Bhowmik and Das [17] have considered the Bohr phenomenon for the class of subordinations. In [32], Kayumov et al. have studied the Bohr radius for locally univalent planar harmonic mappings. Kayumov and Ponnusamy have [29, 30] obtained several different improved version of the classical Bohr inequality which are sharp. Bohr-type inequalities for certain integral operators have been obtained by Kayumov et al. [28], and Kumar and Sahoo [33]. For the recent study on the Bohr radius, we refer to [3, 4, 8, 18, 31, 39–41] and the references therein. The recent survey article [5] and references therein may be good sources for this topic.

Similar to the Bohr radius, there is a concept of the Rogosinski radius [44] which is defined as follows: if f(z) = ∑_∞ n=0 a_nz^n ∈ B then |S_M (z)| = | ∑_{M−1} n=0 a_nz^n| < 1 for |z| < 1/2, where

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 30A10, 30C45, 30C80.

Key words and phrases. Bohr radius, Bohr-Rogosinski inequality, Concave Univalent functions, Subordination. 1

1/2 is the best possible quantity (see also [36,45]). The number r = 1/2 is called the Rogosinki Radius for the family B. The Bohr-Rogosinki inequality, which is considered by Kayumov et al. in [27], is given by

(1.2) |f(z)| + ∞∑ n=N |a_n|r^n ≤ 1 = |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )), for |z| = r ≤ R_N where R_N is the positive root of the equation 2(1+r)r^N −(1−r)^2 = 0. Here d(f(0), ∂f(D )) denotes the Euclidean distance from f(0) to the boundary of domain f(D ). Note that the right hand side of the inequality (1.2) can be rewritten as 1 = 1 − |f(0)| + |f(0)| = |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )). To generalize the classical Bohr inequality (1.1) and Bohr-Rogosinki inequality (1.2) to the family of function f defined in D and takes values in any given domain f(D ), the above observation is useful. If we replace |f(z)| by |f(0)| and N = 1 in (1.2), then we see the connection between the Bohr-Rogosinki inequality and classical Bohr inequality. Recently, a generalization of the Bohr-Rogosinki inequality (1.2) has been studied by Kumar and Sahoo [35], and Liu et al. [37]. 2. Preliminaries To state our main results, we need some preparation. We set B_0 = {w ∈ B : w(0) = 0} = ∪^∞_{n=1}B_n, where

B_n = {w ∈ B : w(0) = · · · = w^{(n−1)}(0) = 0 and w^{(n)}(0) ≠ 0} for n ∈ N . The members of the class B_0 are called the Schwarz functions.

2.1. Bohr phenomenon and Bohr-Rogosinski phenomenon.

For any two analytic functions f and g in the unit disk D , we say that the function g is subordinate to f, denoted by g ≺ f in D , if there exist an w ∈ B with w(0) = 0 and g(z) = f(w(z)) for z ∈ D . Moreover, it is well known that if f is univalent in D , then g ≺ f if, and only if, f(0) = g(0) and f(D ) ⊂ g(D ). By the Schwarz lemma, it follows that |g^′(0)| = |f^′(w(0))w^′(0)| ≤ |f^′(0)|.

The concept of Bohr phenomenon for the family of functions which are defined by subordination was introduced by Abu-Muhanna [1]. Now for a given analytic function f from D onto f(D ) with the expansion

(2.1) f(z) = ∞∑ n=0 a_nz^n, let S(f) = {g : g ≺ f}. We say that the family S(f) has a Bohr phenomenon if there exists an r_f , 0 < r_f ≤ 1, such that whenever

(2.2) g(z) = ∞∑ n=0 b_nz^n ∈ S(f), then (2.3) ∞∑ n=1 |b_n|r^n ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| = r ≤ r_f .

We observe that if f(z) = (a_0 − z)/(1 − a_0z) with |a_0| < 1, then f(D ) = D , S(f) = B, and d(f(0), ∂f(D )) = 1 − |f(0)| = 1 − |a_0| so that (2.3) holds with r_f = 1/3 in view of Theorem A. For univalent functions f, Abu-Muhanna [1] showed that S(f) has a Bohr phenomenon and the Bohr radius is 3 − 2 √ 2 ≈ 0.17157.

Similar to Bohr’s inequality, the Bohr-Rogosinski inequality can be generalized to the family of analytic functions f in D which take values in a given domain f(D ). We say that the family S(f) has Bohr-Rogosinski phenomenon if there exists r^f_N ∈ (0, 1] such that for any g ∈ S(f) the inequality:

(2.4) |g(z)| + ∞∑ n=N |b_n|r^n ≤ |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r ≤ r^N_f . The largest such r^N_f is called the Bohr-Rogosinski radius.

2.2. Bohr-Rogosinski type inequalities involving Schwarz functions.

The Bohr-Rogosinski inequality (1.2) was also generalized by replacing the Taylor coefficients a_n partly or completely by higher order derivative in [35,42]. In this sequence, Liu [38] has generalized several Bohr-Rogosinski’s inequalities by replacing the Taylor coefficient a_n of f by f^{(n)}(w_n(z))/n! and r^m by |w_m(z)| in part or in whole, where both w_n and w_m are some Schwarz functions. In particular, for N ∈ N, w_i ∈ B_{mi} , m_i ∈ N (i = 0, 1, 2), and w^∗_n ∈ B_{h(n)}, Liu [38] has proved the following Bohr-Rogosinski type inequality:

(2.5) |f(w_0(z))| + |f^′(w_1(z))||w_2(z)| + ∞∑ n=N |a_n||w^∗_n(z)| ≤ |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for certain subclasses of analytic functions. In context of the above problem, Liu [38] has also generalized the notion of Bohr-Rogosinski’s phenomenon (2.4) in terms of the Schwarz functions. Let f, g ∈ H(D ) be of the form (2.1) and (2.2), respectively. Then the family S(f) has a Bohr-Rogosinski’s phenomenon in terms of the Schwarz functions if there exists an r^N_{f,m0} , 0 < r^N_{f,m0} ≤ 1, such that whenever g ≺ f, we have

(2.6) |g(w_0(z))| + ∞∑ n=N |b_n|r^n ≤ |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for w_0 ∈ B_{m0} , m_0 ∈ N and |z| = r < r^N_{f,m0} . Note that, the Bohr-Rogosinski inequality can be deduced from the Bohr-Rogosinski type inequality by choosing proper combination of the Schwarz functions. More precisely, if we put w_0(z) = z, w^∗_n(z) = z^n, and let m_2 → ∞ in (2.5), then it reduces to (1.2). If we choose w_0(z) = z in (2.6) then it reduces to (2.4). To find the recent developments in this context, we refer to [25, 27, 39].

One of our main concern in this article is to deal with Bohr-Rogosinski’s type inequalities of the form (2.5) and (2.6) for concave-wedge domains. For the sake of simplification, we have used the following assumptions throughout this paper:

I. w_i ∈ B_{mi} for m_i ∈ N (i = 0, 1, 2).

II. w^∗_n ∈ B_{h(n)}, for n ∈ N, where h(n) is some function of n.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section 3, we generalize Bohr-Rogosinki’s inequality using subordination and the Schwarz functions when image domain is a concave-wedge domain. Furthermore, we shall state our main results and some of its consequences. In the same spirit, in Section 4, we consider generalized Bohr-Rogosinki’s phenomenon in terms of the Schwarz functions for the family of meromorphic univalent functions which map open unit disk D into some concave domain. The section 5 contains the proof of our main results.

The following lemma, given by Gangania and Kumar [25], is needed in order to prove our result.

Lemma 2.1. Let f, g ∈ H(D ) with the Taylor expansion (2.1) and (2.2) respectively. If g ≺ f, then_∞ ∑ n=N |b_n|r^n ≤ ∞∑ n=N |a_n|r^n, N ∈ N holds for |z| = r ≤ 1/3.

The case N = 1 of Lemma 2.1 has been proved by Bhowmik and Das [17, Lemma 1].

3. The family of concave univalent function with opening angle πα

For our further discussions we need to introduce the following family of univalent functions: A function f : D → C is said to belong to the family of concave univalent functions with opening angle πα, α ∈ [1, 2], at infinity if f satisfies the following conditions:

(a) f ∈ H(D ) is univalent and f(1) = ∞.

(b) f maps D conformally onto a set whose complement with respect to C is convex. (c) The opening angle of f(D ) at ∞ is less than or equal to πα, α ∈ [1, 2].

We denote this family of functions by ^C_0(α). For such functions, the boundary of f(D ) is contained in a wedge shaped region with opening angle πα but not in any bigger opening angle. It may be noted that for f ∈ ^C_0(α), α ∈ [1, 2], the closed set C \ f(D ) is convex and unbounded. Also, we observe that ^C_0(2) contains the classes ^C_0(α), α ∈ [1, 2] (see [12]). When α = 1, the image domain reduces to a convex half plane. Hence we can see that concave univalent functions are related to the convex functions and every f ∈ ^C_0(1) is the convex function. The case α = 2 yields a slit domain. The family of normalized concave univalent function are denoted by C_0(α), i.e., C_0(α) := ^C_0(α) ∩ S. In 2005, Avkhadiev and Wirths [12] characterized functions in the class C_0(α). For this class Fekete-Szegö problem has been solved by Bhowmik et al. [20]. Results related to Yamashita conjecture on Dirichlet finite integral for C_0(α) has been discussed by Abu-Muhanna and Ponnusamy [6]. For a detailed discussion about concave functions, we refer to [11, 12, 16, 17, 22] and the references therein.

The following lemma is actually contained in the proof of [17, Theorem 1] (see also [12,16]) as well and thus we are omitting the proof.

Lemma 3.1. Let f ∈ ^C_0(α), α ∈ [1, 2], have the expansion (2.1). Then we have the following inequalities:

(i) |f^′(0)| ≤ 2α d(f(0), ∂f(D )). (ii) |a_n| ≤ A_n|f^′(0)|, for n ≥ 1.

(iii) |f(z) − f(0)| ≤ |f^′(0)|f_α(r), where f_α(z) is define by

(3.1) f_α(z) := 1 2α [( 1 + z 1 − z )_α − 1 ] = ∞∑ n=1 A_nz^n. All inequalities are sharp for the function f_α(z).

The following is our first main result, which estimate the Bohr-Rogosinki inequality (2.6) for the family ^C_0(α).

Theorem 3.2. Let f, g ∈ H(D ), with the Taylor expansion (2.1) and (2.2) respectively, such that f ∈ ^C_0(α), α ∈ [1, 2] and g ∈ S(f). Then, for each N ∈ N, the inequality

|g(w_0(z))| + ∞∑ n=N |b_n|r^n ≤ |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r < min{r^N_{α,m0} , 1/3}, where r^N_{α,m0} is the positive root of the equation F^N_{α,m0} (x) = 0, (3.2) F^N_{α,m0} (x) := ∞∑ n=N A_nx^n + f_α(x^{m0} ) − 1 2α , in (0, 1). If r^N_{α,m0} ≤ 1/3, the radius r^N_{α,m0} is sharp for the function f_α defined in (3.1).

Remark 3.3. Choosing m_0 → ∞ and N = 1 in Theorem 3.2, we obtain the Bohr-Rogosinski radius r^1_{α,∞} =

2^{1/α} − 1 2^{1/α} + 1 and hence Theorem 3.2 coincides with [17, Theorem 1]. Moreover, for α = 1, it readily follows that the Bohr radius for the class ^C_0(1), which is the class of convex functions, is 1/3 and for α = 2 the Bohr radius for the class ^C_0(2) is 3 − 2 √ 2. Since ^C_0(1) contains in the family of univalent convex functions, the following corollary, for α = 1, covers the particular case of [38, Corollary 1].

Corollary 3.4. Let f, g ∈ H(D ), with the Taylor expansion (2.1) and (2.2) respectively, such that f ∈ ^C_0(1) and g ∈ S(f). Then, for each N ∈ N, the inequality

|g(w_0(z))| + ∞∑ n=N |b_n|r^n ≤ |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r < min{r^N_{1,m0} , 1/3}, where r^N_{1,m0} is the positive root of the equation

F^N_{1,m0} (x) = ∞∑ n=N x^n + r^{m0} 1 − r^{m0} − 1 2 = 0,

in (0, 1). If r^N_{1,m0} ≤ 1/3, the radius r^N_{1,m0} is sharp for the function f_1 defined in (3.1).

We observe that the case w_0(z) = z in Theorem 3.2 gives the following corollary. Corollary 3.5. Let f, g ∈ H(D ), with the Taylor expansion (2.1) and (2.2) respectively, such that f ∈ ^C_0(α), α ∈ [1, 2], g ∈ S(f). Then for each N ∈ N the inequality |g(z)| + ∞∑ n=N |b_n|r^n ≤ |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r < min{r^N_{α,1}, 1/3}, where r^N_{α,1} is the positive root of the equation F^N_{α,1} = 0 is defined in (3.2). If r^N_{α,1} ≤ 1/3, the radius r^N_{α,1} is sharp for the function f_α given by (3.1).

Theorem 3.6. Let f ∈ ^C_0(α), α ∈ [1, 2], with the Taylor expansion (2.1). Then for each N ∈ N, we have

|f(w_0(z))| + |f^′(w_1(z))||w_2(z)| + ∞∑ n=N |a_n||w^∗_n(z)| ≤ |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| = r ≤ r^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} , where r^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} ∈ (0, 1) is the unique positive root of the equation K^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} (x) = 0, (3.3) K^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} (x) := ∞∑ n=N A_nx^{h(n)} + f_α(x^{m0} ) + x^{m2}

(1 + x^{m1} )^{α−1} (1 − x^{m1} )^{α+1} − 1 2α and A_n is given in (3.1). The radius r^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} cannot be improved.

If we allow m_2 tends to infinity in Theorem 3.6, then it leads to the following result.

Corollary 3.7. For α ∈ [1, 2], let f ∈ ^C_0(α) with the Taylor expansion (2.1). Then for each N ∈ N, we have

|f(w_0(z))| + ∞∑ n=N |a_n||w^∗_n(z)| ≤ |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| = r ≤ r^N_{α,m0,m1,∞}, where r^N_{α,m0,m1,∞} ∈ (0, 1) is the unique positive root of the equation K^N_{α,m0,m1,∞}(x) = 0 defined in (3.3). The radius r^N_{α,m0,m1,∞} cannot be improved.

Furthermore, the following result can be derived from Corollary 3.7 by letting m_0, m_2 → ∞.

Corollary 3.8. Let f ∈ ^C_0(α), α ∈ [1, 2], with the Taylor expansion (2.1). Then for each N ∈ D , we have ∞∑ n=N |a_n||w^∗_n(z)| ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )), |z| = r ≤ r^N_{α,∞,m1,∞}, where r^N_{α,∞,m1,∞} is the unique positive root of the equation K^N_{α,∞,m1,∞}(x) = 0 defined in (3.3). The radius r^N_{α,∞,m1,∞} cannot be improved.

4. The family of concave univalent functions with pole p Motivated by the work of Bhowmik and Das [17], we generalize Bohr-Rogosinski’s phenomenon for functions that are subordinate to a meromorphic function defined in the unit disk D . Recall from [15], the definition of subordination for meromorphic functions is same as for analytic functions.

Analogous to the family of convex analytic functions, it is interesting to consider the family of meromorphic concave functions. Let ^C := C ∪ {∞} be the extended complex plane. We denote by ^C_p the class of meromorphic univalent functions f : D → ^C which satisfies the following conditions:

(i) f is analytic in D \ {p} and ^C \ f(D ) is convex domain. (ii) f has a simple pole at the point p.

By a suitable rotation, without loss of generality we can assume that 0 < p < 1. Each function in ^C_p is called a concave univalent function with a pole p ∈ (0, 1) and has a Taylor series expansion (2.1) in the disk D_p := {z ∈ D : |z| < p}. Let C_p := {f ∈ ^C_p : f(0) = f^′(0)−1 = 0}. In 2006, Wirths [47] established the representation formula for functions in C_p. Using this representation, the discussion based on the Laurent series expansion about the pole p was started by Bhowmik et al. [19] in 2007, where the authors obtained some coefficient estimates for the family ^C_p. Such functions are intensively studied by many authors, we refer to the papers [10, 13, 14, 17, 46] for a detailed discussion about this class.

Using the definition of Bohr-Rogosinski’s phenomenon for analytic functions, we introduce the notion of Bohr-Rogosinski’s phenomenon for the family S(f), where f is meromorphic with pole p. We say that S(f) has the Bohr-Rogosinski phenomenon if for any g ∈ S(f) where f and g have Taylor expansion (2.1) and (2.2) in D_p respectively, if there exists r^N_f , 0 < r^N_f ≤ p such that the inequality (2.4) holds. Similar to the analytic case, this can be generalized to (2.5) in terms of the Schwarz function for further investigation.

In view of [14, Theorem 1] (see also [15, Theorem 8.4]) for normalized functions f ∈ C_p, we can easily obtain the following result.

Lemma 4.1. Let p ∈ (0, 1). If f ∈ ^C_p and g = ∑_∞ n=0 b_nz^n ≺ f(z), then |b_n| ≤ |f^′(0)| 1 p^{n−1} n−1∑ k=0 p^{2k}, n ∈ N. The inequality is sharp for

(4.1) k_p(z) = pz (p − z)(1 − pz) = ∞∑ n=1 1 − p^{2n} (1 − p^2)p^{n−1} z^n = ∞∑ n=1 c_n(p)z^n. Proof. For f ∈ ^C_p, the function defined by F (z) = (f(z) − f(0))/f^′(0) belongs to the class C_p. Note that f(0) = g(0) and f ≺ g if, and only if, 1 f^′(0) ∞∑ n=1 b_nz^n = g(z) − g(0) f^′(0) ≺ f(z) − f(0) f^′(0) = F (z), z ∈ D . Therefore, by [14, Theorem 1], we easily get b_n f^′(0) ≤ 1 p^{n−1} n−1∑ k=0 p^{2k}. □ We now state our next result, which deals with the Bohr-Rogosinki phenomenon for the family ^C_p.

Theorem 4.2. If f ∈ ^C_p, p ∈ (0, 1), and g(z) = ∑_∞ n=0 b_nz^n ∈ S(f). Then for each N ∈ N the inequality

(4.2) |g(w_0(z))| + ∞∑ n=N |b_n|z^n ≤ |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r ≤ r^N_{p,m0} < p, where r^N_{p,m0} is the positive root of the equation G^N_{p,m0} (x) = 0,

(4.3) G^N_{p,m0} (x) := ∞∑ n=N 1 − p^{2n} (1 − p^2)p^{n−1} x^n + k_p(x^{m0} ) − p (1 + p)^2 . The radius is sharp for the function f = k_p given by (4.1).

Remark 4.3. We first observe that for N = 1 and m_0 → ∞, we have r^N_{p,m0} = (p + 1/p + 1) − ( √ p + 1/ √ p) √ p + 1/p as the root of the equation pr^2 − 2(p^2 + 1 + p)r + p = 0 and thus Theorem 4.2 contains the result of [17, Corollary 1] as a special case.

Furthermore, the substitution w_0(z) = z bring Theorem 4.2 back into the following form.

Corollary 4.4. If f ∈ ^C_p, p ∈ (0, 1), with the Taylor series expansion (2.1) and g(z) = ∑_∞ n=0 b_nz^n ∈ S(f). Then for each N ∈ N, the inequality |g(z)| + ∞∑ n=N |b_n|z^n ≤ |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r ≤ r^N_{p,1} < p, where r^N_{p,1} is the positive root of the equation G^N_{p,1}(r) = 0 given by (4.3). The radius is sharp for the function f(z) = k_p(z) as defined in (4.1). 5. Proof of the main results In order to prove our main results, we frequently use a consequence of the Schwarz lemma which says that “if w ∈ B_m for some m ∈ N, then |w(z)| ≤ |z|^m for all z ∈ D .” 5.1. Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let g(z) = ∑_∞ n=0 b_nz^n ∈ S(f), where f ∈ ^C_0(α), α ∈ [1, 2].

Then the condition g ≺ f and the growth theorem [16, Corollary 2.4] lead to the fact that |g(z) − g(0)| ≤ |f^′(0)|f_α(r) ≤ 2α d(f(0), ∂f(D ))f_α (r) so that (because f(0) = g(0)) for m_0 ∈ N, we have (5.1) |g(w_0(z))| ≤ |f(0)| + 2α d(f(0), ∂f(D ))f_α (r^{m0} ). By using Lemma 2.1, we obtain the following inequality

(5.2) ∞∑ n=N |b_n|r^n ≤ ∞∑ n=N |a_n|r^n = |f^′(0)| ∞∑ n=N A_nr^n ≤ 2α d(f(0), ∂f(D )) ∞∑ n=N A_nr^n for |z| = r ≤ 1/3. Clearly from (5.1) and (5.2), we deduce that

|g(w_0(z))| + ∞∑ n=N |b_n|r^n ≤ |f(0)| + 2α d(f(0), ∂f(D )) (_∞∑ n=N A_nr^n + f_α(r^{m0} ) )

= |f(0)| + 2α d(f(0), ∂f(D )) ( F^N_{α,m0} (r) + 1 2α )

:= Φ^N_{f,α,m0} (r), where F^N_{α,m0} (r) is given by (3.2). Obviously, F^N_{α,m0} (r) is an increasing function of r on [0, 1). Moreover, F^N_{α,m0} (0) < 0 and lim_{r→1} F^N_{α,m0} (r) = +∞ and hence the equation F^N_{α,m0} (r) = 0 has the unique positive root r^N_{α,m0} in (0, 1). In order to complete the proof, it suffices to show that Φ^N_{f,α,m0} (r) ≤ |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r ≤ {r^N_{α,m0} , 1/3}.

If r^N_{α,m0} ≤ 1/3, then we show that r^N_{α,m0} cannot be improved. For α ∈ [1, 2], consider g = f = f_α. Then, for z = r,

|f(w_0(r))| + ∞∑ n=N |a_n|r^n = |f_α(0)| + 2α d(f_α(0), ∂f_α(D )) ( f_α(r^{m0} ) + ∞∑ n=N A_nr^n )

> d(f_α(0), ∂f_α(D )) = 1 2α holds for r > r^N_{α,m0} and hence the Bohr radius r^N_{α,m0} is sharp. □

5.2. Proof of Theorem 3.6. Let f ∈ C_0(α) and w_0 ∈ B_0. Then it follows, for |z| = r < 1, from Lemma 3.1 and the classical the Schwarz lemma that |f(w_0(z))| ≤ |f(0)| + |f^′(0)| ∞∑ n=1 A_n|w_0(z)|^n = |f(0)| + 2α d(f(0), ∂f(D ))f_α (r^{m0} ).

(5.3) On the other hand, the Distortion theorem [16, Corollary 2.3] leads to

|f^′(w_1(z))||w_2(z)| ≤ |f^′(0)|

(1 + |w_1(z)|)^{α−1} (1 − |w_1(z)|)^{α+1} r^{m2} ≤ 2α d(f(0), ∂f(D )) (1 + r^{m1} )^{α−1} (1 − r^{m1} )^{α+1} r^{m2} . (5.4)

The last inequality follows because u(x) = (1 + x)^{α−1}/(1 − x)^{α+1} is an increasing function on [0, 1]. Also, from Lemma 3.1(ii) we can write ∞∑ n=N |a_n||w^∗_n(z)| ≤ |f^′(0)| ∞∑ n=N A_n|w^∗_n(z)|

≤ 2α d(f(0), ∂f(D )) ∞∑ n=N A_nr^{bn} . (5.5)

Thus combining the equations (5.3), (5.4), and (5.5) we obtain

|f(w_0(z))|+|f^′(w_1(z))||w_2(z)| + ∞∑ n=N |a_n||w^∗_n(z)|

≤ |f(0)| + 2α d(f(0), ∂f(D )) ( f_α(r^{m0} ) + ∞∑ n=N A_nr^{bn} + (1 + r^{m1} )^{α−1} (1 − r^{m1} )^{α+1} r^{m2} )

= |f(0)| + 2α d(f(0), ∂f(D )) ( K^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} (r) + 1 2α ) , (5.6)

where K^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} (r) = f_α(r^{m0} ) + ∞∑ n=N A_nr^{bn} + (1 + r^{m1} )^{α−1} (1 − r^{m1} )^{α+1} r^{m2} − 1 2α . Note that the function K^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} (r) is a strictly increasing function of r in (0, 1), K^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} (0) is negative, and lim_{r→1} K^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} (r) = ∞ and hence there exists the unique positive root say r^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} of the equation (3.3) in (0, 1). Thus the last quantity of the inequality (5.6) is less than or equal to |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for r ≤ r^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} and this completes the first part of the proof.

Next we show that the radius r^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} is sharp. Let w_i(z) = z^{mi} (i = 0, 1, 2), w^∗_n(z) = z^{h(n)}, and f = f_α. Simple computation shows that

|f_α(w_0(z))| + |f^′_α(w_1(z))||w_2(z)| + ∞∑ n=N A_n|w^∗_n(z)| = |f_α(z^{m0} )| + |f^′_α(z^{m1} )|r^{m2} + ∞∑ n=N A_nr^{h(n)}. After substituting z = r in the above equation, we obtain

|f_α(w_0(r))| + |f^′_α(w_1(r))||w_2(r)|+ ∞∑ n=N A_n|w^∗_n(r)|

= |f_α(0)| + 2α d(f_α(0), ∂f_α(D )) ( K^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} (r) + 1 2α )

> d(f_α(0), ∂f_α(D )) = 1 2α which holds if, and only if, r > r^N_{α,m0,m1,m2} . This completes the proof. □

5.3. Proof of Theorem 4.2. For a given f ∈ ^C_p, let g(z) = ∑_∞ n=0 b_nz^n ∈ S(f). Let the Koebe transform of f,

F (z) = f ( z + a 1 + az ) − f(a) (1 − |a|^2)f^′(a) for any a ∈ D \ {p}. Since for some t ∈ R, e^{−it}F (ze^{it}) ∈ C_| p−a_{1−ap |}. Therefore, from [46], we have

(5.7) d(f(0), ∂f(D )) ≥ (p/(1 + p)^2)|f^′(0)|. As F (z) = (f(z) − f(0))/f^′(0) ∈ C_p, it follows that (see [26])

(5.8) |a_n| ≤ |f^′(0)| 1 − p^{2n} (1 − p^2)p^{n−1}

, for all n ≥ 1.

In view of g ≺ f and (5.8) we have the following inequality |g(z) − g(0)| ≤ |f(z) − f(0)| ≤ ∞∑ n=1 |a_n|r^n ≤ k_p(r) = |f^′(0)| ∞∑ n=1 1 − p^{2n} (1 − p^2)p^{n−1} r^n. Equivalently, for w_0 ∈ B_{m0} , we obtain

(5.9) |g(w_0(z))| ≤ |f(0)| + |f^′(0)| ∞∑ n=1 1 − p^{2n} (1 − p^2)p^{n−1} r^{m0n} = |f(0)| + |f^′(0)|k_p(r^{m0} ).

Also, Lemma 4.1 gives that

(5.10) ∞∑ n=N |b_n|r^n ≤ |f^′(0)| ∞∑ n=N 1 − p^{2n} (1 − p^2)p^{n−1} r^n. Thus, using (5.9) and (5.10) together with inequality (5.7), we obtain

|g(w_0(z))| + ∞∑ n=N |b_n|r^n ≤ |f(0)| + (1 + p)^2 p d(f(0), ∂f(D )) (_∞∑ n=N 1 − p^{2n} (1 − p^2)p^{n−1} r^n + k_p(r^{m0} ) )

= |f(0)| +

(1 + p)^2 p d(f(0), ∂f(D )) ( G^N_{p,m0} (r) + p (1 + p)^2 )

:= T^N_{f,p,m0} (r), where G^N_{p,m0} (r) is given by (4.3). Note that G^N_{p,m0} (0) < 0 and since ∞∑ n=N 1 − p^{2n} (1 − p^2)p^{n−1} p^n = p(1 − p^{2N} ) (1 − p^2) + ∞∑ n=N+1 p(1 − p^n)(1 + p^n) (1 − p^2) ≥ ∞∑ n=N+1 p(1 + p^n)

diverges to infinity, we find that G^N_{p,m0} (p) > 0 while G^N_{p,m0} (r) is strictly increasing in (0, 1). Therefore we conclude that the equation (4.3) has the unique positive root say r^N_{p,m0} , 0 < r^N_{p,m0} < p in (0, 1). This shows that T^N_{f,p,m0} (r) ≤ |f(0)| + d(f(0), ∂f(D )), for r ≤ r^N_{p,m0} .

For the equality, we consider the function w_0(z) = z^{m0} and f = g = k_p given by (4.1). For this function it is well known that ^C \ k_p(D ) = [−p/(1 − p)^2, −p/(1 + p)^2] (see [15, p. 137]) and hence we obtain d(k_p(0), ∂k_p(D )) = p/(1 + p)^2. Taking z = r, then the left side of the inequality (4.2) reduces to

|k_p(r^{m0} )|+ ∞∑ n=N 1 − p^{2n} (1 − p^2)p^{n−1} r^n

= |k_p(0)| +

(1 + p)^2 p d(k_p(0), ∂k_p(D )) ( k_p(r^{m0} ) + ∞∑ n=N 1 − p^{2n} (1 − p^2)p^{n−1} r^n )

> d(k_p(0), ∂k_p(D )) = p (1 + p)^2 , which holds if, and only if, r > r^N_{p,m0} , which means that the number r^N_{p,m0} cannot be improved. This shows the sharpness. □

Acknowledgement. The first author thanks SERB-CRG and the second author thanks IIT Bhubaneswar for providing Institute Post Doctoral Fellowship.

Conflict of Interests. The authors declare that there is no conflict of interests regarding the publication of this paper.

References

[1] Y. Abu-Muhanna, Bohr’s phenomenon in subordination and bounded harmonic classes, Complex Var.

Elliptic Equ. 55(11) (2010), 1071–1078.

[2] Y. Abu-Muhanna and R. M. Ali, Bohr’s phenomenon for analytic functions into the exterior of a compact convex body, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 379(2) (2011), 512–517.

[3] Y. Abu-Muhanna and R. M. Ali, Bohr’s phenomenon for analytic functions and the hyperbolic metric.

Math. Nachr. 286(11-12) (2013), 1059–1065.

[4] Y. Abu-Muhanna, R. M. Ali, and S. K. Lee, The Bohr operator on analytic functions and sections, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 496 (2021), 124837, 11 pp.

[5] Y. Abu-Muhanna, R. M. Ali, and S. Ponnusamy, On the Bohr inequality. In “Progress in Approximation Theory and Applicable Complex Analysis” (Edited by N. K. Govil et al.), Springer Optimization and Its Applications, 117 (2016), 265–295.

[6] Y. Abu-Muhanna and S. Ponnusamy, Concave univalent functions and Dirichlet finite integral, Math.

Nachr. 290 (2017), 649–661.

[7] M. B. Ahmed, V. Allu, and H. Halder, Bohr phenomenon for analytic functions on simply connected domains, Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn. Ser. A I Math. 47 (2022), 103–120.

[8] S. A. Alkhaleefah, I. R. Kayumov, and S. Ponnusamy, On the Bohr inequality with a fixed zero coefficient, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 147(12) (2019), 5263–5274.

[9] V. Allu and H. Halder, Bohr radius for certain classes of starlike and convex univalent functions. J.

Math. Anal. Appl. 493(1) (2021), 124519.

[10] F. G. Avkhadiev, Ch. Pommerenke, and K.-J. Wirths, On the coefficients of concave univalent functions, Math. Nachr. 271 (2004), 3–9.

[11] F. G. Avkhadiev, Ch. Pommerenke, and K.-J. Wirths, Sharp inequalities for the coefficient of concave schlicht functions, Comment. Math. Helv. 81 (2006), 801–807.

[12] F. G. Avkhadiev and K.-J. Wirths, Concave schlicht functions with bounded opening angle at infinity, Lobachevskii J. Math. 17 (2005) 3–10.

[13] F. G. Avkhadiev and K.-J. Wirths, A proof of Livingston conjecture, Forum Math. 19 (2007), 149– 158.

[14] F. G. Avkhadiev and K.-J. Wirths, Subordination under concave univalent functions, Complex Var.

Elliptic Equ. 52(4) (2007) 299–305.

[15] F. G. Avkhadiev and K.-J. Wirths, Schwarz-Pick type inequalities. Frontiers in Mathematics.

Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 2009. viii+156 pp.

[16] B. Bhowmik, On concave univalent function, Math. Nachr. 285(5-6) (2012) 606–612. [17] B. Bhowmik and N. Das, Bohr phenomenon for subordinating families of certain univalent functions, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 462(2) (2018) 1087–1098.

[18] B. Bhowmik and N. Das, Bohr phenomenon for locally univalent functions and logarithmic power series, Comput. Methods Funct. Theory 19(4) (2019), 729–745.

[19] B. Bhowmik, S. Ponnusamy and K.-J. Wirths, Domains of variability of Laurent coefficients and the convex hull for the family of concave univalent functions, Kodai Math. Journal 30 (2007), 385–393.

[20] B. Bhowmik, S. Ponnusamy and K.-J. Wirths, On the Fekete-Szegö problem for concave univalent functions, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 373 (2011), 432–438.

[21] H. Bohr, A theorem concerning power series, Proc. London Math. Soc. 13(2) (1914), 1–5. [22] L. Cruz and Ch. Pommerenke, On concave univalent functions, Complex Var. Elliptic Equ. 52(2-3) (2007), 153–159.

[23] S. Evdoridis, S. Ponnusamy, and A. Rasila, Improved Bohr’s inequality for shifted disks, Results Math. 76 (2021), Paper No. 14, 15 pp.

[24] R. Fournier and St. Ruscheweyh, On the Bohr radius for simply connected plane domains, Centre de Recherches Mathématiques CRM Proceedings and Lecture Notes, Vol. 51 (2010), 165–171.

[25] K. Gangania and S. S. Kumar, Bohr-Rogosinski phenomenon for S^∗(ϕ) and C(ϕ), Mediterr. J. Math.

(To Appear). https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.08684.

[26] J. A. Jenkins, On a conjecture of Goodman concerning meromorphic univalent functions, Michigan Math. J. 9 (1962), 25–27.

[27] I. R. Kayumov, D. M. Khammatova and S. Ponnusamy, Bohr-Rogosinski phenomenon for analytic functions and Cesáro operators, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 496(2) (2021), 17 pages, Article 124824.

[28] I. R. Kayumov, D. M. Khammatova and S. Ponnusamy, On the Bohr inequality for the Cesáro operator, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris, 358(5) (2020), 615–620.

[29] I. R. Kayumov and S. Ponnusamy, Improved version of Bohr’s inequality, Comptes. Rendus Math.

356(3) (2018), 272–277.

[30] I. R. Kayumov and S. Ponnusamy, Bohr’s inequalities for analytic functions with lacunary series and harmonic functions, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 465 (2018), 857–871.

[31] I. R. Kayumov and S. Ponnusamy, On a powered Bohr inequality. Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn. Ser. A I Math. 44 (2019), 301–310.

[32] I. R. Kayumov, S. Ponnusamy, and N. Shakirov, Bohr radius for locally univalent harmonic mappings. Math. Nachr. 291 (2017), 1757–1768.

[33] S. Kumar and S. K. Sahoo, Bohr inequalities for certain integral operators, Mediterr. J. Math. 18(268) (2021), 1–12.

[34] S. Kumar, A generalization of the Bohr inequality and its applications, Complex Var. Elliptic Equ.

Published online: 2022 DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/17476933.2022.2029853 [35] S. Kumar and S. K. Sahoo, A generalization of the Bohr-Rogosinski sum, Preprint. arXiv:2106.06502 [36] E. Landau and D. Gaier, Darstellung und Begrüundung einiger neuerer Ergebnisse der Funktionentheorie. Springer-Verlag, (1986).

[37] R.-Y. Lin, M,-S. Liu, and S. Ponnusamy, Generalization of Bohr-type inequality in analytic functions, Preprint. https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.11158 [38] G. Liu, Bohr-type inequality via proper combination, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 503 (2021), Paper No.

125308, 17 pp.

[39] G. Liu, Z. Liu, and S. Ponnusamy, Refined Bohr inequality for bounded analytic functions, Bull. Sci.

Math. 173 (2021), Paper No. 103054, 20 pp.

[40] M. S. Liu, S. Ponnusamy, and J. Wang, Bohr’s phenomenon for the classes of Quasi-subordination and K-quasiregular harmonic mappings, Rev. R. Acad. Cienc. Exactas Fís. Nat. Ser. A Mat. 114 Article 115 (2020).

[41] Z. H. Liu and S. Ponnusamy, Bohr radius for subordination and K-quasiconformal harmonic mappings, Bull. Malays. Math. Sci. Soc. 42 (2019), 2151–2168.

[42] M.-S. Liu, Y.-M. Shang, and J.-F. Xu, Bohr-type inequalities of analytic functions, J. Inequal. Appl.

2018, Paper No. 345, 13 pp.

[43] V. Paulsen, G. Popescu, and D. Singh, On Bohr’s inequality, Proc. London Math. Soc. 85(2) (2002), 493–512.

[44] W. Rogosinski, Über Bildschranken bei Potenzreihen und ihren Abschnitten, Math. Z. 17 (1923), 260–276.

[45] I. Schur and G. Szegö, Über die Abschnitte einer im Einheitskreise beschrankten Potenzreihe, Sitz.- Ber. Preuss. Acad. Wiss. Berlin Phys.-Math. Kl. (1925) 545–560.

[46] K.-J. Wirths, The Koebe domain for concave univalent functions, Serdica Math. J. 29 (2003), 355–360. [47] K.-J. Wirths, On the residuum of concave univalent functions, Serdica Math. J. 32 (2006), 209–214.

Vasudevarao Allu, School of Basic Sciences, Indian Institute of Technology Bhubaneswar, Bhubaneswar-752050, Odisha, India.

Email address: avrao@iitbbs.ac.in

Vibhuti Arora, School of Basic Sciences, Indian Institute of Technology Bhubaneswar, Bhubaneswar-752050, Odisha, India.

Email address: vibhutiarora1991@gmail.com