36ipHuk npaub IH-Ty matematukn HAH VYkpainu 2013, tom 10, N 4-5, 293-300

UDC 517.5

Biilent Nafi Ornek

(Department of Mathematics, Gebze Institute of Technology,
Kocaeli, Turkey)

On the angular derivatives of certain
class of holomorphic functions in the
unit disc

nornek@gyte.edu.tr
Dedicated to memory of Professor Promarz M. Tamrazov

In this paper, a boundary version of the Schwarz lemma is investigated. We
take into consideration a function f holomorphic in the unit disc, f(0) = 0,

£ (0) =1 and %—a < a for |z] < 1, where 3 < o < H%’
0 < X < 1. We obtain sharp lower bounds on the angular derivative f'(b)

at the point b, where |b| =1 and f(b) = 0.

Let f be a holomorphic function in the disc D = {z : |z| < 1}, f(0) =
=0 and |f(z)] < 1 for |z] < 1. In accordance with the classical Schwarz
lemma, for any point z in the disc D, we have |f(z)| < |z| and |f/(0)] < 1.
Equality in these inequalities (in the first one, for z # 0) occurs only if
f(z) =cz, |¢f =1 (cf. [1, p. 329)).

Let f(2) = 2z + c22? + c32% + ... be a holomorphic function in D and
let %—a < «a for |z|<1,where%<a§ L o<A<l1.

1+X°
h(z)—a

Consider the functions ¢(z) = ==

, where h(z) = %,

(
and ¢(z) = %. ©(z) and ¢(z) are holomorphic functions in D,

|p(2)] < 1 for |z| < 1 and ¢(0) = 0. Therefore, from the Schwarz lemma,
we obtain

a(l=A)[z[(1+]2])

(1.1)
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and
20— 1

a(l-=XN)"
Equality is achieved in (1.1) (for some nonzero z € D) or in (1.2) if and

a(1-A)z(1—ze®
only if f(z) is the function of the form f(z) = a-)):(1 )

T a(l-a)ze?—aA(1—=zei?)

|ea| < (1.2)

where

6 is a real number.

It is an elementary consequence of Schwarz lemma that if f extends
continuously to some boundary point b with |b| = 1, and if |f(b)] = 1 and
1(b) exists, then |f'(b)| > 1, which is known as the Schwarz lemma on the
boundary. Applying inequality (5) in [1, p. 330] to the function %Z), we
arrive at the following generalization of the Schwarz lemma (cf. [1]):

|2+ 1/(0)]
L+ |2/ 1f7(0)] 7

If, in addition, the function f has an angular limit f(b) at b € 9D,
|£(b)] = 1, then by Julia—Wolff lemma the angular derivative f’(b) exists
and 1 < |f/(b)| < oo (cf. [2]). Then, passing to the angular limit in (1.3),
we arrive at the boundary Schwarz lemma (cf. [3])

1f(2)| < 2] zeD. (1.3)

>
T 17(0)

In (1.3) for real z and in the left-hand-side inequality in (1.4) for b = 1,
the equality occurs for the function f(z) = z(z +7v) /(1 +7z), 0 <y <L
It follows that

[f'(b) (1.4)

If'®)] =1, (1.5)
with equality only if f is of the form f(z) = ze®, 0 is real.
Moreover, if f(z) = ¢p2P + cpp12PT1 ... | then
0 2+ (16
1+ [y

It follows that |f'(b)] = p, with equality only if f is of the form f(z) =
= 2Pe" . is real.

Previously, R. Osserman examined sharp Schwarz inequality at the
boundary (see [3]). Afterwards, the Schwarz inequality that has been
obtained by V. Dubinin is strengthened (see [4]). Some other types of
strengthening inequalities are obtained in (see [5]).
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Our method depends on a classical results of Schwarz lemma on the
boundary. We will obtain more general results at the boundary. In the
following theorems, new inequalities of Schwarz inequality at the boundary
are obtained and the sharpness of these inequalities is proved.

Theorem 1. Let f(2) = z+c22+c32°+...  be a holomorphic function
in the disc D and %fa‘ < a for|z| <1, where 1 < a < 1—%\’
0 < A < 1. Further assume that, for some b € 0D, [ has an angular limit
f(b) at b, f(b) =0. Then

! o (1 — >‘)
> — .
7o) 2 1)
The equality in (1.7) holds if and only if
a(l—\)z(1—ze?)
a(l—a)ze? —al (1 — ze)’

f(z) =

where 0 is a real number.

Proof. Let ¢(z) = % . The function ¢(z) is holomorphic in the
unit disc D, |¢(z)| < 1 for |z| < 1, ¢(0) = 0 and |¢(b)| =1 for b € OD.

From (1.5), we obtain

/ 1—|p(0))? , 1— (L2 2 b
1< 18(6)] = M% 01 = - 1E;v<_)1))2 Lol
and
1< 0wl = CE ol (19)
Therefore, we have
o) = S0
If [ /(b)] = =3 from (1.8) and |¢/(b)| = 1, we obtain
f(z) = a(l—XN)z (1 — zew)

a(l—a)ze? —al (1 — ze?)’
Theorem 2. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1, we have

> 20e(1 = X)
T 2a—1+a(l—MN]e|"

|f'(b) (1.9)
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The inequality (1.9) is sharp with equality for the function

B a(l=A)z(1-2?)
Ly N § ey | e g v e

a(l=XN)|c . .
where a = % is an arbitrary number from [0, 1] (see (1.2)).

Proof. Let ¢(z) be the same as in the proof of Theorem 1. Using the
inequality (1.4) for the function ¢(z), we obtain

# / _M ,
e = 1O= oy Ol
2 2a—-1)
1_’_% < Oé(l—)\)lf(b)|
and
200(1 = N)

"(b)] > .
EACUE P VP
Now, we shall show that the inequality (1.9) is sharp. Choose an arbitrary
a € 10,1]. Let
a(l—=XN)z(1-22
() = u-z) -
a+(2a—1)az— (1 —a)2?2 —ar (1l —22)

Then

, (1-32%) (a4 (2a—1)az — (1 —a)2? — aX (1 - 2?))
z)=a(l—-X —
fe) ( ) (a+ (2a—1)az— (1 —a)z2—ar (1 —22))?

(2a—1)a—2(1—a)z+2a)z2) (2 — 23)

—a(l=X) 5
(a+ 2a—1)az— (1 —a)z2 —aA(l—22))
and (1N

1) = 20—~

7 “Uta)a-1)

Since a = W , (1.9) is satisfied with equality.
If f(2) = 2+ cp12PT + ¢py22P™ + ..., p > 1, is a holomorphic
function in D and % —a| < afor|z| <1, where § < a < H%’

0< A<, then

a(l=A)|z[(1+]z")
at+(1—a)lzl’ —aX (14 |z[")

|f(2)] <
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and
200 — 1

a(l=X)"

Theorem 3. Let z+cp12P T +cp 2222 4. .., p > 1, be a holomorphic

|ep41] < (1.10)

function in the disc D and % —a| < a for|z] < 1, where

% <a< 1_%\, 0 < X\ < 1. Further assume that, for some b € 0D, f has
an angular limit f(b) at b, f(b) =0. Then

a(l—=N)

/'O = po—" (1.11)

with equality in (1.11) if and only if f(2) is a function of the form

a(l=X)z (1 —zPe?)
(1 —a)zrei® — a) (1 — zpei?)’

1) ==

where 6 is a real number.
Proof. Using the inequality | f'(b)| > p for the function ¢(z), we obtain
¢'(b)] = p. So,

, L[] |, 1- ()7 |ro)
<P (b)) = ————— |/ (b)] = @l __
p < 16/ (b) TS0 EL0] o CnPal )
and
p<loe) = 0L (112

It | f/(b)] = p% from (1.12) and |¢'(b)| = p, we obtain

a(l=A)z (1 —2Pe®)
(1 — ) zrei® — ) (1 — zPeif)

zZ) =
12 ==
Theorem 4. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 3, we have

a(l—=2X) 2a—1—a(1—=X)|cpt]
. 1.1
a—1 ( e T a (=N |epu] (1.13)

/(o) =

The inequality (1.13) is sharp with equality for the function

a(l=XN)z(1+cz— 2Pt —czP)
1+4cz)— (1 —a) (2P +czP) —aX(1+ cz — 2Pt — c2P)

)
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a(l=M|ept1]
2a—1

Proof. Using the inequality (1.6) for the function ¢(z), we obtain

where ¢ = is an arbitrary number from [0,1] (see (1.10)).

1 —ay| / (20— 1) | £/ (b)]
+ < ¢ (b)| = —— LU L
3 1+|ap|_\¢()\ a(l1-))
(p)
where Jay| = [0 = el

Therefore, we take

a(l-=N)|cpt1]
- 75 _ @Qa-D)|fo)

Py et el S T a(l-A)
20— 1 —a(1—=N) |ept1] (2a —1)|f'(b)]
p+ S TaionN
2a—1+a(l—XN)|cpy] a(l—=2A)
and
|f’(b)|2M La-l-a(l-Nlegal)
200 — 1 200 — 1+ a (1= A)|epta]

The equality in (1.13) is obtained for the function

- a(l=XN)z(1+cz— 2Pt —czP)
S a(l4cz) = (1—a) (2P +czP) —al (1 +cz — 2Pt — c2P)

f(2)

as simple calculations show.

Theorem 5. Let z+cp12P T +cp22P2 4., p > 1, be a holomorphic
function in the disc D and ‘% —a’ < « for |z| < 1, where
% <a< 1—%’ 0 < X\ < 1. Further assume that, for some b € 0D, f has an
angular limit f(b) at b, f(b) = 0. Let a1, as,...,ay, be fized points of f(z)
in D that are different from zero. Then we have the inequality

n 2
fwnz“£;19<p+§jl‘“%'+

2
=1 |b — ak|

(20— 1) IT laxl — @ (1 = A) ey
+ b=l ) (1.14)
(20— 1) IT Jaxl + o (1 = A) e

b
I
—
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In addition, the equality in (1.14) occurs for the function

a(l—A)z(l—zp I %)
k=1 "
f(z) = 0 D ;
a—(1—-a)zr [] =2 — a)\(l — 2P [] IZ:#Z)
k=1 " k=1 "

where ay,as,...,a, are positive real numbers.

Proof. Consider the functions

N e U
M= e 2@ =1l

¢(z) and B(z) are holomorphic functions in D, and |¢(z)| < 1, |B(z)| < 1
for |z| < 1. By the maximum principle for each z € D, we have |¢(z)| <
< |B(z)|. The auxiliary function

P(z) _ p(z)=9(0) 1
B(Z) 1_@(0)@(2) l—n[ z—ay

Z — Qg
1—apz’

U(z) =

is holomorphic in D, and |¥(z)| < 1 for |z] < 1, ¥(0) =0 and |¥(b)| =1
for b € D.

Moreover, the geometric meaning of the derivative and the inequality
|p(2)|] < |B(z)| imply the relations

b'(b)
¢(b)

Besides, with simple calculations, we take

— 160 2 150 = 5.

, bB'(b) =1 —|ax|?
0155~ N

k=1

Using the inequality (1.6) for the function ¥(z), we obtain

P+

e < v - |

bo'(b) bB’(b)‘
L [kp| —

I\I,(p) (0) |
e

where |ky| = —;
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_ PO _ a-Nlepn

p! - ’
(2a=1) TIT lax|
k=1

Since |k, | we may write

1— a(l-=M|ept1]

il R - V(O o T
L Al = (1 dze ) a(l=2) H b —af*
(2a71)kl;[1\a1«\

D+

n

2a=1) IT lax| = a (1 = A) |epia] 1 (L=o)?
<

/(0]

k=1 a
2a—1) [T Jaul +a (1= Nepes] (1= 52(1) =)
k=1

p+

n n

,Zli‘ak‘ _ (20&71) f/(b)z]-lak|2 )

—p—a” a(l-N) b — ay

Therefore, we take the inequality (1.14).
The equality in (1.14) is obtained for the function

fz) = — = ~

as show simple calculations.
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