arXiv:2302.05931v1 [math.CV] 12 Feb 2023

On Schwarz-Pick type inequality and Lipschitz continuity for solutions to nonhomogeneous biharmonic equations

Peijin Li, Yaxiang Li, Qinghong Luo and Saminathan Ponnusamy

Abstract. The purpose of this paper is to study the Schwarz-Pick type inequality and the Lipschitz continuity for the solutions to the nonhomogeneous biharmonic equation: Δ(Δf) = g, where g : D → C is a continuous function and D denotes the closure of the unit disk D in the complex plane C . In fact, we establish the following properties for these solutions: Firstly, we show that the solutions f do not always satisfy the Schwarz-Pick type inequality 1 − |z|^2 1 − |f(z)|^2 ≤ C, where C is a constant. Secondly, we establish a general Schwarz-Pick type inequality of f under certain conditions. Thirdly, we discuss the Lipschitz continuity of f, and as applications, we get the Lipschitz continuity with respect to the distance ratio metric and the Lipschitz continuity with respect to the hyperbolic metric.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). Primary: 30C80, 31A30; Secondary: 35J40, 30C62.

Keywords. Schwarz-Pick type inequality, Lipschitz continuity, biharmonic equation.

1. Introduction

Let C ∼= R^2 denote the complex plane and for r > 0, let D_r = {z ∈ C : |z| < r}. Denote by D := D_1 , the open unit disk, T = ∂D , the boundary of D , and D = D ∪ T, the closure of D . Furthermore, we denote by C^m(Ω) the set of all complex-valued m-times continuously differentiable functions from Ω into C , where Ω stands for a subset of C and m ∈ N_0 := N ∪ {0}. In particular, C(Ω) := C^0(Ω) denotes the set of all continuous functions in Ω.

Let φ ∈ C(T), f^∗, g ∈ C(D ) and f ∈ C^4(D ). We consider the following nonhomogeneous biharmonic equations with the Dirichlet boundary values:

Δ(Δf) = g in D , f_z = φ on T, f = f^∗ on T,

(1.1)

where Δf = f_{xx} + f_{yy} = 4f_{zz} is the Laplacian of f.

In particular, if g ≡ 0, then the solutions to (1.1) are biharmonic mappings, see [5, 20] and the references therein for certain properties of biharmonic mappings.

The nonhomogeneous biharmonic equation arises in areas of continuum mechanics, including linear elasticity theory and the solution of Stokes flows (cf. [9]). Chen et al. [4] discussed the Schwarz-type lemma, Landau-type theorems and bi-Lipschitz properties for the solutions of nonhomogeneous biharmonic equations (1.1). Mohapatra et al. [17] discussed the boundary Schwarz lemma for the solutions of nonhomogeneous biharmonic equations (1.1). The solvability of the biharmonic equations has been studied, for example, in [1, 16]. In this paper we investigate Schwarz-Pick type inequality and Lipschitz continuity for the solutions to the nonhomogeneous biharmonic equations (1.1).

For z, w ∈ D , let G(z, w) = |z − w|^2 log | | | | 1 − zw z − w | | | | 2 − (1 − |z|^2)(1 − |w|^2) and P (z, e^{it}) = 1 − |z|^2 |1 − ze^{−it}|^2 denote the biharmonic Green function and Poisson kernel, respectively, where t ∈ [0, 2π]. By [2, Theorem 2], we see that all solutions to the biharmonic equations (1.1) are given by

f(z) = P_f ∗ (z) + 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 ze^{it}f^∗(e^{it}) 1 − |z|^2 (1 − ze^{it})^2 dt (1.2)

−(1 − |z|^2)P_{φ1} (z) − 1 8 G[g](z), where φ_1(e^{it}) = φ(e^{it})e^{−it},

P_f ∗ (z) = 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 P (z, e^{it})f^∗(e^{it})dt, P_{φ1} (z) = 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 P (z, e^{it})φ_1(e^{it})dt and G[g](z) = 1 2π ∫ D G(z, w)g(w)dA(w). Here dA(w) denotes the Lebesgue area measure in D .

2. Main Results

Let B_H denote the set of all complex-valued harmonic mapping from D into itself. Set B^0_H = {f ∈ B_H : f(0) = 0}. Pavlović [19, Theorem 3.6.1] extended the Heinz’ classical lemma in the following general form: if f ∈ B_H then one has | | | |f(z) − 1 − |z|^2 1 + |z|^2 f(0) | | | | ≤ 4 π arctan |z| for z ∈ D . (2.1)

Note that the case f(0) = 0 is due to Heinz [8]. Moreover, it is easy to see that p(t) =^4_π arctan t −^2_π t is increasing on [0, 1] and thus, p(t) ≤ p(1), or equivalently, 4 π arctan t ≤ 2 π (t − 1) + 1 for t ∈ [0, 1] (2.2)

(see also [22, Lemma 2.4]). Now, by using (2.1) and (2.2), we get 1 − |z|^2 1 − |f(z)|^2 ≤ 1 − |z|^2 1 − (_2 π (|z| − 1) + 1 )_2 = π^2 4 1 + |z| |z| + π − 1 . Since the function h(t) =^{1+t}_{t+π−1} is increasing for t ∈ [0, 1), we can easily derive the following Schwarz-Pick type inequality for f ∈ B^0_H : 1 − |z|^2 1 − |f(z)|^2 ≤ π 2 for z ∈ D . (2.3) Let F(D , B) = {f : D → D : f(0) = 0, |Δf| ≤ B · |Df|^2, f ∈ C^2}, where |Df| = |f_z| + |f_z|. Recently in 2015, Kalaj [10] proved that if f is a K-quasiconformal mapping and f ∈ F(D , B), then there exists a constant C(B, K) such that 1 − |z|^2 1 − |f(z)|^2 ≤ C(B, K) for z ∈ D . (2.4) In the same article in Kalaj asked whether the quasiconformality assumption can be removed. Recently, Zhong et al. [22, Theorem 1.3] proved that a mapping in the class F(D , B) does not always enjoy the above Schwarz-Pick type inequality with C(B) in place of C(B, K) in (2.4).

In the context of our present study, it is then natural to consider whether the Schwarz-Pick type inequality (2.4) holds with an absolute constant C in place of C(B, K) in (2.4) for the solutions to (1.1). Compare with (2.3).

The first aim of this paper is to give a negative answer to the above question by an example. To be more precise our example conveys the following:

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that f ∈ C^4(D )∩B^0_H and satisfies (1.1). Then f does not always enjoy the Schwarz-Pick type inequality 1 − |z|^2 1 − |f(z)|^2 ≤ C for z ∈ D , (2.5)

where C is a constant. Furthermore, f does not always satisfy the Poisson differential inequality |Δf| ≤ B · |Df|^2.

Although the answer is negative, one can establish a general Schwarz- Pick type inequality (2.5) for the solutions to (1.1) under certain conditions. For example, in [13], the Schwarz-Pick type inequality (2.5) was obtained for (K, K^′)-quasiconformal self-mappings of D satisfying the Poisson differential inequality |Δf| ≤ B · |Df|^2. In [22], the authors obtained a general Schwarz- Pick type inequality for the self-mappings of D satisfying the more general Poisson differential inequality |Δf| ≤ a · |Df|^2 + b under certain conditions. In [11], the authors established that if f ∈ B^0_H then the inequality 1 − |z|^q 1 − |f(z)|^q ≤ π 2 for z ∈ D holds for each q > 0.

The second aim of this paper is to give a general Schwarz-Pick type inequality of the solutions to (1.1) under certain conditions.

Theorem 2.2. For a given q ∈ {1}∪[2, +∞), suppose that f ∈ B_H , f(0) = 0 and satisfies the biharmonic equations (1.1), where f^∗ ∈ C(D ) is analytic in D . 1. For q = 1, we get 1 − |z| 1 − |f(z)| ≤ 1 2 π − 4(‖φ_1‖_∞ +^1_{64} ‖g‖_∞) ; 2. For q ≥ 2, if

(2^{q−1} · q + 1) ( ‖φ_1‖_∞ + 1 64 ‖g‖_∞ ) < 2 π , then 1 − |z|^q 1 − |f(z)|^q ≤ 1 2 π − (2^{q−1} · q + 1)(‖φ_1‖_∞ +^1_{64} ‖g‖_∞) , where ‖φ_1‖_∞ = sup_{z∈T}{|φ_1(z)|} and ‖g‖_∞ = sup_{z∈D} {|g(z)|}.

Let D and Ω be domains in C , and let L be a positive constant. Then a mapping f : D → Ω is said to be Lipschitz if

|f(z_1) − f(z_2)| ≤ L|z_1 − z_2| whenever z_1, z_2 ∈ D .

In [18], Pavlović proved that the quasiconformality of harmonic homeomorphisms of D to itself can be characterized in terms of their bi-Lipschitz continuity. Kalaj [10] also proved the Lipschitz continuity of quasiconformal harmonic mappings. Recently, the Lipschitz continuity of solutions to inhomogeneous biharmonic equation are established in [4, 6].

The third aim of this paper is to consider the Lipschitz continuity of the solutions to (1.1).

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that f ∈ B_H and satisfies the biharmonic equations (1.1), where f^∗ ∈ C(D ) is an univalent analytic function in D and f^∗(e^{it}) = e^{iγ(t)}. Then f is Lipschitz continuous.

Now, we need some preparations to present our next results. For a subdomain G ⊂ C and for all z_1, z_2 ∈ G, the distance ratio metric j_G is defined as j_G(z_1, z_2) = log ( 1 + |z_1 − z_2| min{δ_G(z_1), δ_G(z_2)} ) , where δ_G(z) denotes the Euclidean distance from z to ∂G. The distance ratio metric was introduced by Gehring and Palka [7] and in the above simplified form by Vuorinen [21]. We say that a mapping f : D → Ω is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the distance ratio metric if there exists a positive constant L_1 such that

j_Ω(f(z_1), f(z_2)) ≤ L_1j_D(z_1, z_2) for all z_1, z_2 ∈ D.

The hyperbolic distance d_h(z_1, z_2) between the two points z_1 and z_2 in Ω is defined by

inf_γ { ∫ γ λ_Ω(z)|dz| } , where γ runs through all rectifiable curves in Ω which connect z_1 and z_2. It is well known that λ_D (z) =^2_{1−|z|2} . Similarly, we say that a mapping f : D → Ω is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the hyperbolic metric if there exists a positive constant L_2 such that d_h(f(z_1), f(z_2)) ≤ L_2d_h(z_1, z_2) for all z_1, z_2 ∈ D.

Under certain conditions, the subject of a harmonic self-mapping of the unit disk that has Lipschitz continuity with respect to a given metric has attracted the attention of many researchers. For example, in [12], the authors proved that a K-quasiconformal harmonic mapping from D onto itself is bi- Lipschitz with respect to hyperbolic metric. In [13], the authors proved that a (K, K^′)–quasiconformal self-mappings of D satisfying the Poisson differential inequality |Δf| ≤ B · |Df|^2 is Lipschitz with respect to the distance ratio metric.

As applications of Theorems 2.2 and 2.3, we give the Lipschitz continuity with respect to the distance ratio metric and Lipschitz continuity with respect to the hyperbolic metric of the solutions to (1.1), respectively. Corollary 2.4. Suppose that f ∈ B^0_H and satisfies the biharmonic equations (1.1), where f^∗ ∈ C(D ) is an univalent analytic function in D and f^∗(e^{it}) = e^{iγ(t)}. 1. If 4 ( ‖φ_1‖_∞ + 1 64 ‖g‖_∞ ) < 2 π , then f is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the distance ratio metric.

2. If 5 ( ‖φ_1‖_∞ + 1 64 ‖g‖_∞ ) < 2 π , then f is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the hyperbolic metric. The proofs of Theorems 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 and Corollary 2.4 will be presented in Section 3.

3. The proofs of main results

3.1. Proof of Theorem 2.1 Consider f(z) = 2|z|^2z^2 − |z|^6z^2, z ∈ D . Clearly, f(0) = 0. Since |f(z)| = |z|^4(2 − |z|^4) and the function h(t) = t(2 − t) is increasing for t ∈ [0, 1), it follows easily that |f(z)| ≤ 1 in D . Furthermore, a simple calculation shows that Δ(Δf)(z) = −1920z^3z in D , f_z(z) = −z^3 on T, f(e^{iθ}) = e^{2iθ} on T. Hence, f is a self-mapping of D satisfying the biharmonic equations (1.1). With r = |z|^2, we find that

1 − |f(z)|^2 = 1 − |z|^8(2 − |z|^4)^2 = (1 − r^2)^2(1 + 2r^2 − r^4) and thus, lim |z|→1^− 1 − |z|^2 1 − |f(z)|^2 = lim_{r→1−} 1 − r (1 − r^2)^2(1 + 2r^2 − r^4) = +∞. Therefore, f does not always enjoy the Schwarz-Pick type inequality (2.5).

Next, if 0 < |z|^4 <^2_3 , a simple calculation shows that |Df|^2 = (|f_z | + |f_z|)^2 = 64|z|^6(1 − |z|^4)^2 and |Δf| = 3 | |2 − 5|z|^2| and therefore, lim |z|→0^+ |Δf| |Df|^2 = +∞. That is, f does not satisfy the Poisson differential inequality |Δf| ≤ B·|Df|^2. This finishes the proof. □ We start with some lemmas which are used in the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Lemma A. ([22, Lemma 2.2]) Let f be a harmonic self-mapping of D satisfying |f(0)| <^2_π . Then for any q ≥ 1, the inequality 1 − |z|^q 1 − |f(z)|^q ≤ 1 2 π − |f(0)| holds for every z ∈ D .

Lemma B. ([22, Lemma 2.3]) For any 0 ≤ y < 1, 0 ≤ ε < 1, q > 1, we have (y + ε)^q ≤ y^q + 2^{q−1}qε.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 2.2 Since f^∗ ∈ C(D ) is analytic in D , we have 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 ze^{it}f^∗(e^{it}) 1 − |z|^2 (1 − ze^{it})^2 dt = 1 − |z|^2 2π ∫_{2π} 0 f^∗(e^{it}) ze^{it} (1 − ze^{it})^2 dt = 0. By (1.2), (2.1) and |P_{φ1} | ≤ ‖φ_1‖_∞, we see that |f(z)| ≤ | | |P^{f ∗} (z) − 1 − |z|^2 1 + |z|^2

P_f ∗ (0) | | | + (1 − |z|^2) | | |P^φ1 (z) − 1 − |z|^2 1 + |z|^2

P_{φ1} (0) | | | + 1 − |z|^2 1 + |z|^2

|P_f ∗ (0) − (1 − |z|^2)P_{φ1} (0)| + 1 8 |G[g](z)| ≤ 4 π arctan |z| + (1 − |z|^2) 4 π arctan |z|‖φ_1‖_∞ + 1 − |z|^2 1 + |z|^2 ( |P_f ∗ (0) − P_{φ1} (0)| + |z|^2‖φ_1‖_∞ ) + 1 8 |G[g](z)|. Using the arguments as in the proof of [4, Theorem 1.1], we have |G[g](z)| ≤ 1 8 ‖g‖_∞(1 − |z|^2)^2. (3.1)

It follows from the assumption f(0) = 0 and (3.1) that

|P_f ∗ (0) − P_{φ1} (0)| = | | 1 8 G[g](0) | | ≤ 1 64 ‖g‖_∞. Hence, we have the following estimate |f(z)| ≤ 4 π arctan |z| + 1 − |z|^2 1 + |z|^2 ( 1 64 ‖g‖_∞ + |z|^2 ‖φ_1‖_∞ ) (3.2) + 4 π ‖φ_1‖_∞ ( 1 − |z|^2 ) arctan |z| + 1 64 ‖g‖_∞ ( 1 − |z|^2 )_2 . For the case of q = 1, by (3.2) and (2.2), we have 1 − |f(z)| 1 − |z| ≥ 2 π − 1 + |z| 1 + |z|^2 ( 1 64 ‖g‖_∞ + |z|^2 ‖φ_1‖_∞ )

− 4 π ‖φ_1‖_∞ (1 + |z|) arctan |z| − 1 64 ‖g‖_∞(1 − |z|^2)(1 + |z|) ≥ 2 π − 4 ( ‖φ_1‖_∞ + 1 64 ‖g‖_∞ ) > 0. For the case of q ≥ 2, it follows from the assumption f(0) = 0, (3.1) and

‖φ_1‖_∞ + 1 64 ‖g‖_∞ < (2^{q−1} · q + 1) ( ‖φ_1‖_∞ + 1 64 ‖g‖_∞ ) < 2 π , that

|P_f ∗ (0)| ≤ |P_{φ1} (0)| + 1 8 |G[g](0)| ≤ ‖φ_1‖_∞ + 1 64 ‖g‖_∞ < 2 π .

Hence, P_f ∗ is a harmonic self-mapping of D satisfying |P_f ∗ (0)| ≤^2_π . By Lemma A, we have 1 − |P_f ∗ (z)|^q 1 − |z|^q ≥ 2 π − |P_f ∗ (0)|. (3.3)

Then by using (3.3), Lemma B and the estimate |f(z)| ≤ |P_f ∗ (z)| + (1 − |z|^2) ( ‖φ_1‖_∞ + 1 64 ‖g‖_∞ ) , we get 1 − |f(z)|^q 1 − |z|^q ≥ 1 − |P_f ∗ (z)|^q − 2^{q−1} · q(1 − |z|^2) ( ‖φ_1‖_∞ +^1_{64} ‖g‖_∞ ) 1 − |z|^q = 1 − |P_f ∗ (z)|^q 1 − |z|^q − 2^{q−1} · q ( ‖φ_1‖_∞ + 1 64 ‖g‖_∞ )1 − |z|2 1 − |z|^q ≥ 2 π − |P_f ∗ (0)| − 2^{q−1} · q ( ‖φ_1‖_∞ + 1 64 ‖g‖_∞ )

≥ 2 π − (2^{q−1} · q + 1) ( ‖φ_1‖_∞ + 1 64 ‖g‖_∞ ) > 0. The proof of the theorem is complete. □

In order to prove Theorem 2.3, we need the following results.

Theorem C. ([18, Theorem 1.2]) Let F (e^{it}) = e^{iγ(t)} be a sense-preserving homeomorphism of T onto iteslt. If f = P_F is a quasiconformal self-mapping of D , then it is bi-Lipschitz, i.e., there is a constant L < ∞ such that 1 L ≤ | | | | f(z_1) − f(z_2) z_1 − z_2 | | | | ≤ L (z^1, z^2 ∈ D ),

and consequently 1 L ≤ 1 − |f(z)| 1 − |z| ≤ L (z ∈ D ).

Lemma D. ([15, Lemma 2.1]) Let f be a function which is continuously differentiable in D . Then f is L-Lipschitz continuous with L > 0 if and only if |Df(z)| ≤ L in D . 3.3. Proof of Theorem 2.3 For z_1, z_2 ∈ D , we have

|f(z_2) − f(z_1)| = | | | | ∫ [z_1,z_2] f_z(z)dz + f_z(z)dz | | | | | ≤ |Df(z)||z_1 − z_2|, where [z_1, z_2] stands for the segment in D with endpoints z_1 and z_2. Hence we only need to estimate |Df(z)|. Since P_f ∗ = f^∗ is an univalent analytic function from D onto D and f^∗(e^{it}) = e^{iγ(t)}, we know from Theorem C that, for any z_1, z_2 ∈ D , |P_f ∗ (z_1) − P_f ∗ (z_2)| ≤ L|z_1 − z_2|, where L is a positive constant. By Lemma D, we get that |DP_f ∗ (z)| ≤ L. Since the analyticity of f^∗ in D gives 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 z̄e^{it}f^∗ ( e^{it} ) 1 − |z|^2 (1 − z̄e^{it})^2 dt = 0, we know from (1.2) that f_z(z) = [P_f (z)]_z + zP_{φ1} (z) − (1 − |z|^2)[P_{φ1} (z)]_z (3.4) − 1 16π ∫ D g(w)G_z (z, w)dA(w) and f_z(z) = [P_f (z)]_z + zP_{φ1} (z) − (1 − |z|^2)[P_{φ1} (z)]_z (3.5) − 1 16π ∫ D g(w)G_z (z, w)dA(w). By using [14, Lemma 2.5], we get ‖g‖_∞ 16π ∫ D (|G_z(z, w)| + |G_{z̄} (z, w)|) dA(w) ≤ 23 48 ‖g‖_∞. (3.6) And by the Schwarz-Pick type lemma for harmonic mappings (see [3]), we have that |DP_{φ1} (z)| ≤ 4 π ‖φ_1‖_∞ 1 − |z|^2 . (3.7) Then we conclude from (3.4), (3.5), (3.6) and (3.7) that |Df(z)| ≤ |DP_f ∗ (z)| + 2|z||P_{φ1} (z)| + (1 − |z|^2)|DP_{φ1} (z)| + 23 48 ‖g‖_∞ ≤ M, (3.8) where M = L + ( 2 + 4 π ) ‖φ_1‖_∞ + 23 48 ‖g‖_∞. The proof of the theorem is complete. □ 3.4. Proof of Corollary 2.4 (1) From the hypotheses of Corollary 2.4(1) and Theorem 2.2, we obtain that δ_D (z) δ_D (f(z)) = 1 − |z| 1 − |f(z)| ≤ 1 2 π − 4(‖φ_1‖_∞ +^1_{64} ‖g‖_∞) . Moreover, from (3.8), we see that there exists a constant M such that |Df| ≤ M. Now, we choose an appropriate constant M_1 satisfying M_1 = max{M,^2_π } such that |Df| ≤ M_1. And then, by Lemma D, we have |f(z_1) − f(z_2)| ≤ M_1|z_1 − z_2|.

Consequently, using the Bernoulli inequality, for any two points z_1 and z_2 in D , we get

j_D (f(z_1), f(z_2)) = log ( 1 + |f(z_1) − f(z_2)| min{δ_D (f(z_1)), δ_D (f(z_2))} )

≤ log ( 1 + M_1 2 π − 4(‖φ_1‖_∞ +^1_{64} ‖g‖_∞) · |z_1 − z_2| min{δ_D (z_1), δ_D (z_2)} )

≤ M_1 2 π − 4 ( ‖φ_1‖_∞ +^1_{64} ‖g‖_∞

) j_D (z_1, z_2).

The proof of the first part of the corollary is complete.

(2) In this case, by Theorem 2.2, we obtain that 1 − |z|^2 1 − |f(z)|^2 ≤ 1 2 π − 5(‖φ_1‖_∞ +^1_{64} ‖g‖_∞) . This inequality together with (3.8) imply that |Df(z)|(1 − |z|^2) 1 − |f(z)|^2 ≤ M 2 π − 5(‖φ_1‖_∞ +^1_{64} ‖g‖_∞)

:= M^′.

Let γ be the hyperbolic geodesic connecting z_1 and z_2. Then for any z ∈ γ, we obtain that

d_h(f(z_1), f(z_2)) ≤ ∫ f (γ) λ_D (w)|dw| ≤ ∫ γ (λ_D ∘f)(z)|Df(z)||dz| ≤ M^′d_h(z_1, z_2), where w = f(z). This completes the proof of the second part of the corollary. □

Acknowledgments The research was partly supported by the Natural Science Foundation of Hunan Province of China (No. 2022JJ40112), Scientific Fund of Hunan Provincial Education Department (No. 20B118) and NSF of Hebei Science (No. 2021201006).

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

Data Availability Statement The authors declare that this research is purely theoretical and does not associate with any datas.

Inequality for solutions to nonhomogeneous biharmonic equations 11

References

[1] K. Astala, T. Iwaniec and G. Martin, Elliptic partial differential equations and quasiconformal mappings in the plane, in: Princeton Mathematical Series, vol. 48, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 2009, xviii+677 pp.

[2] H. Begehr, Dirichlet problems for the biharmonic equation, Gen. Math., 13 (2005), 65–72.

[3] F. Colonna, The Bloch constant of bounded harmonic mappings, Indiana Univ.

Math. J., 38 (1989), 829–840.

[4] SH. Chen, P. Li and X. Wang, Schwarz-type lemma, Landau-type theorem, and Lipschitz-type space of solutions to inhomogeneous biharmonic equations, J. Geom. Anal., 29 (2019), 2469–2491.

[5] SH. Chen, S. Ponnusamy and X. Wang, Landau’s theorem for certain biharmonic mappings, Appl. Math. Comput., 208 (2009), 427–433.

[6] SH. Chen and X. Wang, Bi-Lipschitz characteristic of quasiconformal selfmappings of the unit disk satisfying the bi-harmonic equation, Indiana U. Math. J., 70 (2021), 1055–1086.

[7] F. W. Gehring and B. P. Palka, Quasiconformally homogeneous domains. J.

Analyse Math., 30 (1976), 172–199.

[8] E. Heinz, On one-to-one harmonic mappings, Pacific J. Math., 9 (1959), 101– 105.

[9] S. Hayek, Advanced Mathematical Methods in Science and Engineering, Marcel Dekker, New York, 2000. ISBN 0-8247-0466-5.

[10] D. Kalaj, On quasiconformal harmonic maps between surfaces, Int. Math. Res.

Notices, 2 (2015), 355–380.

[11] D. Kalaj and J. Zhu, Schwarz Pick type inequalities for harmonic maps between Riemann surfaces, Complex Var. Elliptic Equ., 69 (2018), 1364–1375.

[12] M. Knežević and M. Mateljević, On the quasi-isometries of harmonic quasiconformal mappings, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 334 (2007), 404–413.

[13] P. Li and S. Ponnusamy, Lipschitz continuity of quasiconformal mappings and of the solutions to second order elliptic PDE with respect to the distance ratio metric, Complex Anal. Oper. Theory, 12 (2018), 1991–2001.

[14] P. Li and S. Ponnusamy, Representation formula and bi-Lipschitz continuity of solutions to inhomogeneous biharmonic Dirichlet problems in the unit disk, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 456 (2017), 1150–1175.

[15] P. Li and X. Wang, Lipschitz continuity of α-harmonic functions, Hokkaido Math. J., 48 (2019), 85–97.

[16] S. Mayboroda and V. Maz’ya, Boundedness of gradient of a solution and wiener test of order one for biharmonic equation, Invent. Math., 175 (2009), 287–334.

[17] M. Mohapatra, X. Wang and J. Zhu, Boundary Schwarz Lemma for solutions to nonhomogeneous biharmonic equations, Bull. Aust. Math. Soc., 100 (2019), 470–478.

[18] M. Pavlović, Boundary correspondence under harmonic quasiconformal homeomorphisms of the unit disk, Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn. Math., 27 (2002), 365–372.

[19] M. Pavlović, Introduction to function spaces on the disk, Matematic̆ki institut SANU, Belgrade, 2004.

12 Peijin Li, Yaxiang Li, Qinghong Luo and Saminathan Ponnusamy

[20] P. Strzelechi, On biharmonic maps and their generalizations, Calc. Var. Partial.

Differ. Equ., 18 (2003), 401–432.

[21] M. Vuorinen, Conformal invariants and quasiregular mappings. J. Analyse Math., 45 (1985), 69–115.

[22] D. Zhong, F. Meng and W. Yuan, On Schwarz-Pick type inequality for mappings satisfying Poisson differential inequality, Acta Math. Sci., 3 (2021), 959– 967.

Peijin Li P. Li, Department of Mathematics, Hunan First Normal University, Changsha, Hunan 410205, People’s Republic of China. e-mail: wokeyi99@163.com

Yaxiang Li Y. Li, Department of Mathematics, Hunan First Normal University, Changsha, Hunan 410205, People’s Republic of China. e-mail: yaxiangli@163.com

Qinghong Luo Qinghong Luo, Department of Mathematics, Hunan Normal University, Changsha, Hunan 410081, People’s Republic of China and Department of Mathematics, Hunan First Normal University, Changsha, Hunan 410205, People’s Republic of China e-mail: luoqh207@qq.com

Saminathan Ponnusamy S. Ponnusamy, Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Madras, Chennai-600 036, India, and Lomonosov Moscow State University, Moscow Center of Fundamental and Applied Mathematics, Moscow, Russia. e-mail: samy@iitm.ac.in