arXiv:2210.13019v1 [math.CV] 24 Oct 2022

IMPROVED BOHR INEQUALITIES FOR CERTAIN CLASSES OF HARMONIC MAPPINGS

MOLLA BASIR AHAMED AND VASUDEVARAO ALLU

Abstract. The Bohr radius for the class of harmonic functions of the form f(z) = h + g in the unit disk D := {z ∈ C : |z| < 1}, where h(z) = ∑_∞ n=0 a_nz^n and g(z) = ∑_∞ n=1 b_nz^n is to find the largest radius r_f , 0 < r_f < 1 such that ∞∑ n=1 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r ≤ r_f , where d(f(0), ∂f(D )) is the Euclidean distance between f(0) and the boundary of f(D ). In this paper, we prove two-type of improved versions of the Bohr inequalities, one for certain class of harmonic and univalent functions and the other is for stable harmonic mappings. It is observed in the paper that to obtain sharp Bohr inequalities it is enough to consider any non-negative real coefficients of the quantity S_r/π. As a consequence of the main result, we prove a corollaries showing the precise value of the sharp Bohr radius.

1. Introduction

It is well-known that harmonic functions are famous for their use in the study of minimal surfaces and also play important roles in a variety of problems in applied mathematics (e.g., see Choquet [23], Dorff [27], Duren [29] or Lewy [47]). More precisely, harmonic mappings play the natural role in parameterizing minimal surfaces in the context of differential geometry. However, planar harmonic mappings have application not only in the differential geometry but also in the various fields of engineering, physics, operations research and other intriguing aspects of applied mathematics. The theory of harmonic functions has been used to study and solve fluid flow problems (see [10]). The theory of univalent harmonic functions having prominent geometric properties like starlikeness, convexity and close-to-convexity appears naturally while dealing with planner fluid dynamical problems. For instance, the fluid flow problem on a convex domain satisfying an interesting geometric property has been extensively studied by Aleman and Constantin [10]. With the help of geometric properties of harmonic mappings, Constantin and Martin [24] have obtained a complete solution of classifying all two dimensional fluid flows.

In 1914, Bohr [21], while dealing with a problem connected with Dirichlet series and number theory, proved that if the power series f(z) = ∑_∞ n=0 a_nz^n converges

File: Ahamed-Allu-P2-Bor-24-10-2022.tex, printed: 2022-10-25, 1.50

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 30C45, 30C50, 30C80. Key words and phrases. Analytic, univalent, harmonic functions; starlike, convex, close-to-convex functions; coefficient estimate, growth theorem, Bohr radius.

1

2 Molla Basir Ahamed and Vasudevarao Allu

in the unit disk D = {z ∈ C : |z| < 1} and |f(z)| < 1, then the majorant series M_f (r) = ∑_∞ n=0 |a_n||z|^n of f satisfies

(1.1) M_{f0} (r) = ∞∑ n=1 |a_n||z|^n ≤ 1 − |a_0| = 1 − |f(0)| = d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for all z ∈ D with |z| = r ≤ 1/6, where f_0(z) = f(z) − f(0) and d denotes the Euclidean distance. The interesting inequality (1.1) is known as the Bohr inequality. The largest r ≤ 1 such that the above inequality holds is referred to as the Bohr radius for the case of unit disk. Later, Wiener, Riesz and Schur, independently established that the inequality (1.1) holds for |z| ≤ 1/3, and hence proved that 1/3 is the best possible. The radius 1/3 is famously known as the Bohr radius. Henceforth, if there exists a positive real number r_0 such that the inequality (1.1) holds for every element of a class F for 0 ≤ r ≤ r_0 and fails when r > r_0, then we shall say that r_0 is an sharp bound for the inequality w.r.t. the class F.

Interest in this inequality was revived in 1995 when Dixon [26], used it to settle in disproving the conjecture that a non-unital Banach algebra that satisfies the von Neumann inequality must be isometrically isomorphic to a closed subalgebra of B(H) for some Hilbert space H. Initially, the problem was considered by Bohr while working on the absolute convergence of Dirichlet series of the form ∑ a_nn^{−s}, but in the recent years it becomes an active area of research in the geometric function theory. In fact, this theorem gets much attention as it has been applied to the characterization problem of Banach algebra satisfying the von Neumann inequality [26]. Subsequently, Paulson and Singh [52], and Blasco [19] have extended the Bohr inequality in the context of Banach algebra. Instead of the classes of analytic functions of one complex variables, Bohr radius has also been investigated by many researchers for the functions in several complex variable with different settings (see e.g. [17, 31]). For the extensive study of Bohr radius in multidimensional and operator valued functions, we refer to [9, 20, 25, 31, 34, 48, 50, 51] and references therein.

A harmonic mapping in the unit disk D is a complex-valued function f = u + iv of z = x + iy in D , which satisfies the Laplace equation Δf = 4f_{zz̄} = 0, where f_z = (f_x − if_y)/2 and f_{z̄} = (f_x + if_y)/2 and u and v are real-valued harmonic functions in D . It follows that the function f admits the canonical representation f = h + ḡ, where h and g are analytic in D . The Jacobian J_f of f = h + g is given by J_f (z) = |h^′(z)|^2 − |g^′(z)|^2. We say that f is sense-preserving in D if J_f (z) > 0 in D . Consequently, f is locally univalent and sense-preserving in D if, and only if, J_f (z) > 0 in D ; or equivalently if h^′ ≠ 0 in D and the dilation ω_f := ω = g^′/h^′ has the property that |ω(z)| < 1 in D . From the definition it is easy to see that class of harmonic mappings contains the class of self-analytic maps on unit disk, hence there are properties of harmonic mappings which are certainly not true for analytic functions. Therefore, it is natural to establish the Bohr type inequalities and their possible sharped form for certain class of harmonic mappings.

Bohr phenomenon can be studied in view of the Euclidean distance and in this paper, we study the same for certain classes of harmonic mappings. Before we go

Improved Bohr inequalities for certain classes of harmonic mappings 3

into details, we recall here the following concepts. Let f and g be two analytic functions in the unit disc D . We say that g is subordinate to f if there is a function φ, analytic in D , φ(D ) ⊂ D and φ(0) = 0 so that g = f ∘ φ. In particular, when the function f is univalent, g is subordinate to f when g(D ⊂ f(D )) and g(0) = f(0) (see [28, p. 190]). Consequently, when g is subordinate to f, |g^′(0)| ≤ |f^′(0)|. The class of all function g subordinate to a fixed function f is denoted by S(f) and f(D ) = Ω.

Definition 1.1. [1] We say that S(f) has Bohr phenomenon if for any g = ∑_∞ n=0 b_nz^n ∈ S(f) and f = ∑_∞ n=0 a_nz^n there is a ρ^∗_0, 0 < ρ^∗_0 ≤ 1 so that ∑_∞ n=1 |b_nz^n| ≤ d(f(0), ∂Ω), for |z| < ρ^∗_0. Notice that d(f(0), ∂Ω) denote the Euclidean distance between f(0) and the boundary of a domain Ω, ∂Ω. In particular, when Ω = D , d(f(0), ∂Ω) = 1 − |f(0)| and in this case ∑_∞ n=1 |a_nz^n| ≤ d(f(0), ∂Ω) reduces to ∑_∞ n=0 |a_nz^n| ≤ 1. Equation (1.3) can be written as

(1.2) d (_∞ ∑ n=0 |a_nz^n|, |a_0| ) = ∞∑ n=1 |a_nz^n| ≤ 1 − |f(0)| = d(f(0), ∂(D )), where d is the Euclidean distance. More generally, a class F of analytic functions f(z) = ∑_∞ n=0 a_nz^n mapping D into a domain Ω is said to satisfy a Bohr phenomenon if an inequality of type (1.2) holds uniformly in |z| ≤ ρ_0, where 0 < ρ_0 ≤ 1 for functions in the class F. Similar definition makes sense for harmonic functions (see [44]). Abu-Muhanna [1] established the following result for subordination class S(f) when f is univalent.

Theorem 1.1. [1] If g = ∑_∞ n=0 b_nz^n ∈ S(f) and f = ∑_∞ n=0 a_nz^n is univalent, then ∞∑ n=1 |b_nz^n| ≤ d(f(0), ∂Ω), for |z| = ρ^∗_0 ≤ 3 − √ 8 ≈ 0.17157, where ρ^∗_0 is sharp for the Koebe function f(z) = z/(1 − z)^2.

Like class of analytic self maps on unit disk, the Bohr’s phenomenon for complexvalued harmonic mappings much not studied and a little is known about the sharp Bohr-type inequalities and their different versions (see, e.g. [1, 2, 14, 32, 33]). For example, in 2016, Ali et al. [11] studied Bohr radius for the stralike log-harmonic mappings and obtain several interesting results. Bohr-type inequalities for the class of harmonic p-symmetric mappings and also for harmonic mappings with multiple zeros at the origin have been discussed by Huang et al. [36]. The Bohr radius for various classes of functions, for example, locally univalent harmonic mappings, Kquasiconformal mappings, bounded harmonic functions, functions having lacunary series, have been studied extensively in [38, 41, 44]. For more intriguing aspects of the Bohr phenomenon, we refer to the articles [5–7,9,12,13,16,18,30,42,43,49,53–55] and references therein.

Let H be the class of all complex-valued harmonic functions f = h + ḡ defined on the unit disk D , where h and g are analytic in D with the normalization h(0) =

4 Molla Basir Ahamed and Vasudevarao Allu

h^′(0) − 1 = 0 and g(0) = 0. Let H_0 be defined by H_0 = {f = h + ḡ ∈ H : g^′(0) = 0}. Then each f = h + ḡ ∈ H_0 has the following form

(1.3) h(z) = z + ∞∑ n=2 a_nz^n and g(z) = ∞∑ n=1 b_nz^n.

A function f ∈ H is said to be convex, if f(D ) is convex. A domain Ω is said to be close-to-convex if the complement of Ω can be written as union of non-intersecting half lines. A function f ∈ H is called close-to-convex in D , if f(D ) is close-to-convex. Mocanu [45] proved that if f is a harmonic mapping in a convex domain Ω such that ℜ(f_z(z)) > |f_{z̄}(z)| for z ∈ Ω, then the function f is not only univalent but also sense-preserving in Ω while Ponnusamy et al. [56] showed that the functions in the class R^0_H = {f = h + ḡ ∈ H : ℜh^′(z) > |g^′(z)| for all z ∈ D } are close-to-convex in D . In the study of finding improved Bohr inequalities, the quantity S_r has some pivotal role. But in this paper, our prime concern is to study improved Bohr inequalities for certain classes of harmonic mappings using formula for S_r. For analytic functions f defined on unit disk D , S_r := S_r(f) denotes the planar integral

S_r := ∫ D_r |f^′(z)|^2dA(z), where 0 < r < 1.

If f(z) = ∑_∞ n=0 a_nz^n, than the quantity S_r has the following series representation S_r := π ∑_∞ n=1 n|a_n|^2r^{2n}. In fact, if f is a univalent function, then S_r is the area of f(D_r ). In case of the multivalent function, S_r is greater than the area of the image of the subdisk D_r . This fact could be shown by noting that

S_r = ∫ D_r |f^′(w)|^2dA(w) = ∫ f(D_r ) ν_f (w)dA(w) ≥ ∫ f(D_r )

dA(w) = Area(f(D_r )),

where ν_f (w) = ∑ f(z)=w 1 denotes the counting function of f.

The quantity S_r plays a significant role in the study of improved versions of the classical Bohr inequality and with the help of this quantity, in the recent years, many Bohr-type inequalities are obtained (see e.g. [8, 37, 38, 50]). For example, in 2020, Kayumov and Ponnusamy [43] established the following improved version of Bohr inequality for analytic functions.

Theorem 1.2. [43] Let f(z) = ∑_∞ n=0 a_nz^n be analytic in D , |f(z)| ≤ 1 and S_r denotes the image of the subdisk |z| < r under the mapping f. Then B_1(r) := ∑_∞ n=0 |a_n|r^n +^{16}_9 (_{Sr} π ) ≤ 1 for r ≤^1_3 , and the number 1/3 and 16/9 cannot be improved. Moreover, B_2(r) := |a_0|^2 + ∑_∞ n=1 |a_n|r^n +^8_9 (_{Sr} π ) ≤ 1 for r ≤^1_2 , and the number 1/2 and 8/9 cannot be improved.

In 2020, Ismagilov et al. [38] investigated further on Theorem 1.2 and obtained the following result.

Improved Bohr inequalities for certain classes of harmonic mappings 5

Theorem 1.3. [38] Suppose that f(z) = ∑_∞ n=0 a_nz^n is analytic in D and |f(z)| < 1 in D . Then

M(r) := ∞∑ n=0 |a_n||z|^n + 16 9 ( S_r π ) + λ ( S_r π )_2 ≤ 1 for r ≤ 1 3 where λ = 4(486 − 261a − 324a^2 + 2a^3 + 30a^4 + 3a^5) 81(1 + a)^3(3 − 5a) = 18.6095... and a ≈ 0.567284, is the unique positive root of the equation ψ(r) = 0 in the interval (0, 1), where ϕ(t) = −405 + 473r + 402r^2 + 38r^3 + 3r^4 + r^5. The equality is achieved for the function f(z) = (a − z)/(1 − az).

It is natural to investigate on the following problem.

Question 1.1. Can we prove the harmonic analogue of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3?

In this paper, we establish Bohr-type inequalities for polynomial expression of the quantity S_r/π for certain class of harmonic mappings. Surprisingly, we observed that like analytic case, the sharp coefficients in S_r/π and (S_r/π)^2 in Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 can be replaced by any non-negative real numbers in case of harmonic mappings.

2. Improved Bohr inequalities for the class W^0_H(α)

In 1977, the class W(α) was first introduced by Chichra [22], which consisting of normalized analytic functions h, satisfying the condition Re (h^′(z) + αzh^{′′}(z)) > 0 for z ∈ D and α ≥ 0. Furthermore, in [22] it has shown that functions in the class W(α) constitute a subclass of close-to-convex functions in D . In 2014, Nagpal and Ravichandran [46] obtained coefficient bounds for functions in the class W^0_H which is defined by

W^0_H = {f = h + ḡ ∈ H : Re (h^′(z) + zh^{′′}(z)) > |g^′(z) + zg^{′′}(z)| for z ∈ D }.

It is known that W^0_H is closed under convolution and convex combinations. In 2019, Ghosh and Allu [33] studied the class W^0_H(α), where α ≥ 0 and

W^0_H(α) = {f = h + ḡ ∈ H : Re (h^′(z) + αzh^{′′}(z)) > |g^′(z) + αzg^{′′}(z)| for z ∈ D }

with g^′(0) = 0 and proved that a harmonic mapping f = h + ḡ belongs to W^0_H(α) if, and only if, the analytic function F = h+ϵg belongs to W(α) for each |ϵ| = 1. Clearly, W^0_H(α) is a subclass of the close-to-convex harmonic mappings. In particular, for α ≥ 1, the functions in the class W^0_H are fully starlike. In fact, the class W^0_H is closed under convex combinations, and closed under convolutions.

Our purpose of this paper is to find sharp Bohr-type inequalities for the class W^0_H(α). Henceforth, we recall here the sharp coefficient bounds and the sharp growth estimates for functions in the class W^0_H(α), which will play a key role to study the Bohr radius in terms of Euclidean distance.

Lemma 2.1. [33] Let f ∈ W^0_H(α) for α ≥ 0 and be of the form (1.3). Then for any n ≥ 2,

6 Molla Basir Ahamed and Vasudevarao Allu (i) |a_n| + |b_n| ≤ 2 αn^2 + (1 − α)n ; (ii) ||a_n| − |b_n|| ≤ 2 αn^2 + (1 − α)n ; (iii) |a_n| ≤ 2 αn^2 + (1 − α)n . All these inequalities are sharp for the function f = f_α given by

(2.1) f_α(z) = z + ∞∑ n=2 2z^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n . Lemma 2.2. [33] Let f ∈ W^0_H(α) and be of the form (1.3) with 0 < α ≤ 1. Then

(2.2) |z| + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1}|z|^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n ≤ |f(z)| ≤ |z| + ∞∑ n=2 2|z|^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n . Both the inequalities are sharp for the function f = f_α given by (2.1).

In view of Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, in 2020, Allu and Halder [14] studied the sharp Bohr radius for the class W^0_H(α) and obtained the result. Theorem 2.1. [14] Let f ∈ W^0_H(α) for α ≥ 0 be of the form (1.3). Then |z| + ∞∑ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| = r ≤ r_f , where r_f is the unique root of r + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n

= 1 + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n in (0, 1). The radius r_f is the best possible.

Before stating the main result of this paper, we first recall the definition of dilogarithm Li_2(z) which is defined by the power series

Li_2(z) = ∞∑ n=1 z^n n^2 for |z| < 1. The definition and the name, of course, come from the analogy with the Taylor series of the ordinary logarithm around 1,

− log(1 − z) = ∞∑ n=1 z^n n for |z| < 1, which leads similarly to the definition of the polylogarithm

Li_m(z) = ∞∑ n=1 z^n n^m for |z| < 1, m = 1, 2, 3, . . . .

Improved Bohr inequalities for certain classes of harmonic mappings 7

In particular, the analytic continuation of the dilogarithm is given by

Li_2(z) = − ∫_z 0 log(1 − u) du u for z ∈ C \ [1, ∞). The quantity S_r has been defined for certain class of harmonic mappings (see [5–7, 15, 57]) and improved Bohr radii are studied for such classes. In this paper, we aim to study improved Bohr radius for the class W^0_H(α) and to show that more general improved versions of the Bohr inequality can be established. Before we state the main result, we define here the polynomial P of degree k as the following P (w) = λ_kw^k + · · · + λ_1w, where λ_k(≠ 0), λ_j ∈ {x ∈ R : x ≥ 0}.

Using the Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, we obtain the following sharp Bohr-type inequalities for the class W^0_H(α).

Theorem 2.2. Let f ∈ W^0_H(α), where 0 < α ≤ 1, be given by (1.3). Then (i) the inequality |z| + ∑_∞ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n + P (_{Sr} π ) ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r ≤ r_k(α), where r_k(α) is the unique root of the equation J_1(r) = 0 and J_1(r) : = r + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n + P ( r^2 + ∞∑ n=2 4nr^{2n} (αn^2 + (1 − α)n)^2 ) − 1

− ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n = 0 in (0, 1). Here r_k(α) is the best possible.

(ii) for integer m ≥ 0, the inequality |f(z)|^m + ∑_∞ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n + P (_{Sr} π ) ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r ≤ r^∗_k(m, α), where r^∗_k(m, α) is the unique root of the equation J_2(r) = 0 and

J_2(r) := ( r + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n )_m + P ( r^2 + ∞∑ n=2 4nr^{2n} (αn^2 + (1 − α)n)^2 )

+ ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n − 1 − ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n = 0 in (0, 1). Here r^∗_k(m, α) is the best possible.

Corollary 2.1. Let f ∈ W^0_H(α), where 0 < α ≤ 1, be given by (1.3). Then the inequality |z| + ∑_∞ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n + λ_1 (_{Sr} π ) + λ_2 (_{Sr} π )_2

≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r ≤ r_2(α), where r_2(α) is the unique root of the equation J_1(r) = 0 and r + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n

+ λ_1 ( r^2 + ∞∑ n=2 4nr^{2n} (αn^2 + (1 − α)n)^2 )

+ λ_2 ( r^2 + ∞∑ n=2 4nr^{2n} (αn^2 + (1 − α)n)^2

)_2

= 1 + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n = 0 in (0, 1). Here r_2(α) is the best possible.

8 Molla Basir Ahamed and Vasudevarao Allu

Remark 2.1. For the class W^0_H(α), the Corollary 2.1 is the harmonic analogue of Theorem 1.3 for λ_1 = 16/9 and λ_2 = λ as in Theorem 1.3. Thus Question 1.1 is answered completely for the class W^0_H(α).

As a corollary of Theorem 2.2, we have the following result. Corollary 2.2. Let f ∈ W^0_H(α), where 0 < α ≤ 1, be given by (1.3). Then (i) the inequality |z| + ∑_∞ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n +^{Sr}_π ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r ≤ r_f (α), where r_f (α) is the unique root of the equation

r^2 + r + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n + ∞∑ n=2 4nr^{2n} (αn^2 + (1 − α)n)^2 − 1

− ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n = 0 in (0, 1). The constant r_f (α) is the best possible.

(ii) for integer m ≥ 0, the inequality |f(z)|^2 + ∑_∞ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n + (_{Sr} π )_k ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r ≤ r^∗_f (k, α), where r^∗_f (k, α) is the unique root of the equation ( r + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n

)_2 + ( r^2 + ∞∑ n=2 4nr^{2n} (αn^2 + (1 − α)n)^2 )_m

+ ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n − 1 − ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n = 0 in (0, 1). The constant r^∗_f (k, α) is best possible.

As a corollary of Theorem 2.2, we obtain the following result finding sharp Bohr radius for the W^0_H(α).

Corollary 2.3. Let f ∈ W^0_H(α) be given by (1.3). Then

(i) for α = 1/2, the inequality |z| + ∑_∞ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n +^{Sr}_π ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r ≤ r_f (α) ≈ 0.600881, where r_f (α) is the unique root of the equation F (r) = 0 and

F (r) := 4 r (1 − r) log(1 − r) + 16 r^2

(1 − r^2) log(1 − r^2) − 16 r^2

Li_2(r^2)

− 3r^2 − r + 29 + 8 log 2 = 0 in (0, 1). Here r_f (α) ≈ 0.600881 is the best possible.

(ii) for α = 1/2, the inequality |f(z)|+ ∑_∞ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n+^{Sr}_π ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) holds for |z| = r ≤ r^∗_f (α) ≈ 0.302059, where r^∗_f (α) is the unique root of the equation T (r) = 0 and

T (r) := 8 r (1 − r) log(1 − r) + 16 r^2

(1 − r^2) log(1 − r^2) − 16 r^2

Li_2(r^2)

− 3r^2 − 3r + 45 − 8 log 2 = 0 in (0, 1). Here r^∗_f (α) ≈ 0.302059 is the best possible.

Improved Bohr inequalities for certain classes of harmonic mappings 9

3. Improved Bohr inequalities for stable harmonic mappings A log-harmonic mapping defined on the unit disk D is a solution of the non-linear elliptic partial differential equation f_{z̄}(z) f(z) = ω(z) f_z(z) f(z) , (3.1)

where ω is an analytic function defined on D . It is well-known that if f is nonconstant log-harmonic mapping of D and vanishes only at z = 0, then f admits the representation f(z) = z^m|z|^{2βm}h(z)g(z), where m is a non-negative integer, Re(β) > −^1_2 , h and g are analytic functions in D satisfying h(0) ≠ 0 and g(0) = 1. For more detailed, we refer to the article [3]. It is worth pointing out that f(0) ≠ 0 if, and only if, m = 1, that is, f has the following representation f(z) = z|z|^{2β} h(z)g(z), where Re(β) > −^1_2 and 0 ∉ (hg)(D ).

We now recall here the definition of stable harmonic univalent and stable convex harmonic mappings.

Definition 3.1. [35] A (sense preserving) harmonic mapping f = h+ḡ is said to be stable harmonic univalent or SHU in the unit disk D (resp. stable convex harmonic or SHC) if all the mappings f_λ = h + λg with |λ| = 1 are univalent (resp. convex) in D .

The class S^0_H is defined as the family of sense preserving univalent harmonic mappings f = h + ḡ in the unit disk D with the normalization h(0) = g(0) = 1 − h^′(0) = g^′(0) = 0. Hence, we suppose that h(z) = z + ∑_∞ n=2 a_nz^n and g(z) = ∑_∞ n=2 b_nz^n. The majorant series corresponding to f = h + ḡ is defined as

M_f (r) = r + ∞∑ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) r^n, where |z| = r. The key ingredient in our study is the coefficient bounds and distortion theorems which were proved by in [35].

Lemma 3.1. [35]

(i) Assume that f = h + ḡ in S^0_H is stable convex harmonic mapping. Then for all non-negative integers n, we have ||a_n| − |b_n|| ≤ max{|a_n|, |b_n|} ≤ |a_n| + |b_n| ≤ 1. (ii) Assume that f = h + ḡ in S^0_H is stable univalent harmonic mapping. Then for all non-negative integers n, we have ||a_n| − |b_n|| ≤ max{|a_n|, |b_n|} ≤ |a_n| + |b_n| ≤ n.

10 Molla Basir Ahamed and Vasudevarao Allu

(iii) If f = h + ḡ in S^0_H is a stable convex harmonic mapping in the unit disk D , then we have |z| 1 + |z| ≤ |f(z)| ≤ |z| 1 − |z| . (3.2)

(iv) If f = h + ḡ in S^0_H is a stable univalent harmonic mapping in the unit disk D , then we have |z| (1 + |z|)^2 ≤ |f(z)| ≤ |z| (1 − |z|)^2 . (3.3)

In view of Lemma 3.1, a simple computation shows that when f is a stable univalent mapping, then S_r/π ≤ ∑_∞ n=1 nr^{2n} = r^2/(1 − r^2)^2 and if f is stable convex harmonic mapping, then S_r/π ≤ ∑_∞ n=1 n^3r^{2n} = (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2)/(r^2 − 1)^2. In view of the bound of the quantity S_r/π, Abdulhadi and Hajj [4], recently, proved a version of the Improved Bohr’s inequality under the stability condition for the harmonic mappings by adding a suitable non-negative term at the left hand side of the inequality.

Theorem 3.1. [4]

(i) Let f = h + ḡ ∈ S^0_H be a stable convex harmonic mapping on the unit disk D , and let S_r be the area of the image f(D_r ), with D_r is a sub-disk of D . Then

M_f (r) + ( S_r π )_k ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| ≤ r_0, where r_0 is the unique root in (0, 1) of r 1 − r + r^{2k} (1 − r^2)^{2k} = 1 2 . Here r_0 is best possible.

(ii) Let f = h + ḡ ∈ S^0_H be a stable univalent harmonic mapping on the unit disk D . Then

M_f (r) + ( S_r π )_k ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| ≤ r_0, where r_0 ≈ 0.382 is the unique root in (0, 1) of r (1 − r)^2 + (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2)^k

(r^2 − 1)^{4k} = 1 4 . Here r_0 is best possible.

In 2021, strengthening Theorem 1.2, Ismagilov et al. [39] proved the following result.

Improved Bohr inequalities for certain classes of harmonic mappings 11

Theorem 3.2. [39] Let f(z) = ∑_∞ n=0 a_nz^n be analytic in D , |f(z)| ≤ 1 and S_r denotes the image of the sub-disk |z| < r under the mapping f. Then ∞∑ n=0 |a_n|r^n + 16 9 ( S_r π − S_r ) ≤ 1 for r ≤ 1 3 , and the number 16/9 cannot be improved.

In this section, we have two objectives: firstly, we generalize Theorem 3.1 as an improved version of Bohr inequalities in terms adding a polynomial expression P (S_r/π) with the majorant series M_f (r), and secondly we give a version of Theorem 3.1 terms adding a polynomial expression P (S_r/(π − S_r)) with the majorant series M_f (r).

We obtain the following result generalizing Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.3. (i) Let f = h + ḡ ∈ S^0_H be a stable convex harmonic mapping on the unit disk D , and let S_r be the area of the image f(D_r ), with D_r is a sub-disk of D . Then

M_f (r) + P ( S_r π ) ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| ≤ r_k, where r_k is the unique root in (0, 1) of r 1 − r + λ_kr^{2k} (1 − r^2)^{2k} + · · · + λ_1r^2 (1 − r^2)^2 = 1 2 . Here r_k is best possible.

(ii) Let f = h + ḡ ∈ S^0_H be a stable univalent harmonic mapping on the unit disk D . Then

M_f (r) + P ( S_r π ) ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| ≤ r^∗_k, where r^∗_k is the unique root in (0, 1) of r (1 − r)^2 + λ_k (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2)^k (r^2 − 1)^{4k} + · · · + λ_1 (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2) (r^2 − 1)^4 = 1 4 . Here r^∗_k is best possible.

Remark 3.1. It is easy to see that, in particular when P (z) = z^k, then Theorem 3.1 is a special case of Theorem 3.3. Thus, Theorem 3.3 generalizes Theorem 3.1. Corollary 3.1. (i) Let f = h + ḡ ∈ S^0_H be a stable convex harmonic mapping on the unit disk D , and let S_r be the area of the image f(D_r ), with D_r is a sub-disk of D . Then

M_f (r) + λ_1 ( S_r π ) + λ_2 ( S_r π )_2 ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| ≤ r_k, where r_k is the unique root in (0, 1) of r 1 − r + λ_2r^4 (1 − r^2)^4 + λ_1r^2 (1 − r^2)^2 = 1 2 .

12 Molla Basir Ahamed and Vasudevarao Allu

Here r_k is best possible.

(ii) Let f = h + ḡ ∈ S^0_H be a stable univalent harmonic mapping on the unit disk D . Then

M_f (r) + λ_1 ( S_r π ) + λ_2 ( S_r π )_2 ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| ≤ r^∗_k, where r^∗_k is the unique root in (0, 1) of r (1 − r)^2 + λ_2 (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2)^2 (r^2 − 1)^8 + λ_1 (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2) (r^2 − 1)^4 = 1 4 . Here r^∗_k is best possible.

Remark 3.2. We see that Corollary 3.1 is the harmonic analogue of Theorem 1.3 for the class S^0_H for λ_1 = 16/9 and λ_2 = λ as in Theorem 1.3. Thus the Question 1.1 is answered for the class S^0_H.

To the best of our knowledge, no study on Bohr inequalities are done yet for the class of harmonic mappings. In this section, our purpose is to study improved Bohr inequalities for the class of stable harmonic mappings. Hence, motivated from the result of Ismagilov et al. [39], we see that^{Sr}_π ≤^{r2}_{(1−r2)2} for r ∈ (0, 1) for the class S^0_H when f is stable convex harmonic, we see that^π_{π−Sr} ≤^{(1−r2)2}_{(1−r2)2−r2} . Therefore, it follows that S_r π − S_r ≤ r^2 (1 − r^2)^2 − r^2 forr ∈ (0, 1).

(3.4)

Similarly, when f ∈ S^0_H is stable univalent harmonic, it can be shown that S_r π − S_r ≤ r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2 (r^2 − 1)^4 − (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2) forr ∈ (0, 1).

(3.5)

We obtain the next result using the upper bounds of the quantity S_r π − S_r for functions in the class S^0_H.

Theorem 3.4. (i) Let f = h + ḡ ∈ S^0_H be a stable convex harmonic mapping on the unit disk D , and let S_r be the area of the image f(D_r ), with D_r is a sub-disk of D . Then

M_f (r) + P ( S_r π − S_r ) ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| ≤ R_k, where R_k is the unique root in (0, 1) of r 1 − r + λ_kr^{2k} ((1 − r^2)^2 − r^2)^k + · · · + λ_1r^2 (1 − r^2)^2 − r^2 = 1 2 . Here R_k is best possible.

Improved Bohr inequalities for certain classes of harmonic mappings 13

(ii) Let f = h + ḡ ∈ S^0_H be a stable univalent harmonic mapping on the unit disk D . Then

M_f (r) + P ( S_r π − S_r ) ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| ≤ R^∗_k, where R_k is the unique root in (0, 1) of r (1 − r)^2 + λ_k ( r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2 (r^2 − 1)^4 − (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2) )_k

+ · · · + λ_1 ( r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2 (r^2 − 1)^4 − (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2) ) = 1 4 . Here R^∗_k is best possible.

4. Proof of the main results Proof of Theorem 2.2. For f ∈ W^0_H(α), the Jacobian of f is denoted by J_f and is defined by J_f (z) = |f_z(z)|^2 − |f_{z̄}(z)|^2 = |h^′(z)|^2 − |g^′(z)|^2 for z ∈ D .

It is well-known that (see [29, p.113] and see also [30]) the area of the disk D_r := {z ∈ C : |z| < r} under the harmonic map f = h + ḡ is defined by

S_r = ∫ ∫ D_r J_f (z)dxdy = ∫∫ D_r ( |h^′(z)|^2 − |g^′(z)|^2 ) dxdy. (4.1)

In addition, we have the following (see [7, Proof of Theorem 3.2] for detailed information) S_r π = r^2 + ∞∑ n=2 4nr^{2n} (αn^2 + (1 − α)n)^2 . (4.2)

Let f ∈ W^0_H(α) be given by (1.3). Then, in view of Lemma 2.2 for |z| = r, we have

(4.3) r + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1}r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n ≤ |f(z)| ≤ r + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n . It is easy to see that f(0) = 0 and hence, |f(z) − f(0)| = |f(z)|. Therefore, we have the following inequality

lim inf r→1^− ( r + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1}r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n ) ≤ lim inf r→1^− |f(z) − f(0)| (4.4)

≤ lim inf r→1^− ( r + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n ) . For 0 < α ≤ 1 and n ≥ 2, since αn^2 + (1 − α)n ≥ αn^2 > 0, hence, we obtain ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n ≤ ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 .

14 Molla Basir Ahamed and Vasudevarao Allu

We define the functions g_n and M_n by

g_n(r) := 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n and M_n := 2r^n αn^2 . Evidently, M_n > 0 and |g_n(r)| ≤ M_n for each n ≥ 2. Since |z| = r < 1, a simple computation shows that ∞∑ n=2 M_n < 2 α ∞∑ n=2 1 n^2 = 2 α ( π^2 6 − 1 ) . By the comparison test, the series ∑_∞ n=2 M_n converges, hence, by the Weierstrass M-test for series of functions, the series ∞∑ n=2 g_n(r) = ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n

is absolutely and uniformly convergent in |z| = r < 1 and hence, we interchange limit and the summation lim_{r→1−} ∞∑ n=2 g_n(r) = ∞∑ n=2 lim_{r→1−} g_n(r).

Therefore, we must have

lim inf r→1^− ( r + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n ) = 1 + ∞∑ n=2 2 αn^2 + (1 − α)n . On the other hand, we see that r + ∞∑ n=2 | | | | 2(−1)^{n−1}r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n | | | | ≤ r + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 = r + ∞∑ n=2 M_n < 1 + 2 α ( π^2 6 − 1 ) , and hence, by Weierstrass M-test, the series r + ∑_∞ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} r^n αn^2+(1−α)n is also absolutely

and uniformly convergent in |z| = r < 1. By using the same argument used in the above, we obtain

lim inf r→1^− ( r + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1}r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n ) = 1 + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n . (4.5)

Thus, it follows from (4.4) that

(4.6) 1 + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n

≤ lim inf r→1^− |f(z) − f(0)| ≤ 1 + ∞∑ n=2 2 αn^2 + (1 − α)n . Therefore, the Euclidean distance d between f(0) and the boundary of f(D ) is d(f(0), ∂f(D )) = lim inf_{|z|=r→1−} |f(z) − f(0)| ≥ 1 + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n . (4.7)

Improved Bohr inequalities for certain classes of harmonic mappings 15

(i) In view of Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, and (4.2) for |z| = r, we obtain

|z| + ∞∑ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n + P ( S_r π ) (4.8)

≤ r + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n + P ( r^2 + ∞∑ n=2 4nr^{2n} (αn^2 + (1 − α)n)^2 ) .

It is easy to see that

r + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n + P ( r^2 + ∞∑ n=2 4nr^{2n} (αn^2 + (1 − α)n)^2 ) ≤ 1 + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n

for r ≤ r_k(α), where r_k(α) a the root of J_1(r) = 0 in (0, 1).

It is not difficult to show that J_1(0)J_1(1) < 0 and J^′_1(r) > 0 for r ∈ (0, 1). Then by the Intermediate value theorem, r_k(α) is the unique roof of J_1(r) = 0 in (0, 1). Therefore, we have

r_f (α) + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n_f (α) αn^2 + (1 − α)n + P ( r^2_f (α) + ∞∑ n=2 4nr^{2n}_f (α) (αn^2 + (1 − α)n)^2 ) (4.9)

= 1 + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n .

In order to show that r_f (α) is the best possible, we consider the function f = f_α which is defined by (2.1). Note that f_α ∈ W^0_H(α) and f_α(0) = 0. Now at z = −r, we verify that

|f_α(−r) − f_α(0)| = | | | | − r + ∞∑ n=2 2(−r)^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n | | | | = r + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1}r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n . (4.10)

Therefore, in view of (4.5) and (4.10), the distance d between f_α(0) and the boundary of f_α(D ) is

(4.11) d(f_α(0), ∂f_α(D )) = lim inf_{r→1−} |f_α(−r) − f_α(0)| = 1 + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n .

16 Molla Basir Ahamed and Vasudevarao Allu

A simple computation using (4.8), (4.9) and (4.11) for f = f_α and r > r_k(α) shows that |z| + ∞∑ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n + P ( S_r π )

> r_k(α) + ∞∑ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) r^n_k (α) + P ( S_{rk(α)} π )

= r_f (α) + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n_k (α) αn^2 + (1 − α)n + P ( r^2_k(α) + ∞∑ n=2 4nr^{2n}_k (α) (αn^2 + (1 − α)n)^2 )

= 1 + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n = d(f_α(0), ∂f_α(D )), which shows that r_k(α) is the best possible. This completes the proof of (i). (ii) In view of Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 and (4.2) for |z| = r, we obtain |f(z)|^m + ∞∑ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n + P ( S_r π ) (4.12)

≤ ( r + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n )_m + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n + P ( r^2 + ∞∑ n=2 4nr^{2n} (αn^2 + (1 − α)n)^2 )_.

A simple computation shows that ( r + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n )_m + ∞∑ n=2 2r^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n + P ( r^2 + ∞∑ n=2 4nr^{2n} (αn^2 + (1 − α)n)^2 ) ≤ 1 + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n . for r ≤ r^∗_k(m, α), where r^∗_k(m, α) is a root of J_2(r) = 0 in (0, 1). Using the similar argument as used in the proof of (i), it can be shown that r^∗_k(m, α) is the unique root of J_2(r) = 0. Thus, we have ( r^∗_k(m, α) + ∞∑ n=2 2 (r^∗_k(m, α))^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n )_m + ∞∑ n=2 2 (r^∗_k(m, α))^n αn^2 + (1 − α)n

(4.13)

+ P ( (r^∗_k(m, α))^2 + ∞∑ n=2 4n (r^∗_k(m, α))^{2n} (αn^2 + (1 − α)n)^2 ) = 1 + ∞∑ n=2 2(−1)^{n−1} αn^2 + (1 − α)n .

Improved Bohr inequalities for certain classes of harmonic mappings 17

In view of (4.13) and the arguments used in the part (i) of the theorem, it can be easily shown that r^∗_k(m, α) is the best possible. This completes the proof of (ii). □

Proof of Corollary 2.3. (i) Let f ∈ W^0_H(α), then for |z| = r and α = 1/2, using Lemma 2.1, we obtain |z| + ∞∑ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n + S_r π ≤ r^2 + r + ∞∑ n=2 4r^n n^2 + n + ∞∑ n=2 16nr^{2n} (n^2 + n)^2 . (4.14)

A simple computation shows that ∞∑ n=2 4r^n n^2 + n

= 4 − 2r + 4 r (1 − r) log(1 − r), ∞∑ n=2 4(−1)^{n−1} n^2 + n

= 2(−3 + 4 log 2).

On the other hand, we obtain ∞∑ n=2 16nr^{2n} (n^2 + n)^2 = − ∞∑ n=2 16r^{2n+2} r^2(n + 1) − ∞∑ n=2 16r^{2n} (n + 1)^2 + ∞∑ n=2 16r^{2n} n = 16 r^2 ( r^4 2 + r^2 + log(1 − r^2) ) − 16 r^2 ( r^4 4 − r^2 + Li_2(r^2) )

+ 16 ( − log(1 − r^2) − r^2 ) = −4r^2 + 16 r^2 ( (1 − r^2) log(1 − r^2) ) − 16 r^2

Li_2(r^2) + 32.

Therefore, we have

r^2 + r + ∞∑ n=2 4r^n n^2 + n + ∞∑ n=2 16nr^{2n} (n^2 + n)^2

(4.15)

= r^2 + r + 4 − 2r + 4 r (1 − r) log(1 − r) − 4r^2 +

16(1 − r^2) log(1 − r^2) r^2 − 16Li_2(r^2) r^2

+ 32.

Hence,

r^2 + r + 4 − 2r + 4 r (1 − r) log(1 − r) − 4r^2 +

16(1 − r^2) log(1 − r^2) r^2 − 16Li_2(r^2) r^2

+ 32 ≤ 2(−3 + 4 log 2)

for r ≤ r_f (1/2), where r_f (1/2) is root of F (r) = 0 in (0, 1).

Using the standard argument, we can show that F (r) has the unique root in (0, 1). Let the root be denoted by r_f (1/2). Furthermore, a simple computation shows that

18 Molla Basir Ahamed and Vasudevarao Allu

r_f (1/2) ≈ 0.600881. Hence, we have 4 r_f (1/2)

(1 − r_f (1/2)) log(1 − r_f (1/2)) + 16 r^2_f (1/2)

(1 − r^2_f (1/2)) log(1 − r^2_f (1/2)) − 16 r^2_f (1/2)

Li_2(r^2_f (1/2)) − 3r^2_f (1/2) − r_f (1/2) + 29 + 8 log 2 = 0,

which is equivalent to

r^2_f (1/2) + r_f (1/2) + 4 − 2r_f (1/2) + 4 r_f (1/2)

(1 − r_f (1/2)) log(1 − r_f (1/2)) − 4r^2_f (1/2)

(4.16)

+ 16(1 − r^2_f (1/2)) log(1 − r^2_f (1/2)) r^2_f (1/2) − 16Li_2(r^2_f (1/2))

r^2_f (1/2)

+ 32

= 1 + 2(−3 + 4 log 2).

To show that r_f (1/2) ≈ 0.600881 is the best possible, we consider the function f = f_{1/2} defined by

(4.17) f_{1/2}(z) = z + ∞∑ n=2 4z^n n^2 + n . In view of (4.11), an easy computation shows that

(4.18) d(f_{1/2}(0), ∂f_{1/2}(D )) = 1 + ∞∑ n=2 4(−1)^{n−1} n^2 + n

= 1 + 2(−3 + 4 log 2).

Thus, using (4.14), (4.16) and (4.18) for f = f_{1/2} and r > r_f (1/2), we obtain |z| + ∞∑ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n + S_r π > r_f (1/2) + ∞∑ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) (r_f (1/2))^n + S_{rf (1/2)} π = r^2_f (1/2) + r_f (1/2) + 4 − 2r_f (1/2) + 4 r_f (1/2)

(1 − r_f (1/2)) log(1 − r_f (1/2))

− 4r^2_f (1/2) +

16(1 − r^2_f (1/2)) log(1 − r^2_f (1/2)) r^2_f (1/2) − 16Li_2(r^2_f (1/2)) r^2_f (1/2)

+ 32

= 1 + 2(−3 + 4 log 2) = d(f_{1/2}(0), ∂f_{1/2}(D )),

which shows that r_f (1/2) is the best possible. This completes the proof of (i).

Improved Bohr inequalities for certain classes of harmonic mappings 19

(ii) Using Lemma 2.1, for |z| = r, a simple computation shows that

|f(z)| + ∞∑ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n + S_r π (4.19)

≤ r + ∞∑ n=2 4r^n n^2 + n + ( r^2 + ∞∑ n=2 16nr^{2n} n^2 + n )

= −3r^2 − 3r + 8 r (1 − r) log(1 − r) +

16(1 − r^2) log(1 − r^2) r^2 − 16Li_2(r^2) r^2

+ 40.

It is easy to see that

− 3r^2 − 3r + 8 r (1 − r) log(1 − r) +

16(1 − r^2) log(1 − r^2) r^2 − 16Li_2(r^2) r^2

+ 40

≤ 1 + 2(−3 + 4 log 2)

for r ≤ r^∗_f (1/2), where r^∗_f (1/2) is a root of T (r) = 0 in (0, 1).

By a similar argument as used in part (i), it can be shown that T (r) has the unique root in (0, 1). Let r^∗_f (1/2) be the root of T (r) in (0, 1). Then, we have r^∗_f (1/2) ≈ 0.302059. Therefore, we must have − 3 ( r^∗_f (1/2)

)_2

− 3r^∗_f (1/2) + 8 r^∗_f (1/2)

(1 − r^∗_f (1/2)) log(1 − r^∗_f (1/2))

+ 16(1 − ( r^∗_f (1/2)

)_2

) log(1 − ( r^∗_f (1/2)

)_2 ) ( r^∗_f (1/2)

)_2 −

16Li_2( ( r^∗_f (1/2)

)_2 ) ( r^∗_f (1/2)

)_2

+ 45 − 8 log 2 = 0

and this is equivalent to − 3 ( r^∗_f (1/2)

)_2

− 3r^∗_f (1/2) + 8 r^∗_f (1/2)

(1 − r^∗_f (1/2)) log(1 − r^∗_f (1/2))

(4.20)

+ 16(1 − ( r^∗_f (1/2)

)_2

) log(1 − ( r^∗_f (1/2)

)_2 ) ( r^∗_f (1/2)

)_2 −

16Li_2( ( r^∗_f (1/2)

)_2 ) ( r^∗_f (1/2)

)_2 + 40

= 1 + 2(−3 + 4 log 2).

In order to show that r^∗_f (1/2) ≈ 0.302059 is the best possible, we consider the function f = f_{1/2} defined by (4.17). Then in view of (4.18), (4.19) and (4.20), for f = f_{1/2} and r > r^∗_f (1/2), by a similar arguments a used in part (i) shows that |f(z)| + ∞∑ n=2 (|a_n| + |b_n|) |z|^n + S_r π > d(f_{1/2}(0), ∂f_{1/2}(D )).

This shows that r^∗_f (1/2) is the best possible. This completes the proof of (ii). □

20 Molla Basir Ahamed and Vasudevarao Allu

Proof of Theorem 3.3. (i) In view part-(i) of Lemma 3.1 and (4.1), we see that S_r/π ≤ r^2/(1 − r^2)^2. Also, M_f (r) ≤ ∑_∞ n=1 r^n = r/(1 − r). Therefore, a simple computation shows that

M_f (r) + P ( S_r π ) ≤ r 1 − r + λ_1r^2 (1 − r^2)^2 + · · · + λ_kr^{2k} (1 − r^2)^{2k} ≤ 1 2 (4.21)

for |z| = r ≤ r_k, where r_k is a root in (0, 1) of the equation F (r) = 0, where

F (r) := r 1 − r + λ_1r^2 (1 − r^2)^2 + · · · + λ_kr^{2k} (1 − r^2)^{2k} − 1 2 . The existence of r_k in (0, 1) is confirmed by the fact that F is a real valued differential function in (0, 1) with the properties F (0) = −^1_2 < 0 and lim_{r→1−} F (r) = +∞. On other hand, a simple computation shows that d dr (F (r)) = 1 (1 − r)^2

+ 2λ_1g(r)g^′(r) + · · · + 2kλ_kg^{2k−1}(r)g^′(r) > 0 for r ∈ (0, 1),

where

g(r) := r 1 − r^2 and hence g^′(r) =

1 + r^2 (1 − r^2)^2 r ∈ (0, 1). Thus, F being monotone increasing, the root r_k is unique. Thus, we have r_k 1 − r_k + λ_1r^2_k (1 − r^2_k)^2 + · · · + λ_kr^{2k}_k (1 − r^2_k)^{2k} = 1 2 . (4.22)

In view of part-(iii) of Lemma 3.1, we see that d(f(0), ∂f(D )) = lim inf_{|z|=r→1−} |f(z) − f(0)| ≥ lim inf_{|z|=r→1−} |z| 1 + |z| = 1 2 . (4.23)

Therefore, it follows from (4.21), (4.22)and (4.23) that

M_f (r) + P ( S_r π ) ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| = r ≤ r_k. In order to show that r_k is best possible, we consider a suitable rotation of the analytic mapping f^∗(z) = z/(1 − z) in D . It can be shown that M_f ∗ (r) = r/(1 − r), S_r/π = r^2/(1 − r^2)^2 and d(f^∗(0), ∂f^∗(D )) = 1/2. For this function f^∗ and r > r_k, in view of (4.22), we see that

M_f ∗ (r) + P ( S_r π ) = r 1 − r + λ_1r^2 (1 − r^2)^2 + · · · + λ_kr^{2k} (1 − r^2)^{2k} > r_k 1 − r_k + λ_1r^2_k (1 − r^2_k)^2 + · · · + λ_kr^{2k}_k (1 − r^2_k)^{2k} = 1 2 = d(f^∗(0), ∂f^∗(D )),

which shows that r_k is best possible.

Improved Bohr inequalities for certain classes of harmonic mappings 21

(ii) By part-(ii) of Lemma 3.1 and (4.1), we see that S_r π ≤ ∞∑ n=1 n^3r^{2n} = r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2

(r^2 − 1)^2 . Note that M_f (r) ≤ r/(1 − r)^2. Therefore, a simple computation shows that

M_f (r) + P ( S_r π ) ≤ r (1 − r)^2 + λ_1 (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2) (r^2 − 1)^2 + · · · + λ_k (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2)^k (r^2 − 1)^{2k} ≤ 1 4 (4.24)

for |z| = r ≤ r^∗_k, where r_k is a root in (0, 1) of the equation G(r) = 0, where

G(r) := r (1 − r)^2 + λ_1 (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2) (r^2 − 1)^2 + · · · + λ_k (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2)^k (r^2 − 1)^{2k} − 1 4 . By the similar argument used in part-(i), it can be shown that the root r^∗_k in (0, 1) is unique. In view of part-(iv) of Lemma 3.1, we now see that d(f(0), ∂f(D )) = lim inf_{|z|=r→1−} |f(z) − f(0)| ≥ lim inf_{|z|=r→1−} |z| (1 + |z|)^2 = 1 4 . (4.25)

Therefore, it follows from (4.24) and (4.25) that

M_f (r) + P ( S_r π ) ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| = r ≤ r^∗_k. To show that r^∗_k is best possible, we consider a suitable rotation of the analytic mapping f^{∗∗}(z) = z/(1 − z)^2 in D . It can be shown that M_f ∗∗ (r) = r/(1 − r)^2, S_r/π = (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2)/(r^2 − 1)^2 and d(f^{∗∗}(0), ∂f^{∗∗}(D )) = 1/4. For this function f^{∗∗} and r > r^∗_k, by the similar argument used in part-(i) of the theorem, it can be easily shown that r^∗_k is best possible. □ Proof of Theorem 3.4. (i) In view part-(i) of Lemma 3.1, (3.4) and (4.1), we see that

M_f (r) + P ( S_r π − S_r )

≤ r 1 − r + λ_kr^{2k} ((1 − r^2)^2 − r^2)^k + · · · + λ_1r^2 (1 − r^2)^2 − r^2 ≤ 1 2 for |z| = r ≤ R_k, where R_k is a root of F_1(r) = 0 in (0, 1), where

F_1(r) = r 1 − r + λ_kr^{2k} ((1 − r^2)^2 − r^2)^k + · · · + λ_1r^2 (1 − r^2)^2 − r^2 − 1 2 . By the similar argument used in the part (i) of Theorem 3.3, it can be shown that

M_f (r) + P ( S_r π − S_r ) ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D ))

22 Molla Basir Ahamed and Vasudevarao Allu

for |z| = r ≤ R_k where R_k is the smallest root in (0, 1) of the equation r 1 − r + λ_kr^{2k} ((1 − r^2)^2 − r^2)^k + · · · + λ_1r^2 (1 − r^2)^2 − r^2 = 1 2 and R_k is best possible. Hence, we omit the details.

(ii) (i) In view part-(ii) of Lemma 3.1, (3.5) and (4.1), a simple computation shows that

M_f (r) + P ( S_r π − S_r )

≤ r (1 − r)^2 + λ_k ( r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2 (r^2 − 1)^4 − (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2) )_k

+ · · · + λ_1 ( r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2 (r^2 − 1)^4 − (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2) )

≤ 1 4 for |z| = r ≤ R^∗_k, where R^∗_k is a root of F_2(r) = 0 in (0, 1), where

F_1(r) = r (1 − r)^2 + λ_k ( r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2 (r^2 − 1)^4 − (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2) )_k

+ · · · + λ_1 ( r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2 (r^2 − 1)^4 − (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2) ) − 1 4 . By the similar argument used in the part (ii) of Theorem 3.3, it can be easily shown that

M_f (r) + P ( S_r π − S_r ) ≤ d(f(0), ∂f(D )) for |z| = r ≤ R^∗_k where R^∗_k is the smallest root in (0, 1) of the equation r (1 − r)^2 + λ_k ( r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2 (r^2 − 1)^4 − (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2) )_k

+ · · · + λ_1 ( r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2 (r^2 − 1)^4 − (r^6 + 4r^4 + r^2) ) = 1 4 . and R^∗_k is best possible. This completes the proof. □

Acknowledgment: The second author is supported by SERB-CRG, India.

Compliance of Ethical Standards

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

Data availability statement Data sharing not applicable to this article as no datasets were generated or analysed during the current study.

Improved Bohr inequalities for certain classes of harmonic mappings 23

References

[1] Y. Abu-Muhanna, Bohr’s phenomenon in subordination and bounded harmonic classes, Complex Var. Elliptic Equ. 55 (2010), 1071–1078.

[2] Y.Abu Muhanna, R. M. Ali, Z. C. Ng and S. F. M Hasni, Bohr radius for subordinating families of analytic functions and bounded harmonic mappings, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 420 (2014), 124–136.

[3] Z. Abdulhadi and D. Bshouty, Univalent functions in H.H(D), Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.

305(2) (1988), 841-849.

[4] Z. Abdulhadi and L. L. Hajj, On the Bohr’s inequality for stable mapping, arXiv:2203.12863v1, https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2203.12863.

[5] M. B. Ahamed, The Bohr–Rogosinski Radius for a Certain Class of Close-to-Convex Harmonic Mappings, Comput. Methods Funct. Theory (2022). https://doi.org/10.1007/s40315- 022-00444-6 [6] M. B. Ahamed, V. Allu and H. Halder, Bohr radius for certain classes of close-to-convex harmonic mappings, Anal. Math. Phys. (2021) 11:111.

[7] M. B. Ahamed, V. Allu and H. Halder, Improved Bohr inequalities for certain class of harmonic univalent functions, Complex Var. Elliptic Equ. (2021) DOI: 10.1080/17476933.2021.1988583.

[8] M. B. Ahamed, V. Allu and H. Halder, The Bohr phenomenon for analytic functions on shifted disks, Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn. Math. 47(2022), 103-120.

[9] L. Aizenberg, Multidimensional analogues of Bohr’s theorem on power series, Proc. Amer.

Math. Soc. 128 (2000), 1147–1155.

[10] A. Aleman and A. Constantin, Harmonic maps and ideal fluid flows, Arch. Ration. Mech.

Anal. 204 (2012), 479–513.

[11] R. M. Ali, Z. Abdulhadi, and Z. C. Ng, The Bohr radius for starlike logharmonic mappings, Complex Var. Elliptic Equ. 61(1)(2016), 1–14.

[12] R. M. Ali, N. K. Jain, and V. Ravichandran, Bohr radius for classes of analytic functions, Results Math (2019) 74:179 [13] S. A. Alkhaleefah, I. R. Kayumov and S. Ponnusamy, On the Bohr inequality with a fixed zero coefficient, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 147 (2019), 5263–5274.

[14] V. Allu and H. Halder, Bhor phenomenon for certain subclasses of Harmonic Mappings, Bull. Sci. Math. 173 (2021), 103053.

[15] V. Allu and H. Halder, The Bohr inequality for certain harmonic mappings, Indag. Math.

33(3)(2022), 581-597.

[16] V. Allu and H. Halder, Bohr radius for certain classes of starlike and convex univalent functions, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 493(2021) 124519.

[17] F. Bayart, D. Pellegrino, and J. B. Seoane-Sepúlveda, The Bohr radius of the ndimensional polydisk is equivalent to √ (log n)/n, Adv. Math. 264 (2014), 726-746, [18] B. Bhowmik and N. Das, Bohr phenomenon for subordinating families of certain univalent functions, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 462 (2018), 1087–1098.

[19] O. Blasco, The Bohr radius of a Banach space. In: Curbera GP, Mockenhaupt G, Ricker WJ, editors. Vector measures, integration and related topics. Vol. 201, Operator theory and advanced applications. Basel: Birkhäuser; 2010. p. 59–64.

[20] H. P. Boas and D. Khavinson, Bohr’s power series theorem in several variables, Proc.

Amer. Math. Soc. 125(10)(1997), 2975-2979.

[21] H. Bohr, A theorem concerning power series, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. s2-13 (1914), 1–5. [22] P. N. Chichra, New subclasses of the class of close-to-convex functions, Proc. Amer. Math.

Soc, 62 (1977), 37-43.

[23] G. Choquet, Sur un type de transformation analytique generalisant la representation conforme et definie au moyen de fonctions harmoniques, Bull. Sci. Math. 89(1945), 156-165.

[24] A. Constantin and M. J. Martin, A harmonic maps approach to fluid flows, Math. Ann.

369 (2017), 1–16.

24 Molla Basir Ahamed and Vasudevarao Allu

[25] A. Defant, M. Maestre and U. Schwarting, Bohr radii of vector valued holomorphic functions, Adv. Math. 231(5)(2012), 2837-2857 [26] P. G. Dixon, Banach algebras satisfying the non-unital von Neumann inequality, Bull. London Math. Soc. 27(4)(1995), 359–362.

[27] M. Dorff, Minimal graphs in R^3 over convex domains, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 132(2003), 491-498.

[28] P. L. Duren, Univalent functions, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1983. [29] P. L. Duren, Harmonic Mappings in the Plane. vol. 156, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, (2004).

[30] S. Evdoridis, S. Ponnusamy and A. Rasila, Improved Bohr’s inequality for locally univalent harmonic mappings, Indag. Math. (N.S.) 30 (1) (2019), 201—213.

[31] D. Galicer, M. Mansilla, and S. Muro, Mixed Bohr radius in several variables, Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc. 373(2)(2020), 777–796 [32] N. Ghosh and V. Allu, Some basic properties of certain subclass of harmonic univalent functions, Complex Var. Elliptic Equ. 63 (2018), 1687–1703.

[33] N. Ghosh and V. Allu, On a subclass of harmonic close-to-convex mappings, Monatsh.

Math. 188 (2019), 247-267.

[34] H. Hamada, T. Honda and G. Kohr, Bohr’s theorem for holomorphic mappings with values in homogeneous balls, Israel J. Math. 173, 177 (2009).

[35] R. Hernandez and M. J. Martın, Stable geometric properties of analytic and harmonic functions, Proc. Cambridge Phil. Soc. 155 (2013), 343-359.

[36] Y. Huang, M-S. Liu, and S. Ponnusamy, Bohr-Type Inequalities for Harmonic Mappings with a Multiple Zero at the Origin, Mediterr. J. Math. (2021) 18:75.

[37] Y. Huang, M.-S. Liu, and S. Ponnusamy, The Bohr-type operator on analytic functions and sections, Complex Var. Elliptic Equ. (2021) DOI: 10.1080/17476933.2021.1990272.

[38] A. Ismagilov, I. R. Kayumov and S. Ponnusamy, Sharp Bohr type inequality, J. Math.

Anal. Appl. 489 (2020), 124147.

[39] A. A. Ismagilov, A. V. Kayumova, I. R. Kayumov, and S. Ponnusamy, Bohr inequalities in some classes of analytic functions, J. Math. Soc. 252 (3) (2021), DOI 10.1007/s10958- 020-05165-6.

[40] I. R. Kayumov and S. Ponnusamy, Bohr-Rogosinski radius for analytic functions, preprint, see https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.05585.

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

[42] I. R. Kayumov and S. Ponnusamy, On a powered Bohr inequality, Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn.

Ser. A, 44 (2019), 301–310.

[43] I. R. Kayumov and S. Ponnusamy, Improved version of Bohr’s inequalities, C. R. Math.

Acad. Sci. Paris 358 (5) (2020), 615—620.

[44] I. R. Kayumov, S. Ponnusamy and N. Shakirov, Bohr radius for locally univalent harmonic mappings, Math. Nachr 291 (2018), 1757—1768.

[45] P. T. Mocanu, Sufficient conditions of univalency for complex functions in the claa C1, Anal.

Numér. Théor. Approx. 10 (1) (1981), 75-79.

[46] S. Nagpal and V. Ravinchandran, Construction of subclasses of univalent harmonic mappings, J. Korean Math. Soc. 51 (2014), 567-592.

[47] H. Lewy, On the non-vanishing of the Jacobian in certain in one-to-one mappings, Bull.

Amer. Math. Soc. 42 (1936), 689–692.

[48] R. Lin, M.-S. Liu, and S. Ponnusamy, The Bohr-type inequalities for holomorphic mappings with a lacunary series in severeal complex variables, Acta Math. Sci. 43B(1)(2023), 63-79.

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

Improved Bohr inequalities for certain classes of harmonic mappings 25

[50] G. Liu, Z. H. Liu, and S. Ponnusamy, Refined Bohr inequality for bounded analytic functions, Bull. Sci. Math. 173(2021), 103054.

[51] M-S. Liu and S. Ponnusamy, Multidimensional analogues of refined Bohr’s inequality, Proc.

Amer. Math. Soc. 149(5), (2021), 2133-2146.

[52] V. I. Paulsen and D. Singh, Bohr’s inequality for uniform algebras. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.

132 (2004), 3577–3579.

[53] S. Ponnusamy and R. Vijayakumar, Note on improved Bohr inequality for harmonic mappings, In Current Research in Mathematical and Computer Sciences III eds.: A. Lecko, D. K. Thomas, Publisher UWM, Olsztyn 2022, pp. 353360. See also https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.06717.

[54] S. Ponnusamy, R. Vijayakumar, and K.-J. Wirths, New inequalities for the coefficients of unimodular bounded functions, Results Math. 75 (2020): 107.

[55] S. Ponnusamy, R. Vijayakumar, and K.-J. Wirths, Modifications of Bohr’s inequality in various settings, Houston J. Math. (2021), To appear. See also https://arxiv.org/pdf/2104.05920.pdf.

[56] S. Ponnusamy, H. Yamamoto, and H. Yanagihara, Variability regions for certain families of harmonic univalent mappings, Complex Var. Elliptic Equ. 58(1) (2013), 23-34.

[57] X.Y. Wang, Z.G. Wang, J.H. Fan, et al., Some properties of certain close-to-convex harmonic mappings, Anal. Math. Phys. 12, 28 (2022). https://doi.org/10.1007/s13324-021- 00642-w

Molla Basir Ahamed, Department of Mathematics, Jadavpur University, Kolkata- 700032, West Bengal, India.

Email address: mbahamed.math@jadavpuruniversity.in

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

Email address: avrao@iitbbs.ac.in