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HYPERBOLIC LAMBERT QUADRILATERALS AND
QUASICONFORMAL MAPPINGS

MATTI VUORINEN AND GENDI WANG

ABSTRACT. We prove sharp bounds for the product and the sum of two hyperbolic
distances between the opposite sides of hyperbolic Lambert quadrilaterals in the unit
disk. Furthermore, we study the images of Lambert quadrilaterals under quasiconformal
mappings from the unit disk onto itself and obtain sharp results in this case, too.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Given a pair of points in the closure of the unit disk B2, there exists a unique hyperbolic
geodesic line joining these two points. Hyperbolic lines are simply sets of the form C'NB2,
where C' is a circle perpendicular to the unit circle, or a Euclidean diameter of B?. For
a quadruple of four points {a,b, ¢, d} in the closure of the unit disk, we can draw these
hyperbolic lines joining each of the four pairs of points {a, b}, {b, ¢}, {c,d}, and {d,a} . If
these hyperbolic lines bound a domain D C B? such that the points {a,b, c,d} are in the
positive order on the boundary of the domain, then we say that the quadruple of points
{a,b,c,d} determines a hyperbolic quadrilateral Q(a,b,c,d) and that the points a,b, ¢, d
are its vertices. A hyperbolic quadrilateral with angles equal to 7/2,7/2,7/2,¢ (0 < ¢ <
7/2), is called a hyperbolic Lambert quadrilateral [Be, p. 156], see Figure 1. Observe
that one of the vertices of a Lambert quadrilateral may be on the unit circle, in which
case the angle at that vertex is ¢ = 0.

In this paper, we study bounds for the product and the sum of two hyperbolic distances
between the opposite sides of hyperbolic Lambert quadrilaterals in the unit disk. Also,
we consider the same product expression for the images of these hyperbolic Lambert
quadrilaterals under quasiconformal mappings from the unit disk onto itself. In particular,
we obtain similar results for ideal hyperbolic quadrilaterals, i.e., in the case when all the
vertices are on the unit circle and all the angles are zero. This follows, because an ideal
hyperbolic quadrilateral can be subdivided into four Lambert quadrilaterals.

For the formulation of our main results we introduce some notation — further notation
will be given below in Section 2. Let J*[a,b] be the hyperbolic geodesic line with end
points a,b € OB?, and let J[a, b] be the hyperbolic geodesic segment joining a and b when
a,b € B?, or the hyperbolic geodesic ray when one of the two points a, b is on 9B2.

Given two nonempty subsets A, B of B? (or of the upper half plane H?), let d,(A, B)
denote the hyperbolic distance between them, defined as

dp(Av B) = ireli p(l‘7y) )

yeB

where p(z,y) stands for the hyperbolic distance (2.4)) (or ([2.3) in the case A, B C H?).

We now formulate our main results.
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Theorem 1.1. Let Q(v,,vy,v.,vq) be a hyperbolic Lambert quadrilateral in B* and let
the quadruple of interior angles (5,5 ,¢,%), ¢ € [0,7/2), correspond to the quadruple
(Va s Vb, Ve, va) of vertices. Let dy = dp(J[va,va] , TV, Ve]) , do = dy(J[Va, vp] , J[ve, va]) (se€
Figure[1)), and let L = thp(v,,v.) € (0,1

didy < (arth (?L)) )

The equality holds if and only if v. is on the bisector of the interior angle at v,.

FIGURE 1. A hyperbolic Lambert quadrilateral in B2.

Theorem 1.2. Let Q(v,,vp,V,0q), di, do and L be as in Theorem . Let m =
2—L2)(3L%2—2), g = Lm/L2 ond vl = /1 — 2.
2 0 0
(1) If0 < L < /23, then

2\/§L)

arth L < dy + dy < arth <2+L2

The equality holds in the right-hand side if and only if v. is on the bisector of the interior
angle at v,.

(2) I /2 < L < \J2(v2 1), then

L(ro+ ()
thl <dy+dy, <arth| ——= .
ar 1 + 9 S ar (1 T L27’07“6

The equality holds in the right-hand side if and only if the interior angle between J[v,, vp]
and J[vg, v is arccosry or arccosry.

(3) If \/2(v/2 —1) < L < 1, then

/
arth (WQL) < dy + dy < arth <M) .

2+ L2 1+ L2rgr|
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The equality holds in the left-hand side if and only if v. is on the bisector of the interior
angle at v,. The equality holds in the right-hand side if and only if the interior angle
between J[vg,vy] and Jv,, v.] is arccosry or arccosry.

(4) If L =1, then
d; + dy > arth <%§> )

The equality holds if and only if v. is on the bisector of the interior angle at v,.

In a Lambert quadrilateral, the angle ¢ is related to the lengths dy, ds of the sides
”opposite” to it as follows [Bel Theorem 7.17.1]:

sh dish dy = cos ¢.

See also the recent paper of A. F. Beardon and D. Minda [BM, Lemma 5]. The proof of
Theorem yields the following corollary, which provides a connection between d;, do
and L = thp(v,, v,).

Corollary 1.3. Let L, dy and dy be as in Theorem[1.1. Then
th? dy + th?dy = L*.

By Theorem [1.1] and Theorem [1.2] we obtain the following corollary which deals with
the ideal hyperbolic quadrilaterals.

Corollary 1.4. Let Q(a,b,c,d) be an ideal hyperbolic quadrilateral in B?. Let dy =
dy(J*[a,d), J*[b, c]) and dy = d,(J*[a,b], J*[c,d]) (see Figure[d). Then
dydy < (2 log(v/2 + 1))2
and
dy + dy > 4log(v2 +1).
In both cases the equalities hold if and only if |a,b,c,d| = 2.

N\,

c

FIGURE 2. An ideal hyperbolic quadrilateral in B2.
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Remark 1.5. |a, b, c,d| = 2 means that there exists a Mdbius transformation f such that
fla) =1,f(b) =i,f(c) = —1,f(d) = —i, see (2.2).

Theorem 1.6. Let f : B> — B2 be a K -quasiconformal mapping with fB? = B? and let
Q(va, Vb, Ve, va), di,da, L be as in Theorem[1.1 Let A(K) be as in Lemmal4.4 and fi(r)
be as in Lemma [2.9(1) by taking ¢ = L. Denote Dy = d,(f(J[va,va)), f(J[ve, ve])) and
Ds = dy(f (Tt 0]}, £ (Sl 0a)).

(1) If0 < L < 9= ~ 0.761594, then

e2+1
2/K
DDy < A(K)? (arth (?L)) .

(2) IF S22 < L <1, then let vy, = 1671 & 0781504 g

fuly1—r])

fr(rr)
Let r,(K) be the unique solution r to the equation K fr,(r) = fr(v/1 —1r2) withr, <r < 1.
Further, define

T(xz,L) = arth(Lx) (arth (LM))UK ,0<x < 1.

L

My = > 1.

Then
2/K
2 vz )Y
DDy < A(K)*max < T(rp(K),L), | arth TL
if K> My, and
2/K
2
DDy < A(K)*max < T(ry, L), (arth <§L)>
if1<K < M,

Corollary 1.7. Let f : B2 — B? be a K-quasiconformal mapping with fB?> = B> and
let Q(a,b,c,d), di,dy be as in Corollary [1.4. Let A(K) be as in Lemma and fi(r)
be as in Lemma[2.9(1) by taking ¢ = 1. Denote Dy = d,(f(J*[a,d]), f(J*[b,c])) and
Dy = d,(f(J*[a,b]), f(J*[c,d])). Further denote 11 = 2/ ~ 0.886819 and

e+1
(e = 1)(log(ve +1) —log(ve — 1))
Ve
and define r1(K) to be the unique solution r to the equation K fi(r) = fi(v/1 —r?) with
r <r <1. With the notation

M, = ~ 1.46618

1/K

T(z) = arth(z) (mh(ﬂ)) M 0ca<t,
we have
DDy < A(K)? max {21+1/KT(T1(K)), (2 log(V/2 + 1))2}
of K > My, and

DD, < A(K)Zmax{21+1/KT(T1)7 (2 lOg(\/§+ 1))2}
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if1< K< M,.

2. PRELIMINARIES

It is assumed that the reader is familiar with basic definitions of geometric function
theory and quasiconformal mapping theory, see e.g. [Bel [V]. We recall here some basic
information on hyperbolic geometry [Be].

The chordal metric is defined by

_ lz—yl
(2'1) Q<x’y) \/W\/W7 T,y # 00,
Q($7OO) = ma T # 00,

for x,y € R2. o

For an ordered quadruple a,b, ¢, d of distinct points in R? we define the absolute ratio
by
a(a, c)q(b, d)
q(a,b)q(c,d)
It follows from (2.1)) that for distinct points a, b, c,d € R?
a—cllp—d
= blle—d|
The most important property of the absolute ratio is Mébius invariance, see [Be, Theorem
3.2.7], i.e., if f is a Mébius transformation, then

(@), £(b), f(c), f(d)] = |a, b, ¢, d],

for all distinct a, b, ¢, d € R2.
For a domain G C R? and a continuous weight function w : G — (0, 00) , we define the
weighted length of a rectifiable curve v C G to be

) = [l
g
and the weighted distance between two points x,y € G by
dy(z,y) = inf 4, (7),
v

la,b,c,d| =

(2.2) la,b,c,d| =

where the infimum is taken over all rectifiable curves in G joining z and y (z = (z1, x2), y =
(y1,y2)). It is easy to see that d,, defines a metric on G and (G, d,,) is a metric space. We
say that a curve v : [0,1] — G is a geodesic joining v(0) and (1) if for all ¢ € (0,1), we
have

dw(7(0),7(1)) = du(7(0),7(t)) + du((2), 7(1)).

The hyperbolic distance in H? and B? is defined in terms of the weight functions wyz(x) =
1/xy and wgz(z) = 2/(1 — |z|*), resp. We also have the corresponding explicit formulas

|z —yf?
2.3 h =1
(2.3) cosh piz(z,y) = 1+ = ol
for all z,y € H? [Bé, p.35], and

2 Ve yPr (- PP
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for all z,y € B? [Be, p.40]. In particular, for t € (0,1),

14+t
(2.5) pe2 (0, tex) = log - +t — Yartht.

There is a third equivalent way to express the hyperbolic distances. Let G € {H?, B?},
z,y € G and let L be an arc of a circle perpendicular to G with x,y € L and let
{z.,y.} = LN OG, the points being labelled so that ., z,y, y. occur in this order on L.
Then by [Bel, (7.2.6)]

(2.6) pa(r,y) = supflog|a,z,y,b| : a,b € 0G} = log |z, x,y,y.|.

We will omit the subscript G if it is clear from the context. The hyperbolic distance is
invariant under Mobius transformations of G onto G’ for G, G' € {H? B?}.

Hyperbolic geodesics are arcs of circles which are orthogonal to the boundary of the
domain. More precisely, for a,b € B? (or H?), the hyperbolic geodesic segment joining a
to b is an arc of a circle orthogonal to S' (or OH?). In a limiting case the points a and
b are located on a Euclidean line through 0 (or located on a normal of OH?), see [Be].
Therefore, the points z, and y, are the end points of the hyperbolic geodesic. For any two
distinct points the hyperbolic geodesic segment is unique (see Figure [3[ and . For basic
facts about hyperbolic geometry we refer the interested reader to [A], [Be] and [KLJ.

1 dy= 00 H?
e d
Jla, 0]
Jc,d] a /_\i)
¢ C R N
o b.
FiGure 3. Hyperbolic FiGUrRE 4. Hyperbolic
geodesic segments in H?. geodesic segments in B2.

By [K, Exercise 1.1.27] and [KV] Lemma 2.2], for z,y € R?\ {0} such that 0,z,y are
noncollinear, the circle S*(a,r,) containing z,y is orthogonal to the unit circle, where

1 ?) — (1 2 x — yl|x|y|* —
27) BT R 1 P | 2 e 1
2(:1:23/1 — $1y2) 2|y||:v1y2 - 37291|

For r, s € (0,4+00), the Hélder mean of order p is defined by

TP+ sP

1/p
Hy(r,s) = ( 5 ) for p#0, Hy(r,s)=+/rs.

For p = 1, we get the arithmetic mean A = Hy; for p = 0, the geometric mean G = H;
and for p = —1, the harmonic mean H = H_;. It is well-known that H,(r, s) is continuous
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and increasing with respect to p. Many interesting properties of Holder means are given
in [Bu| and [HLP].
A function f: I — J is called H, ,-conver (concave) if it satisfies

F(Hy(r,s)) < (Z)Hy(f(r), f(5))
for all r,s € I, and strictly H,,-convex (concave) if the inequality is strict except for
r = s. For H, ,convexity of some special functions the reader is referred to [AVV2, Bal
WZJ1l, WZJ2, [ZW(].

Some other notation is also needed in the paper. Let [a,b] be the Euclidean segment
with end points a and b. Let X, Y be the real axis and imaginary axis, resp. Let Arc(abc)
be the circular arc with end points a, ¢ and through b, and SArc(ac) be semicircle with
end point a, c.

The next lemma, so-called monotone form of I’Hopital’s rule, has found recently nu-
merous applications in proving inequalities. See the extensive bibliography of [AVZ].

Lemma 2.8. [AVVI] Theorem 1.25] For —oco < a < b < oo, let f,g : [a,b] = R
be continuous on [a,b], and be differentiable on (a,b), and let ¢'(x) # 0 on (a,b). If
f'(x)/d (x) is increasing (deceasing) on (a,b), then so are

fla) = fla) . flz) = f(b)
= and —F————=.
9(x) = g(a) g(x) = g(b)
If f'(z)/g'(z) is strictly monotone, then the monotonicity in the conclusion is also strict.

From now on we let ' =1 —712for 0 < r < 1.

Lemma 2.9. Let c € (0,1 and r € (0,1).
(1) The function f.(r) = :;Eﬁ?lc); is strictly decreasing and concave with range (0,1) if
c =1, and strictly decreasing with range (0,00) if 0 < ¢ < 1.

(2) The function F.(r) = arth(cr)arth(cr’) is strictly increasing on (0, ‘/75} and strictly

decreasing on [‘/75, 1) with maximum value (arth(‘/Tgc))Q.
Proof. (1) If ¢ =1, then fi(r) = ——. By differentiation,
hn(?">
!/
r)= ,
fl( ) hn(’l’)

where hyi(r) = arthr — 25 and hya(r) = (arthr)®. It is easy to see that hy(07) =
h12(0%) = 0. Then

Ru(r) — has(r)

Ma(r) — haa(r)’
where hy3(r) = (£)? and hy4(r) = arthr. Then hy3(0") = h14(07) = 0. By differentiation,
we have

Mio(r) _ 2r
Fra(r) ~ 72

which is strictly increasing. Hence by Lemma [2.8 Z:“g:; is strictly decreasing and so is f]
12

with f](r) < f{(07) = 0. Therefore, f; is strictly decreasing and concave on (0,1). The
limiting value f1(17) = 0 is clear and f;(07) = 1 by I’'Hopital’s Rule.
If 0 < ¢ <1, then

fe(r) = filer)h(r),
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where h(r) = 1—;;2’)2 By differentiation,
2(1 —¢?)
h'(r)=—-———1—=<0.
(r) crs
Therefore, f, is strictly decreasing. The limiting values are clear.

Fl(r) = —— (fc(’”>—1).

(2) By differentiation,

' fe(r) \ fe(r)
chc((g)) is strictly decreasing from (0,1) onto (0,00) by (1) and Fé(@) = 0. Then F,
is strictly increasing on (0, ‘/75] and strictly decreasing on [*/75, 1) with maximum value
F.(4). O
Lemma 2.10. Let c € (0,1], r € (0,1), m = /(2 — ¢2)(3c2 — 2) and rg = \/ —5-= m/CQ . Let

G.(r) = arth(er) + arth(cr’).

(1) If0 < c< \/E then the range of G. is (arthe, arth(gfg)]

(2) If \/7 <ec< V2 — 1), then the range of G, is (arthe, arth(C(TOMO) ).

1+c2ror),
(3) If \/2(v/2 — 1) < c <1, then the range of G. is [arth(%‘[f) ar th(lc(:g;;r?n?o)]
(4) If ¢ = 1, then the range of G. is [arth(%),oo).

Proof. 1t is clear that the limiting values

G.(07) = (1) = {

arthe, 0<c<1,
00, c=1.

Let
c(r+1')
14 c2rr’”

ge(r) = thGe(r) =

By differentiation, we have

(14 ') gl(r) = c(r' —r)(1 — & — Prr).

Making substitution of = r?

(2.11) 1—c—cr' =0
s dt—cz+(1-2)*=0.

, we get

Therefore, equation (2.11)) has no root if 0 < ¢? < % or ¢c =1, only one root ‘/75 if 2 = 2,

and two different roots rq,rj if 2 < ¢? < 1. It is obvious that ry € (0, ‘f).

It is easy to see that ¢ = g.(0) < gc(\f) cif and only if ¢2 < 2(v/2—1) ~ 0.828427.

w

- 2+02

V2

¥2,10) and decreasing on (ro, V2) (10, 1).

If \/g < ¢ <1, g. is increasing on (0,79) , ( 2

Now we get the following conclusions.

(HIfo<e< \/g, g.(r) = 0 is equivalent to r = ‘/75 Then

arth ¢ = arth(g.(0)) < Ge(r) < arth(g.(v/2/2)) = arth <22\—?062) :
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2) If\/g<c< \/2(v/2 — 1), then

c(ro +1p)
= < = —_— .
arth ¢ = arth(g.(0)) < G.(r) < arth(g.(ro)) = arth <1 027“07“6>

(3) If 1/2(v/2 — 1) < ¢ < 1, then

arth (m) = arth(5:(V2/2)) < Gulr) < arth(g(r)) = anth 15210 ).

2+ ¢ 1+ ror,

(4) If ¢ = 1, then
G.(r) > arth(g;(v/2/2)) = arth(2v/2/3).

This completes the proof. 0

Lemma 2.12. Let r € (0,1).
(1) The function hy(r) = argm

2) The function h(r) = —L—+ —— is strictly increasing on (0, v2 , strictly decreasing
2

— arthr arthr
\/757 1), and concave on (0,1) with range (1, %]

is strictly increasing and concave with range (0,1).

on |

Proof. (1) The monotonicity and the limiting values of h; can be easily obtained by

Lemma -

Now we prove the concavity of hy. By differentiation,

() =

r — r?arthr’
rr’(arthr’)?
and
(2.13) R (r)r?r®(arthr’)® = 202 — ’arthr’ — 72 (arth ') = 11 ().
Then ), (r) = 2r? — rarthr — r"?(arthr)? and by differentiation
W) =1 (= n(r)),
where ¢5(r) = =5 4+ 322 — 2(arthr)?. Since

147 = r
arthr = = log1 :Z

we have

r2rh(r) = (r* 4+ 2r? — 3)arthr — 3 + 3r

0 r2nts 0 r2nt3 o0 r2ntl
= 2 -3
;;2n+1+ ;212—1-1 ;2n+1

B 16(n — 1) nt1
B ;(Qn—S)(Zn—l)(Qn—l—l) > 0.

Hence 1), is increasing with 15(07) = 4 and ), is decreasing with t1(07) = 0. Therefore
by (2.13]), A7 is negative and h] is decreasing. Then h; is concave on (0, 1).

(2) By differentiation,
W(r) = F(r) + By (1) = fi(r) = S F1 (),
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where fi(r) = —— = hy(r’). It is easy to see that h’(‘g) = 0. Therefore, h is strictly

arthr

increasing on (0, g] and strictly decreasing on [¥2,1). By (1) and Lemma (1), B is

9
strictly decreasing and h(0") = h(17) = 1. Hence h is concave and

V2
log(v2+1)’

This completes the proof. 0

1 < h(r) < h(V2/2) =

Lemma 2.14. Let p € R, r € (0,1), and C =1 — % ~ 0.376775. Let

() r [ arthr "'

r)=— :

I r’ \ arthr’

(1) g is strictly decreasing if p < 0 and strictly increasing if p > C.

(2) If p € (0,C), then there exists exactly one point ry € (0, @) such that g is increasing

on (0,79), (ry, 1) and decreasing on (ro,1y).
(3) If p € (0,C), then g(0*) = 0 and g(17) = oc.

Proof. (1) By logarithmic differentiation,

rr’?arthrarthr’  ¢'(r) arth rarth r’
rarthr’ 4+ r’arthr  g(r) rarthr’ + r’arthr

(i)

1
1—-——XL
0< h(r)_C’,

we see that ¢ is strictly increasing if p > C and decreasing if p < 0.

where h(r) is as in Lemma [2.12{2). Since

(2) If p € (0,C), then there exists exactly one point ry € (0, \/75) such that ¢'(rg) =
g'(r) = 0 because 1 — ﬁ is increasing on (0, \/75) and decreasing on (*/75, 1) by Lemma
2.12(2). Therefore, ¢ > 0 if r € (0,79) U (ry,1) and ¢" < 0 if r € (ro,7(). Hence g is
increasing on (0,79), (ry, 1) and decreasing on (rg, ().

(3) Since 0 < p < C <1 and

. (arthy’)t=p . 1—p rP
lim ———— = lim . =0,
r—0+ rp r—0t p  r'(arthr’)?
we have
r o \'=r (1Y (arths’)!=?
rir(r)g‘ 9(r) rg(?+ arthr <r/ ) r—P
and
lim g(r) = 1 arthr’\ ' 77 PP
im g(r) = lim T ———— = 00.
=Y r—1- r (arthr)l-»

This completes the proof. 0
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Theorem 2.15. Let C be as in Lemmal[2.14. Then for allr € (0,1),
2

(2.16) Hy(arthr, arthr’) < arth (%)

holds if and only if p <0, and

2
(2.17) Hy(arthr, arthr’) > arth (%)

holds if and only if p > C. The equalities hold if and only if r = 1" = ‘/75 and all
inequalities are sharp in both cases.

Proof. We immediately obtain the inequality (2.16)) if p = 0 by Lemma[2.9(2). Therefore,
it suffices to discuss the case p # 0.

Let
1. (arthr)? + (arthr’)?

, p#0.

By differentiation,

(arth /)1
' ((arthr)P + (arthr’)P)

7o) = - (90r) ~ 1),

where g(7) is as in Lemma [2.14] and it is easy to see that g(‘/TE) =1.

Case 1. p < 0. f is strictly increasing on (0, ‘/i) and strictly decreasing on (‘/75, 1) by
Lemma [2.14(1). Therefore, f(r) < f( 2) for all p < 0.
Case 2. p > C. By Lemma [2.14(1), f is strictly decreasing on (0, \/75) and strictly

increasing on( , 1), and hence f(r) > f(‘/Ti)

Case 3. p € ( ,C). By Lemma [2.14](2), there exists exactly one point 7, € (0,rg) such
that g(r1) = g(r}) = 1, where ry € (0, ﬁ) is as in Lemma [2.14(2). Then f is strictly
(

decreasing on (0,71), (‘/5 i) and strictly increasing on (74, 22) , (r,1). Thus,

fm) = £0h) < F(v2/2).
Since f(07) = f(17) = oo, there exists r € (0,71) U (], 1) such that
F(V2/2) < f(ra).

Therefore, neither (2.16]) nor (2.17) holds for all r € (0,1).
This completes the proof of Theorem [2.15] 0

Lemma 2.18. Let r € (0,1).

_ r"arthr—r(14r2)

1) The function f(r) = - . —~ 1s strictly decreasing with range (—oo, —2).
r2((14r2)arthr—r)
(2) For p € R define

parthr arthr

— (1 +7%)

(i) If p > =2, then the range of hy, is (—oo,p).
(11) If p < =2, then the range of hy, is (—oo, C(p)], where C(p) = sup h,(r) € (p,—1)

0<r<1
with lim C(p) = =2 and lim C(p) = —oc.
p——2 p——00

hy(r) =1+ pr

r
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Proof. (1) Let fi(r) = r?arthr — T(%ﬁ and fo(r) = (1 + r?)arthr — r, then f1(07) =
f2(07) = 0. By differentiation, we have

filr) 2r B 2

- _1— =1-—=
F50r) r2(r + r’?arthr) 72 (1 + ﬁ_g:;)
where f3(r) = arthr and fy(r) = J5. It is easy to see that f3(0%) = f4(07) = 0, then
f3(r) 1"

filtr) 1472

which is strictly decreasing. Hence by Lemma ﬁg:i is strictly decreasing and so is f
2

with f(07) = —2. Since (1 + r?)arthr — r > 0 and by 'Hopital’s Rule,
arthr r’?

= lim — =10
=2 r—1- 2r ’

(2.19) lim

r—1=- T
we get f(17) = —oc0.

(2) By Lemma [2.12(1) and ([2.19), it is easy to see that h,(0%) = p and h,(17) = —o0.
Next by differentiation, we have

i) =+ (4™ 1) (10 - ),

r

where f(r) is as in (1).

If p> —2, and by (1), we see that p > f(r), which implies that h, is strictly decreasing
and hence h,(r) < p.

If p < —2, since the range of f is (—oo, —2), we see that there exists exactly one point
ro € (0,1) such that p = f(rg). Then h, is increasing on (0, ry) and decreasing on (7o, 1).
Since

th th
hy(r) = —1+2 (1 — 7~> +(p+ D= < L,

by the continuity of h,, there is a continuous function
C(p) = sup1 hy(r)

0<r<
with p < C(p) < —1, lim C(p) = —2 and lim C(p) = —c0. O
p——2 p——00
Lemma 2.20. Let p,q € R, r € (0,1), and let C(p) be as in Lemma(2.1§(2). Let
_arth? 'y
Ipa(r) = 1,

(1) If p > =2, then g, , is strictly increasing for each ¢ > p, and g, , is not monotone for
any q < p.

(2) If p < =2, then g, 4 is strictly increasing for each ¢ > C(p), and g, , is not monotone
for any q < C(p).

Proof. By logarithmic differentiation in r,

Gpglr) 1 B
Ipa(r) T’Qarthr(q fip(r)),

where h,(r) is as in Lemma [2.18(2). Hence the results immediately follow from Lemma
5.15(2). O
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The following theorem studies the H), ,-convexity of arth.

Theorem 2.21. The inverse hyperbolic tangent function arth is strictly Hy, ,-convex on
(0,1) if and only if (p,q) € D1 U Dy, where

Dy ={(p,q)] =2 < p <400, p < q < +o0},

Dy ={(p,q)] =00 <p <=2, C(p) < q < +oo},
and C(p) is a continuous function as in Lemma[2.18(2). There are no values of p and g
for which arth is H, ,-concave on the whole interval (0,1).
Proof. The proof is divided into the following four cases.
Case 1. p# 0 and ¢ # 0. We may suppose that 0 < x <y < 1. Define
arth?z + arth?y
5 :

Let t = Hy(z,y), then g—; = 2(&)P~1. If z < y, we see that ¢ > z. By differentiation, we
have

F(l’,y) = arth? (Hp(xa y)) -

oF o, arth® 't arth? 'z
dr 2" tr=1p2 gp-lgn
Case 1.1. p > =2, q > p, and pg # 0. By Lemma |2.20(1), ?9_1; < 0if g < 0and %—5 > 0 if

g > 0. Then F(z,y) is strictly decreasing and F(z,y) > F(y,y) = 0if ¢ < 0, and F(x,y)
is strictly increasing and F(x,y) < F(y,y) = 0 if ¢ > 0. Hence we have

arth(H,(z,y)) < Hy(arthx, arthy)

with equality if and only if z = y.

In conclusion, arth is strictly H, ,-convex on (0,1) for (p,q) € {(p,q)] —2<p < 0,p <
q<0}U{(p,q)]—2<p<0,¢>0}U{(p,q)|0<p<+00,q>p}.

Case 1.2. p > —2, g < p, and pq # 0. By Lemma (1)7 with an argument similar to
Case 1.1, it is easy to see that arth is neither H, ,-concave nor H,, ,~convex on the whole
interval (0, 1).

Case 1.3. p < =2, ¢ > C(p), and pg # 0. By Lemma M(Q), g—i < 0if ¢ < 0 and
98 > 0if ¢ > 0. Then F(z,y) is strictly decreasing and F(z,y) > F(y,y) = 0if ¢ <0,
and F'(z,y) is strictly increasing and F(z,y) < F(y,y) = 0 if ¢ > 0. Hence we have

arth(H,(z,y)) < H,(arthx, arth y)

with equality if and only if x = .

In conclusion, arth is strictly H, ,~convex on (0, 1) for (p,q) € {(p,q)lp < —2,C(p) <
g <0yU{(p,q)lp <—2,4>0}.

Case 1.4. p < =2, q < C(p), and pq # 0. By Lemma M(Q), with an argument similar
to Case 1.3, it is easy to see that arth is neither H,, ,~concave nor H, ,-convex on the whole
interval (0, 1).

Case 2. p#£0and ¢g=0. For 0 <z <y <1, let

arthz(Hp(x, v))

F =
(z.9) arth z arthy

and t = H,(x,y). If v <y, we see that ¢ > z. By logarithmic differentiation, we obtain

10F _ -1 (artht)"'  (artha)~! '
F Oz

tp—ltl2 xp—lx/2
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Case 2.1. —2 < p < 0 and ¢ = 0 > p. By Lemma M(l), we have ?—i > 0 and
F(z,y) < F(y,y) = 1. Hence we have

arth(H,(z,y)) < y/arthzarthy

with equality if and only if x = y.

In conclusion, arth is strictly H, ,~convex on (0, 1) for (p,q) € {(p,q)| —2<p<0,q=
0}.

Case 2.2. p > 0 and ¢ = 0 < p. By Lemma [2.20(1), with an argument similar to
Case 2.1, it is easy to see that arth is neither H, ,-concave nor H, ,~convex on the whole
interval (0, 1).

Case 2.3. p < —2. We have ¢ = 0 > C(p), and by Lemma [2.20[2), with an argument
similar to Case 2.1, it is easy to see that arth is H,, ,-convex on (0, 1) for (p, q) € {(p,q)|p <

—2,q = 0}.
Case 3. p=0and ¢ #0. For 0 <z <y <1, let
arth?z 4+ arth?y

F(z,y) = arth?(\/zy) 5 ,
and t = \/zy. If x <y, we have that ¢t > x. By differentiation, we obtain
oF ¢ (arthq_lt arthq_1x>

Or  2r 12 plgr

Case 3.1. ¢ > p = 0. By Lemma [2.20(1), we have %—i >0 and F(x,y) < F(y,y) = 0.
Hence we have

arth(y/zy) < Hy(arthz, arthy)

with equality if and only if z = y.
In conclusion, arth is strictly H, ,~convex on (0,1) for (p,q) € {(p,q)|p = 0,q > 0}.
Case 3.2. ¢ < p=0. By Lemma (1), with an argument similar to Case 3.1, it is
easy to see that arth is neither H, ,-concave nor H, ,~convex on the whole interval (0, 1).
Case 4. p=q=20. By Case 1.1, for all z,y € (0,1), we have

arth(H,(z,y)) < Hy(arthz, arthy), for p>—-2 and p#0.
By the continuity of H, in p and arth in z, we have
arth(Hy(z,y)) < Ho(arthz, arth y).
In conclusion, arth is strictly Hyo-convex on (0, 1).
This completes the proof of Theorem [2.21] O
Setting p = 1 = ¢ in Theorem [2.21], we easily obtain the convexity of arth.

Corollary 2.22. The inverse hyperbolic tangent function arth is strictly convexr on (0,1).

By (2.5)), Theorem has a simple application to the hyperbolic metric.
Corollary 2.23. Let z € SY(H,(|z|, |y|)). Then for all x,y € B*\ {0} and p > —2

p(0,2) < Hy(p(0, ), p(0,y))

with equality if and only if |x| = |y|.
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3. SOME PROPOSITIONS FOR HYPERBOLIC METRIC

Next we give some geometric propositions for the hyperbolic metric.

Proposition 3.1. Let ¢,d be arbitrary two points on the unit circle such that 0,c,d are
noncollinear. Let b € [c,d) N B?, {a} = [0,b] N J*[c,d], and let s be the midpoint of the
Euclidean segment [c,d]|. Then

(1) a is the hyperbolic midpoint of the hyperbolic segment J|0,b];

(2) s is on the hyperbolic circle S,(a, p(0,a)) = {z|p(z,a) = p(0,a)}.

FIGURE 5. The point a is the hyperbolic midpoint of J[0, ] . The circular
arc (cad) is orthogonal to the unit circle. Here s is the Euclidean midpoint
of the chord |c, d].

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume ¢ = €' and d = e, where 0 < a <
/2.
(1) The point a is the hyperbolic midpoint of the hyperbolic segment J[0, b]
1+ |b| 1+ |a 2|al
=21 = .
T~ 2T ¢ = T ap

Let b = [ble’’( —% < 8 < Z). Then by the orthogonality of J*[c,d] and the unit circle

(3.2) < p(0,b) =2p(0,a) < log

| la” + |w]* = r*

s=cosa = |blcos 5 =|b
2]af|w]

I

where w = 1/cosa and r = /|w|? — 1 are the center and the radius, resp., of the circle
containing ¢, d and orthogonal to dB?. Therefore, the last equality in (3.2)) holds and a
is the hyperbolic midpoint of .J]0, b].

(2) It is easy to see that [0, b] is also the Euclidean diameter of S,(a, p(0, a)) by geometric
observation and (1). Therefore, s is on the hyperbolic circle S,(a, p(0, a)), see Figure[s O

Proposition 3.3. Let J; = J*[¢*, —e™@], Jo = J*[—€'®, 7] be two hyperbolic geodesics
in B2, 0<a<m/2. Let {tes} = JiNY, see Figure|d Then

14t
1—t

(3.4) dp(J1, J2) = p(—tea, tes) = 2log
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Proof. Let g : B> — H? be a Mobius transformation which satisfies g(i) = oo and g(—i) =
0. Then g([—teq,tes]) = [g(—tes), g(tes)] which is on the ray emanating from 0 and
perpendicular to OH?. By the orthogonality of J;(i = 1,2) and Y, we get

Ty = g( 1) = Arc(g(—e")gltea)g(e™))  J3 = g(J2) = Arc(g(—e")g(—tea)g(e™™)).

Here g(—e™ ™) = —g(e'®) and g(—e™) = —g(e™@), see Figure [7| For every rectifiable arc
Yoy, T € Ji and y € J5, by geometric observation we get

| gtz | e
Z| = 21y
Yoy A2, ) lo(—te) glte2)) 42, OH?)
and hence
(35) dp(‘]fajék) = p<g<_t62>79(te2))'
Since the hyperbolic distance is invariant under Mobius transformations, by (3.5)) we get
1+t
dy(J1, J2) = p(—te, tez) = 2log 11—

e

\
N
AN

{

!

-
-
-

FIGURE 6 FIGURE 7

The Mobius transformation g maps the unit disk in Figure |§| onto the upper
half plane in Figure [7]

Let J3 = J*[e", e7@] and Jy = J*[—e @ —e]. Let {se;} = J3sN X. Since the
hyperbolic distance is invariant under rotations, by Proposition we also obtain

(3.6) d,(Js, Ju) = p(—seq, seq).

By the proof of Proposition [3.3, J; = g(J3) = SArc(g(e®)g(e™*)) and J; = g(Jy) =
SArc(g(—e™)g(—e™)). Then g maps Arc((—i)(se;)i) to the ray emanating from 0 and
tangent to J; at the point g(se;). Similarly, g maps Arc((—:)(—se;)i) to the ray emanating
from 0 and tangent to J; at the point g(—se;). Then we have

(3.7) dp(J5, J5) = p(g(—ser), g(ser)).
Remark 3.8. By and (@, we find the two distances between the opposite sides

for the hyperbolic quadrilaterals with four vertices e, —e™™® —ei® e~ on the unit circle

Y

and the counterpart for the upper half plane by and .
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4. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

Proof of Theorem [1.1] Since the hyperbolic distance is M6bius invariant, we may assume

that v, =0, v, ison X, vgison Y and v, =te??, 0 <t <land 0 < 6 < 7 (see Figure .

Then by (2.7) the circle S*(b, ;) through v, and v, is orthogonal to OB?, where

1+¢2 1 4 12)? — 4t% cos? 0

= + and rl,:\/<+ ) o8 .
2t cos 0 2t cos 0

By Proposition [3.3] we get

1—|—(b—’l“b) 2t
dl = p(O,Ub) = logm = arth (1 T COS@) .

Similarly, we get

2t
dy = p(0,vg) = arth <1 o in 9> :

Then
dydy = arth(Lr)arth(Ls"),
where L = 25 = thp(0,v.) € (0,1] and r = cos# € (0,1). By Lemma (2), we have
2
2
dldg < <arth (%L)) .
This completes the proof of Theorem [I.1] O

Proof of Theorem[1.3. By the proof of Theorem [I.1], we have
dy + dy = arth(Lr) + arth(Lr'),
where L € (0,1] and r € (0,1). Then by Lemma [2.10, the desired conclusion follows. [

Proof of Corollary[1.4 There exists a Mobius transformation g which maps a, b, ¢, d to

c
el —e ' —e' e~ resp., where o = arccos /1/|a,b,c,d| € (0,7/2), see Figure @ By
Proposition [3.3] and the proof of Theorem we have

(4.1) d; = 2arthr and dy = 2arths’
where r = cos a.
Therefore, by Theorem [I.1] and Theorem [I.2] we have
2
didy = 4(arthr)(arthr’) < <Zarth(\/§/2)>

and
dy + dy = 2(arthr 4 arthr’) > 4arth(v/2/2).
The equalities hold if and only if a = 7, namely, |a,b, ¢, d| = L =2

cos?

This completes the proof of Corollary O

Let G,G' be domains in R® and let f : G — G’ be a homeomorphism. Then f is
K-quasiconformal if

MIT)/K < M(fT) < KM(T)
for every curve family I' in G, where M(I") is the modulus of T', see [V 10.9].
For r € (0,1) and K > 1, we define the distortion function

o (r) = p " (u(r)/K),
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where pu(r) is the modulus of the planar Grotzsch ring, see [Vl Exercise 5.61].

Lemma 4.2. [BV, Theorem 1.10] Let f : B*> — B? be a K-quasiconformal mapping with
fB? = B2, and let p be the hyperbolic metric of B2. Then

p(f(@), f(y)) < A(K) max{p(z,y), p(z,y)""}
for all z,y € B?, where A(K) = 2arth(pk(thi)) and

K <u(K —1)+1 <log(ch(Karch(e))) < A(K) <v(K —1)+ K
(

with w = arch(e)th(arch(e)) > 1.5412 and v = log(2(1 + /1 —1/€?)) < 1.3507. In

particular, A(1) = 1.

Proof of Theorem[1.0. In the same way as in the proof of Theorem we still assume
that v, =0, v, ison X, vgison Y and v, =te®?, 0 <t <land 0 < 6 < 2 (see Figure |1)).
Then
d; = p(0,vy) = arth(Lr) and dy = p(0,v4) = arth(Ls'),
where 0 < L<land 0 <r < 1.
By Lemma 4.2, we have
DD, p(f(0), f(vs))p(f(0), f(va))
A(K)2 max{p((), Ub)v p(07 Ub)l/K} ’ max{p(O, Ud)v p(07 Ud)l/K}
= A(K)?max{dy,d)*} - max{ds, dy/*}.
(1)0< L < 62;} ~ 0.761594. This implies that d; < 1 and dy < 1. Then by Theorem
LT

<
<

2/K
D1Dy < A(K)?(dydy)YE < A(K)? (mh (%%)) .

(2) ;;} <L<1.

Case 1. 0765594 s %zz;} =rp <r < 1. This implies that d; > 1 and dy < 1. Then

dydy™ = arth(Lr)(arth(Lr'))Y% = Fy g (r).
By logarithmic differentiation, we have

(4 3) F[/J,K(r) _ Lr fL(T) B i
' Fre(r) (1 —(Lr)»arth(Lr') \ fo(r') K’
where fr(r) = :;rgﬁ&)f) By Lemma (1), ]{LL((T,)) is strictly decreasing from (7, 1) onto
(0, 7). Here My = #EC8 > 1 since ry, ~ 279054 > (761594 > 0.707107 ~ 2.
Case 1.11 < K < M. By (4 , we have Fp g (r) < 0 and hence FL,K( ) is strictly

decreasing on (rp,1). Therefore,

(4.4) dydy™ < Fy, i (r) = arth(Lrp)(arth(Lr} )/ %

Case 1.2 K > M. There exists exactly one point r1,(K) € (rr, 1) such that % =

+. Then Fy, g is strictly increasing on (r, r(K)) and strictly decreasing on (rp(K),1).
Therefore,

45)  didY/™ < Fpg(ry(K)) = arth (Lry(K)) (arth (L 1 rL(K)2>>1/ .
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Case 2. \/1—12 < r < rp. This implies that d; < 1 and dy < 1. Since ‘/75 ~
0.707107 € (/1 —1%,71) , by Theorem [L.1] we have

2/K
(4.6) (dydy)YE < <arth (?L)) :

Case 3. 0 < r < /1 —r%. This implies that d; < 1 and dy > 1. Putting p = r/, we
have r;, < p <1 and

dy/ X dy = arth(Lp)(arth(Lp'))"/¥ .

Hence Case 3 is the same as Case 1.

Therefore, by (4.4) and (4.6)), we have if 1 < K < M,

DiDy < A(K)?max { arth(Lr) (arth (LM))I/K , (mh (?L))

And by (4.5) and (4.6), we have if K > M,

2/K

2/K
1/K 2
DlDQ < A(K)Z max arth(L’l“L(K)) (arth <L 1-— 7"L<K)2>> ’ (arth (%L))
This completes the proof of Theorem [1.6, 0

Proof of Corollary[1.7]. First, let g be the same as in the proof of Corollary [T.4] Let
{se1} = g(J*[a,d)) N X, {tea} = g(J*[a,b]) NY and denote
21 =g se1), 2o =g (tes), 23 =g (—se1), 24 = g *(—tey).
Since the hyperbolic distance is Mbius invariant, by the proof of Corollary [T.4] we get
dy = p(z1, z3) = 2arthr and dy = p(22, 24) = 2arthr’, 0 <r < 1.
Then by Lemma 4.2 we have
DiDy < p(f(21), f(23))p(f(22), f(24))
< A(K)?max{p(z1, 23), p(21, 23) "} - max{p(za, 24), p(2a, 24) "}

A(K)? max{d;, d}/™} - max{ds, di/*}.

Case 1. 0.886819 ~ 2Y¢ =y <7 < 1. This implies that d; > 1 and dp < 1. Then

dldé/K = 2/ K grth r(arth ) VK = 21+1/KF17K(7*).

Let M; = 209 where fi(r) = =+ . By the proof of Case 1 in Theorem , we have

fi(r1)? arthr
the following conclusions.

Case 1.11 < K < M;.
(4.7) dldé/K < QWVE R 1o (ry) = 2" K arth vy (arth 7)) V5.

Case 1.2 K > M;. There exists exactly one point 1 (K) € (rq, 1) such that %
1 —-ri

+. Therefore,
/K 1+1/K _ 9l+1/K _ 2 /K
(4.8)  dydy" <2 Fig(ri(K)) =2 arth (r(K)) (arth (/1 — r(K) :
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Case 2. 0.462117 ~ % = /1 —7r? <r <r; =~ 0.886819. This implies that d; > 1 and

dy > 1. Since ‘/75 ~ 0.707107 € (/1 —r},r1) , by Corollaryn we have
2
(4.9) dids < (2 log(v/2 + 1))

Case 3. 0 < r < /1 —r? ~ 0.462117. This implies that d; < 1 and dy > 1. Putting
p=1', we have ry < p <1 and

A2/ dy = 217V K arth p(arth p') V=,

Hence Case 3 is the same as Case 2.
Therefore, by (4.7) and (4.9), we have if 1 < K < M,

2
DDy < A(K)? max {21+1/Karth 7y (arth ) VK, (2 log(v2 + 1)> } :

And by (4.8) and (4.9)), we have if K > M;,

D1Dx < A ma {2 arth (1 () (et (VI= (R T))

2
, (2 log(v2 + 1)) } .
This completes the proof of Corollary O
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