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GAUSSIAN INTEGRAL MEANS OF ENTIRE FUNCTIONS: LOGARITHMIC CONVEXITY
AND CONCAVITY

CHUNJIE WANG AND JIE XIAO

ABSTRACT. For0 < p < oo anda € (—oo,00) we determine when thé&” integral mean oz €

C : |z| < r} of an entire function with respect to the Gaussian area meas('*” dA(z) is logarithmic
convex or logarithmic concave.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let dA be the Euclidean area measure in the finite complex ptané&or any real numbes and
0 < p < o0, the Gaussian integral means of an entire funcfiorC — C are defined by

/ FPee dA(z)
{z€C: |z|<r}

Mpalfsr) = , 0<r<oo.
/ eall? dA(z)
{2€C: |2|<r}

This concept lies in the theory of Fock spaces; see [7].
The famous Hadamard’s three circles theorem for the abaire danction f (cf. [1]) states that if

O<r <r<ryg <o
M(f,s) = max{|f(z)]; || < s} for s € (0,00),

then

(n :—i) nM(f,r) < (10 22) nM(f,r) + (In :—1) InM(f, 72),

i.e.,In M(f,r)is convex inlnr. Continuing from[[2] and its prior work [3, 4] 5] 6], this papevestigates

such an analogous probleM(hen is the function — In M,, ,(f, ) convex or concave imr? In what

follows, we will see that a resolution of this question degeean the parameterand its induced function
1 _ e—O!CC

o) =———, 0<z<o0.
a

Theorem 1. Leta < 0. Suppose both — M (z) andz — M’(x) are positive on0, co). Then the

function
/ (t)e *dt

2+ In 22
/ e~ Mt
0

is convex ifln z for = in an open interval C (0, co) provided that the following conditions are satisfied:
(i) z+— In M (x)is convex innz for z € I,
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(i
M ()

. [2(1 — az) — p(@)][ap(@)* — 2(1 + ax)p(z) + 2a]
M(x)

(p(z) = 2)fr — (1 + az)p(x)]

As a straightforward consequence of Theokém 1, the follgwegarithmic convexity foM,, ,(f,-) is
similar to Corollary 8 in[[2].

> for z € I.

Corollary 2. Let(«,p) € (—00,0) x (0,00). If f: C — Cis an entire function, then — In M,, (f, )
is convex inn r for r € (0, \/%) wherety = 1.79 - - - is the unique root ofi(t) = e’ — 1 —¢ — 2 on
(0, 00).

During the process of extending Theorem 1 frono (0, oo), we find the following assertion.
Theorem 3. Leta < 0. Suppose botl — M (x) andz — M'(x), are positive o0, oc). Then the

function
/ M(t)e *dt

0
is convex ifn z for x € (0, o) provided that

( M’(m))l 2 )0 2 e (0 m)

L = z(1—ax)—p(z)]?

M (x) w, x € [x9,00),
wherezy = —ty/a is the unique root of(1 — az) — ¢(z) on (0, c0).

z—In

As a by-product of Theorefi 3, the following corollary extstide logarithmic convexity d¥1,, »(f, -)
from I to (0, 00).

Corallary 4. Let(a,p) € (—00,0) x (0,00). If f : C — C s an entire function, then — In M,, ,(f,r)
is convex innr for r € (0, co) if

M'(@) _ [#(1 — ax) - p(a)]?
<°””M<x>> S e R

wherez = r2, M(z) = 27| f(\/ze) [P df andz, is as the same as above.

3321'07

However, whenever handling the logarithmic concavity weehanly one situation as follows.

Theorem 5. Leta > 0. SupposeV/ (z) & M'(z) are positive andV”(z) exists forz € (0,00). If
x +— In M (x) is concave ifin z for = € (0, o), then the function

/ M(t)e *dt
0

Note that for any nonnegative integethe classical integral mean of is both logarithmic convex
and logarithmic concave. So, we obtain the following camll which is part (i) ofl[2, Theorem 7].

T +— In

is also concave imn z for x € (0, ).

Corollary 6. Let (a,p) € [0,00) x (0,00). If k is a nonnegative integer, then the functien—
In M, (¥, 7) is concave ifn r for r € (0, oo).

Notation In the forthcoming sections, we will employ the symbBolwhen a new notation is intro-
duced, but also use the notatibh~ V whenU andV have the same sign.
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2. FOURLEMMAS

This section collects four lemmas which will be used in thegis of TheoremBI[iBL5.
The first two lemmas come froml[2]

Lemma 7. Suppose is positive and twice differentiable dn, co). Then

(@) f(z) is convex inln z if and only if f(z?) is convex inlnz and f(z) is concave inn z if and
only if f(«2) is concave ifn z.
(b) Let

_fl@)  f'=) <J”(96)>2
PUCD =50 Y~ )

Thenln f(z) is convex inn z if and only if D(f(x)) > 0 andln f(x) is concave irn z if and

only if D(f(x)) < 0forall z € (0,00).
Lemmas8. Supposef = f1/ f2 is a quotient of two positive and twice differentiable fumas on(0, co).
Then

D(f(z)) = D(fi(x)) — D(f2())

for z € (0, 00). Consequentlyin f(x) is convex inn z if and only if

D(fi(x)) = D(fa(x)) = 0

on (0, 00) andln f(z) is concave ifn x if and only if
D(fi(x)) — D(f2(x)) <0
on (0, c0).
We next establish several estimates for the funcgion
Lemma9. Suppose

a € R;
x € [0, oo)
p=p)=[je —ot? 9t = Jo e tdt = }a (e —1).
Then
(@ 1 - ap(z) = ¢'(2).
(b) p(z) — 2z > 0whena < 0andy(x) — 2 < 0 whena > 0.
©) g1(z) :L'(l —ax) — p(z) < 0whena > 0.
(d) g2(2) = ap®(z) — 2(1 + aw)p(x) + 22 < 0.
(€) g3(z) =z — (1 4+ ax)p(z) is nonnegative whea < 0 and not positive whea > 0.

Proof. Part (a) follows from the fact that
1 —ax —ax
p(z) = - (e7* =1), ¢(x) =e",

Part (b) follows from the fact that-** > 1 for « < 0 andzx € [0, c0).
A direct computation shows that

gi(@) =1-2az — ¢'(z)
and
1 _ /! o /
g1 () = =200 — o (z) = ¢ (2) - 2).
It follows that g/ (z) < 0 whena > 0. So we havey| (z) < ¢;(0) = 0 andg;(z) < ¢1(0) = 0 for all
x € [0,00). This proves (c).
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Another computation gives

gh(z) = 2009’ —2ap —2(1+ ax)yp’ + 2
= 2app’ —2(1+ ax)p’ +2¢
2a(p — 2)¢'.

By part (b), we havey,(z) < 0 for all € [0,00). Thereforegs(z) < g2(0) = 0 for all z € [0, c0).
This proves (d).
A similar computation produces

gs(z) = 1—ap() - (1+az)¢'(z)
= —axy/(x),
which yields gz (x) > ¢3(0) = 0 for all z € [0,00) whena < 0 andgs(z) < g¢3(0) = 0 for all
x € [0,00) whena > 0. This proves (e) and completes the proof of the lemma. O

Finally, Lemmd?® is applied to derive the following fundartamproperty.
Lemma 10. Given a nonconstant entire functigh: C — C, suppose
a € R;
x € [0, 00);

€ (0, 00);

M<>— (o VT) = [T | F(Vae) P do;
= Jo Mp(f.t)e ot gt — M (t)eot dt.

Let
A= Alx) = £
B=B(z)=(1- aac) ]Xf[,((;)),
C=C(z) =a¢/(2);
A(z) = D(h(z)) — D(p(x))
Then

(@ S=S(x)=vB?—-4AC >0V z € (0,00).
(b) A(z) ~ —AL + BE — OV e (0,00)

Proof. (a) Noticing thatM” > 0 and M > 0, together withr — (1 + ax)p > 0 by Lemmd 9, we have

zM'? o —x
Y —x
> (1 —ax)® —4xy p
(22— (14 azm)p)?
= 2
> 0
(b) Since
(p/ — e—Cl{(E’ /! — _ae—am7
we have

On the other hand,
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and
" = h'(x) = [M'(x) — aM(x)]¢'.
It follows from simple calculations that
AW 4 zhh” —x(K)?* (1 —az)Mh+zM'h—zM?y

Therefore,
©'M
h? h
~ _AW + BM - C.

3. PROOFS OFTHEOREMSII&S]

To verify Theorem§]1&3, we use (ii) of Lemrh& 7 to show the ldthanic convexity ofh(z)/¢(z) on
(0, 00). According to Lemmals, this will be accomplished if we canvara (x) > 0.

Suppose thatr < 0. From LemmaZD it follows that\(x), B(z) andC'(z) are all positive on(0, co)
asa < 0andM’/M > 0. By some direct computations, we have

zA'(z) = % [och2 —2(1 + ax)p + 2z,
(@)Y
o = o ()
zC" = z(1—ax)y = (1 —ax)C.

Thus, an application of Lemnall0 yields thafz) > 0 is equivalent to

(1) _ VB? - 4AC <i_£ < VB?—4AC
2A - M 2A° 2A '

Since the function\/ is positive and increasing, we have
Ba)>1-az>0, hiz)< / M) ()dt = M(z)p(x).
0

It follows from this, the proof of Lemmla_10, part (b) of Lemiaadd the triangle inequality that

2x

B+ VB2 —4AC - (1—0&33)4—‘1—!—0@—?

2A - 2A
l—az+1+ar—22
> ¥
- 2A
2A¢ M
This proves the right half of{1).
To prove the left half off{ll), we write
B —+/B?%—-4A
2 0=0z)=h—-M 54 ¢
for z € (0, 00) and proceed to show thatx) is nonnegative. It follows from the elementary identity
B—+/B?—4AC 2C

24 B+ +vVB?2—-4AC
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thatd(xz) — 0 asz — 0. If we can show thad’(z) > 0 for all z € (0, 00), then we will obtain

d(x) > lim §(t) =0, z € (0,00).
t—0+

The rest of the proof is thus devoted to proving the inequalitz) > 0 for z € (0, c0).
By a direct computation, we have

rA /
V@) = My - MAZMA (B VB2 - 4AC>

2A2
B %(B,_BB’—Z(A’C—FAC/))
24 VB2 —4AC
LMo (2 myBes
x M A 2A
xB’ zA'C + (1 — ax)AC
toagB -5 - AS }

Noticing thatB + S > 0 for any @ € (—oo, 00). Multiplying Z5545) on both sides of the above
expressions af’ (), and then usind {1) andl(2), we obtain that

M zA
'~ (B DY e
) (B+S5)S S<M A>
A/
+23:B/—<$A +1—am>(B+S)

/ /
_ <$]]\‘j _ f”j ) (B—S)+20B' — 4AC
M A
= <wM - wA ) (B—S)+2xA v+ 22D(M(x)) = di.
We will determine the sign af;. To this end, we let
B xM’
Y=
and

/
dy = <y _ ””:44 > (B—5)+2aA.

Note thatA,C, A’ are independent of and B = 1 — ax + y. A simple computation shows that
S’(y) = B/S. Multiplying

B+S

—2zA'p
on the both sides of the above expressiong.pive obtain that

x A’ 4AC
~ — (B
a2 (y A> —2zA'p (B+5)

o 2z
= — = _1- — S =ds.
@A,y+<<p oza:) S=ds
Proof of Theoreril1, Continued®incea < 0, using the assumptio® (M (z)) > 0 we haved; > ds.
By using Lemm&(e) we can easily see that

o
pA’

> 1.
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It follows from a direct computation and Lemink 9 that

o 2z 2
~ = 1= g2
& L@A’y " < ® w)] 5

~ Y —Yo,
where
y [2(1 — ax) — ¢][ap? — 2(1 + ax)p + 27]
0= .
(¢ — @)z — (1 + az)y)
Since

—afp—z(l —ax)] = e -1+ ax — a’z?,

we consider

ult)=e —1—t—t*  t>0.

It follows from elementary calculus tha(t) has a unique roay = 1.79--- on (0, c0) andu(t) < 0 on
(0,t0) andu(t) > 0 on (ty,00). Hencep — (1 — aux) has a unique root, = to/(—«a) on (0, 00) and
v —2z(1 —ax) <00n(0,z9) andy — z(1 — ax) > 0 on (xp, 00).
Note thatyy ~ ¢ — 2(1 — ax). Whenz < z, yo < 0, so we havel; > 0 and hencel; > 0 on
(0, zp). In particular, the function
/ (t)e *dt

2+ In 29
/ et
0

is convex inln z for z € (0,z). As forz € I N (zo,0), we havey, > 0, the assumptiony > yo when
x € I impliesds > 0 and hencel; > 0 on I N (xp,o0). This shows thatl; is always nonnegative and
completes the proof of Theordm 1. O

Proof of Theorerhl3, Continue®incea < 0, it follows from Lemmd® that

/

B-—S~B*-S5*=4AC>0 & <0.
Hence
, B B ~ad B
) = Bos+(v- ) a-9)
xA
o)
2
s zA
¢~ (1-%)
o 2(¢* — (3 + ax)p + 22?)
p(p — )
(e —2(1 = ax)) (= (1 + 202)p* + (5 + 3ax)p — 427)

o(p — z)? '

It follows from Lemmé&.® that

o—x>0 & ¢ —z(3+ax)p+22% = (p— ) +x(x — (1+azx)p) >0,
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and
—(1 + 20x)* + (5 + 3az)p — 42>

= z(p—x)+ (x — (1 +ax)e)(p — x) — z[agp? — 2(1 + az)p + 2]
0.

v

So we havel,(y) ~ y — y*, where

= (o — (1 — ax))(—(1 4+ 2a2)p? + (5 + 3ax)p — 42?)
2(p — ) (¢? — (3 + ax)p + 222) ’

Note thaty* ~ ¢ — z(1 — ax).
Whenz <z, y* < 0, d5(y) and hencels is nonnegative. As for > z, y* > 0, da(y) attains its
minimum value ay* € (0, 00). A direct computation shows that

N 1 az? \?

Y —x
So we have
di > 2xD(M(z)) + da(y™)
~ D(M(z)) — - <1 Lo >2.
4x p—
This shows thatl; is always nonnegative and completes the proof of Thediem 3. O

4. PROOF OFTHEOREM[E

To demonstrate Theorelm 5, we indicate how to adapt the pfobfi@orenil or Theorein 3 above to
show thatA(z) < 0.
Supposer > 0. ThenA < 0 by Lemmd® and sd\(z) < 0 is equivalent to

VB2 —4AC < h B

2A - M 2A
So we need only to prove that= §(x) defined in[(2) is not positive for alt € (0, o). It is enough for
us to prove that’(x) < 0 sinced(0) = 0. We have proved thak (z) ~ d;. SinceM (x) is logarithmic
concave, that isD (M (z)) < 0, we obtaind; < dy. Butdy ~ ds. Recall that

« 2x
ds = +(——-1- —S.
3 ;Y < ax) S

o))
pA’

2
ds < <—$—1—a:£>—5.
P

By the proof of Lemm&a10, we have

Noticing that

<0

by Lemmd®, we have

—x—l—ax
2

Thus we getl3 < 0 and hencel, < 0. This shows thatl; < 0 and completes the proof of Theoréin 5.

522
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