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BOHR-ROGOSINSKI PHENOMENON FOR S∗(ψ) AND C(ψ)

KAMALJEET GANGANIA AND S. SIVAPRASAD KUMAR

Abstract. In Geometric function theory, occasionally attempts have
been made to solve a particular problem for the Ma-Minda classes,
S∗(ψ) and C(ψ) of univalent starlike and convex functions, respectively.
Recently, a popular radius problem generally known as Bohr’s phenom-
enon has been studied in various settings, however a little is know about
Rogosinski radius. In this article, for a fixed f ∈ S∗(ψ) or C(ψ), the
class of analytic subordinants Sf (ψ) := {g : g ≺ f} is studied for the
Bohr-Rogosinski phenomenon in a general setting. It’s applications to
the classes S∗(ψ) and C(ψ) are also shown.
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Bohr-Rogosinski radius.

1. Introduction

Let A denote the class of analytic functions of the form f(z) = z +
∑∞

k=2 akz
k in the open unit disk D := {z : |z| < 1}. Using subordina-

tion [20], Ma and Minda [19] (also see [15]) introduced the unified class of
univalent starlike and convex functions defined as follows:

S∗(ψ) :=

{

f ∈ A :
zf ′(z)

f(z)
≺ ψ(z)

}

and

C(ψ) :=
{

f ∈ A : 1 +
zf ′′(z)

f ′(z)
≺ ψ(z)

}

,

where ψ is analytic and univalent with ℜψ(z) > 0, ψ′(0) > 0, ψ(0) = 1 and
ψ(D) is symmetric about real axis. Note that ψ ∈ P, the class of normalized
Carathéodory functions. Also when ψ(z) = (1+z)/(1−z), S∗(ψ) and C(ψ)
reduces to the standard classes S∗ and C of univalent starlike and convex
functions.

In GFT, radius problems have a rich history which is being followed till
today, see the recent articles [9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 17, 28]. In 1914, Harald
Bohr [8] proved the following remarkable radius problem related to the
power series:
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Theorem 1.1 (Bohr’s Theorem, [8]). Let g(z) =
∑∞

k=0 akz
k be an analytic

function in D and |g(z)| < 1 for all z ∈ D, then
∞
∑

k=0

|ak||z|k ≤ 1, for |z| ≤ 1

3
.

Bohr actually proved the above result for r ≤ 1/6. Further Wiener, Riesz
and Shur independently sharpened the result for r ≤ 1/3. Presently, the
Bohr inequality for functions mapping unit disk onto different domains,
other than unit disk is an active area of research. For the recent devel-
opment on Bohr-phenomenon, see the articles [2, 3, 6, 7, 21, 22, 23] and
references therein. The concept of Bohr phenomenon in terms of subordi-
nation can be described as:

Definition 1.2 (Muhanna, [21]). Let f(z) =
∑∞

k=0 akz
k and g(z) =

∑∞
k=0 bkz

k

are analytic in D and f(D) = Ω. For a fixed f , consider a class of analytic
functions S(f) := {g : g ≺ f} or equivalently S(Ω) := {g : g(z) ∈ Ω}.
Then the class S(f) is said to satisfy Bohr-phenomenon, if there exists a
constant r0 ∈ (0, 1] satisfying the inequality

∑∞
k=1 |bk|rk ≤ d(f(0), ∂Ω) for

all |z| = r ≤ r0 and g ∈ S(f), where d(f(0), ∂Ω) denotes the Euclidean
distance between f(0) and the boundary of Ω = f(D). The largest such r0
is called the Bohr-radius.

In 2014, Muhanna et al. [23] proved the Bohr phenomenon for S(Wα),
where Wα := {w ∈ C : | argw| < απ/2, 1 ≤ α ≤ 2}, which is a Concave-
wedge domain (or exterior of a compact convex set) and the class R(α, β, h)
defined by R(α, β, h) := {f ∈ A : f(z) := g(z) + αzg′(z) + βz2g′′(z) ≺
h(z), g ∈ A}, where h is a convex function (or starlike) and R(α, β, h) ⊂
S(h). In 2018, Bhowmik and Das [6] proved the Bohr-phenomenon for the
classes: S(f) = {g ∈ A : g ≺ f and f ∈ µ(λ)}, where µ(λ) = {f ∈
A : |(z/f(z))2f ′(z) − 1| < λ, 0 < λ ≤ 1} and S(f) = {g ∈ A : g ≺
f and f ∈ S∗(α), 0 ≤ α ≤ 1/2}, where S∗(α) is the well-known class of
starlike functions of order α.

In the aforesaid work, the role of the sharp coefficient’s bound of f was
prominent to achieve the respective Bohr radius for the class S(f), see [3,
15, 16]. But in general, the sharp coefficient’s bounds for functions in a
given class are not available, for example see [9, 13, 14, 15, 28], thus certain
power series inequalities are needed. In this direction, Bhowmik and das
obtained the following important inequality to achieve the Bohr radius for
the class S(f), where f ∈ µ(λ) and S∗(α), 0 ≤ α ≤ 1/2} respectively:

Lemma 1.1 ([6]). let f(z) =
∑∞

n=0 anz
n and g(z) =

∑∞
k=0 bkz

k be analytic
in D and g ≺ f . Then

∞
∑

k=0

|bk|rk ≤
∞
∑

n=0

|an|rn, for |z| ≤ 1

3
.

Motivated by the class S(f), Kumar and Gangania in [16, Sec. 5] further
used the above Lemma 1.1 in the absence of the sharp coefficient’s bounds
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of f to study the Bohr phenomenon for the class Sf (ψ), which eventually
holds for the class S∗(ψ):

Definition 1.3. Let f ∈ S∗(ψ) or C(ψ) be fixed. Then the class of subor-
dinants functions g is defined as:

Sf(ψ) :=

{

g(z) =

∞
∑

k=1

bkz
k : g ≺ f

}

.

Theorem 1.4. [16, Theorem 5.1] Let r∗ be the Koebe-radius for the class
S∗(ψ), f0(z) be given by the equation (2.2) and g(z) =

∑∞
k=1 bkz

k ∈ Sf(ψ).

Assume f0(z) = z +
∑∞

n=2 tnz
n and f̂0(r) = r +

∑∞
n=2 |tn|rn. Then Sf(ψ)

satisfies the Bohr-phenomenon

∞
∑

k=1

|bk|rk ≤ d(f(0), ∂Ω), for |z| = r ≤ rb,

where rb = min{r0, 1/3}, Ω = f(D) and r0 is the least positive root of the
equation

f̂0(r) = r∗.

The result is sharp when rb = r0 and tn > 0.

Note that Muhanna et al. [24] recently discussed the Bohr type of in-
equalities for the k-th section for the analytic functions f(z) =

∑∞
n=0 anz

n

using the Bohr Operator

Mr(f) =
∞
∑

n=0

|an||zn| =
∞
∑

n=0

|an|rn.

Paulsen and Singh [25] using this operator provided an simple elementary
proof of the Bohr’s Theorem 1.1 and extended it to the Banach algebras
(for the basic important discussion, see [24, 25]). Now for the simplicity
and further discussion, we define the following basic operator for f , where
SN(f(z)) =

∑∞
n=N anz

n:

MN
r (f) =

∞
∑

n=N

|an||zn| =
∞
∑

n=N

|an|rn,

and thus the following observations hold for |z| = r for each z ∈ D

(i) MN
r (f) ≥ 0, and MN

r (f) = 0 if and only if f ≡ 0
(ii) MN

r (f + g) ≤MN
r (f) +MN

r (g)
(iii) MN

r (αf) = |α|MN
r (f) for α ∈ C

(iv) MN
r (f.g) ≤MN

r (f).MN
r (g)

(v) MN
r (1) = 1.

Using this operertor, we now can get similar type of results as obtained by
Muhanna et al. [24] for the interim k-th sections SNk (f(z)) =

∑k

n=N anz
n

and the function SN(f(z)).



4 KAMALJEET AND S. SIVAPRASAD KUMAR

In analogy with Bohr’s Theorem, there is also the notion of Rogosinski
radius, however a little is known about Rogosinski radius as compared to
Bohr radius, which is defined as follows, also see [18, 26, 27]:

Theorem 1.5 (Rogosinski Theorem). If g(z) =
∑∞

k=0 bk with |f(z)| < 1,
then for every N ≥ 1 we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N−1
∑

k=0

bkz
k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1, for |z| ≤ 1

2
.

The radius 1/2 is called the Rogosinski radius.

Kayumov et al. [12] considered a new quantity, called Bohr-Rogosinski
sum, which is described as follows:

|g(z)|+
∞
∑

k=N

|bk||z|k, |z| = r.

For the case N = 1, note that this sum is similar to the Bohr’s sum, where
g(0) is replaced by |g(z)|. We also refer the readers to see [1, 4]. Now
we say the family S(f) has Bohr-Rogosinski phenomenon, if there exists

rfN ∈ (0, 1] such that the inequality:

|g(z)|+
∞
∑

k=N

|bk||z|k ≤ |f(0)|+ d(f(0), ∂Ω)

holds for |z| = r ≤ rfN . The largest such rfN is called the Bohr-Rogosinski
radius. Authors [12] also proved the following interesting results:

Theorem 1.6. [12, Theorem 5-6] Let g ∈ S(f), where f is univalent in D.
Then for each m,N ∈ N, the inequality

|g(zm)|+
∞
∑

k=N

|bk||z|k ≤ |f(0)|+ d(f(0), ∂Ω)

holds for |z| = r ≤ rfm,N , where r
f
m,N is the smallest positive root of:

4rm − (1− rm)2 + 4rN(N(1− r) + r)

(

1− rm

1− r

)2

= 0.

The radius is sharp for the Koebe function z/(1 − z)2. Moreover, if f is

convex (univalent) in D, then rfm,N is the smallest positive root of:

3rm − 1 + 2rN
(

1− rm

1− r

)

= 0.

The radius is sharp for the convex function z/(1− z).

Motivated by the above work, let us now introduce the Bohr-Rogosinski
phenomenon for the class of analytic subordinants Sf (ψ):
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Definition 1.7. The class Sf(ψ) has a Bohr-Rogosinski phenomenon, if
there exists an 0 < r0 ≤ 1 such that

|g(z)|+
∞
∑

k=N

|bk||z|k ≤ d(f(0), ∂Ω)

for |z| = r ≤ r0, where N ∈ N, Ω = f(D) and d(f(0), ∂Ω) denotes the
Euclidean distance between f(0) and the boundary of Ω.

Note that S∗(ψ) ⊂ ⋃f∈S∗(ψ) Sf(ψ). Further, the connection between the
Bohr-Rogosinski and Bohr phenomenon can be seen through Definition 1.7,
if we replace |g(z)| by |g(zm)|, where m ∈ N, and then consider the special
case by taking m → ∞ with N = 1. In Section 2, for a fixed f ∈ S∗(ψ)
or C(ψ), the class of subordinants Sf (ψ) := {g : g ≺ f} is studied for the
Bohr-Rogosinski phenomenon in general settings along with its applications
to the standard classes of univalent starlike and convex functions.

2. Bohr-Rogosinski phenomenon

The following fundamental result is an extention of the Lemma 1.1:

Lemma 2.1. let f(z) =
∑∞

n=0 anz
n and g(z) =

∑∞
k=0 bkz

k be analytic in D

and g ≺ f , then
∞
∑

k=N

|bk|rk ≤
∞
∑

n=N

|an|rn (2.1)

for |z| = r ≤ 1
3
and N ∈ N.

Proof. Since g ≺ f , we have g(z) = f(ω(z)), where ω is a Schwarz
function. For the case ω(z) = cz, |c| = 1, the function g is a rotation of
f or g = f , and the inequality (2.1) easily holds. So consider the case:
ω(z) 6= cz, |c| = 1. Now the coefficient bk of the function g is given by: for
any k ≥ N ∈ N

bk =

k
∑

n=N

anβk
(n),

where the t-th power of the analytic function ω is represented as ωt(z) =
∑

l≥t βl
(t)zl, t ∈ N. Now we see that

m
∑

k=N

|bk|rk =
m
∑

k=N

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

n=N

anβk
(n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

rk

≤
m
∑

k=N

n
∑

n=N

|an||βk(n)|rk

=
m
∑

n=N

|an|Mm
(n)(r),
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where Mm
(n)(r) =

∑m

k=n |βk(n)|rk and m ∈ N. Since |ωn(z)/zn| < 1 for any
n ≥ 1, using Bohr’s Theorem 1.1 we have

m
∑

k=n

|βk(n)|rk−n ≤
∞
∑

k=n

|βk(n)|rk−n ≤ 1, r ≤ 1

3
,

that is, Mm
(n)(r) ≤ rn holds for r ≤ 1/3. Hence, for any m ≥ N ≥ 1 and

r ≤ 1/3
m
∑

k=N

|bk|rk ≤
m
∑

n=N

|an|rn.

The result now follows by taking m→ ∞. �

Proof.[Alternate proof of the Lemma 2.1] Since g(z) = f(ω(z)), where ω
is the Schawrz function, we have

MN
r (g) =MN

r

(

∞
∑

k=N

ak(ω(z))
k

)

≤
∞
∑

k=N

|ak| (Mr(ω(z)))
k

≤
∞
∑

k=N

|ak||z|k

for |z| = r ≤ 1/3. �

Remark 2.1. In Lemma 2.1, taking N → 1 and the fact the g(0) = f(0) we
obtain Lemma 1.1.

Moreover, the following results is obtained using the properties of the
operator MN

r (f) and Lemma 2.1:

Corollary 2.1. Let the analytic functions f, g and h satisfies g(z) =
h(z)f(ω(z)) in D, where ω is the Schawrz function. Assume |h(z)| ≤ τ
for |z| < τ ≤ 1. Then

MN
r (g) ≤ τMN

r (f), 0 ≤ |z| = r ≤ τ

3
.

Corollary 2.2. Let τ = 1 in Theorem 2.1. Then

MN
r (g) ≤MN

r (f), 0 ≤ |z| = r ≤ 1

3
.

Lemma 2.2. ([19]) Let f ∈ S∗(ψ) and |z0| = r < 1. Then f(z)/z ≺
f0(z)/z and

−f0(−r) ≤ |f(z0)| ≤ f0(r).

Equality holds for some z0 6= 0 if and only if f is a rotation of f0, where
zf0(z)/f0(z) = ψ(z) such that

f0(z) = z exp

∫ z

0

ψ(t)− 1

t
dt. (2.2)
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Our next results discuss Bohr-Rogosinski phenomenon for the classes
Sf(ψ) and S∗(ψ), respectively.

Theorem 2.3. Let r∗ be the Koebe-radius for the class S∗(ψ), f0(z) be
given by the equation (2.2) and f(z) = z +

∑∞
n=2 anz

n ∈ S∗(ψ). Assume

f0(z) = z +
∑∞

n=2 tnz
n and f̂0(r) = r +

∑∞
n=2 |tn|rn. If g ∈ Sf (ψ). Then

|g(zm)|+
∞
∑

k=N

|bk||z|k ≤ d(0, ∂Ω) (2.3)

holds for |z| = rb ≤ min{1
3
, r0}, where m,N ∈ N, Ω = f(D) and r0 is the

unique positive root of the equation:

f̂0(r
m) + f̂0(r)− pf̂0(r) = r∗, (2.4)

where

pf̂0(r) =







0, N = 1;
r, N = 2

r +
∑N−1

n=2 |tn|rn, N ≥ 3

The result is sharp when rb = r0 and tn > 0.

Proof. Let g(z) =
∑∞

k=1 bkz
k ≺ f(z), where f ∈ S∗(ψ). Now by Lemma 2.1,

for r ≤ 1/3, we have
∞
∑

k=N

|bk|rk ≤
∞
∑

n=N

|an|rn.

Again applying Lemma 2.1 on f(z)/z ≺ f0(z)/z (Lemma 2.2), we get that
∞
∑

k=N

|bk|rk ≤
∞
∑

n=N

|an|rn ≤
∞
∑

n=N

|tn|rn, r ≤ 1

3
. (2.5)

Now g ≺ f implies that g(z) = f(ω(z)), which using the Lemma 2.2 yields

|g(z)| = |f(ω(z))| ≤ f0(r)

for |z| = r, where ω is a Schwarz function. Moreover,

|g(zm)| ≤ f̂0(r
m). (2.6)

Also, by letting r tends to 1 in Lemma 2.2, we obtain the Koebe-radius
r∗ = −f0(−1). Therefore, the open ball B(0, r∗) ⊂ f(D), which implies
that for |z| = 1

r∗ ≤ d(0, ∂Ω). (2.7)

Now using the equations (2.5), (2.6) and (2.7), we have

|g(zm)|+
∞
∑

k=N

|bk||z|k ≤ f̂0(r
m) +

∞
∑

n=N

|tn|rn

= f̂0(r
m) + f̂0(r)− pf̂0(r)

≤ r∗

≤ d(0, ∂Ω)
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holds whenever |z| = r ≤ min{1
3
, r0}, where r0 is the smallest positive root

of the equation:

G(r) := f̂0(r
m) + f̂0(r)− pf̂0(r)− r∗ = 0.

Note that G(0) < 0, and since f̂0(1) ≥ |f0(1)| ≥ r∗, we see that

2f̂0(1)−
N−1
∑

n=1

|tn| − r∗ = (f̂0(1)−
N−1
∑

n=1

|tn|) + (f̂0(1)− r∗) > 0

where t1 = 1, which implies G(1) > 0. Clearly, for 0 ≤ r ≤ 1

G′(r) = f̂ ′
0(r

m) + (f̂ ′
0(r)− p′f̂0(r)) > 0,

which implies G is a continuous increasing function in [0, 1]. Thus G(r) = 0
has a root in the interval (0, 1). The sharpness follows for the function f0
as

f0(rb
m) +

∞
∑

n=N

tnrb
n = r∗ = d(0, ∂Ω)

when rb = r0 and tn > 0. �

Remark 2.2. Let ψ(z) = (1 + z)/(1− z), then Theorem 2.3 reduces to [12,
Theorem 5].

Remark 2.3. Observe that if we take m→ ∞ and N = 1, then Theorem 2.3
reduces to [16, Theorem 5.1].

Corollary 2.4. Let r∗ be the Koebe-radius for the class S∗(ψ), f0(z) be

given by the equation (2.2). Assume f0(z) = z +
∑∞

n=2 tnz
n and f̂0(r) =

r +
∑∞

n=2 |tn|rn. If f(z) = z +
∑∞

n=2 anz
n ∈ S∗(ψ). Then

|f(zm)|+
∞
∑

n=N

|an||z|n ≤ d(0, ∂Ω) (2.8)

holds for |z| = rb ≤ min{1
3
, r0}, where m,N ∈ N, Ω = f(D) and r0 is the

unique positive root of the equation:

f̂0(r
m) + f̂0(r)− pf̂0(r) = r∗,

where pf̂0 is as defined in Theorem 2.3. The radius is sharp for the function
f0 when rb = r0 and tn > 0.

Corollary 2.5. Let ψ(z) = 1 +
4

3
z +

2

3
z2, f0(r) = r exp

(

4

3
r +

r2

3

)

and

m = 1. If g ∈ Sf (ψ). Then the inequality (2.3) holds for |z| = r ≤ rN ,
where N ∈ N and rN(< 1/3) is the unique positive root of the equation:

2r exp

(

4

3
r +

r2

3

)

− pf0(r)− exp(−1) = 0,

where pf0 = pf̂0 is as defined in Theorem 2.3 with |tn| = tn = f0
n(0)/n! .

Moreover, if f ∈ S∗(ψ). Then the inequality (2.8) also holds for r ≤ rN .
The radius rN is sharp.



BOHR-ROGOSINSKI PHENOMENON FOR S
∗(ψ) AND C(ψ) 9

Remark 2.4. In Corollary 2.5, we observe that the radius rN approaches
r0 = 0.25588 · · · for large value of N , where r0 is the unique positive root
of

r exp

(

4

3
r +

r2

3

)

− exp(−1) = 0.

Moreover, if m ≥ 2 then the inequalities (2.3) and (2.8) hold for r ≤ 1/3.

Corollary 2.6. Let ψ(z) = 1 + zez and m = 1. If g ∈ Sf (ψ). Then the
inequality (2.3) holds for |z| = r ≤ rN = {r0, 1/3}, where N ∈ N and r0 is
the unique positive root of the equation:

2r exp(er − 1)− T (r)− exp(e−1 − 1) = 0,

where

T (r) =







0, N = 1;
r, N = 2;
∑N−1

n=1
Bn−1

(n−1)!
rn, N ≥ 3

and Bn are the bell numbers such that Bn+1 =
∑n

k=0

(

n

k

)

Bk. Moreover, if
f ∈ S∗(ψ). Then the inequality (2.8) also holds for r ≤ rN . The radius
rN < 1/3 is sharp for N ≤ 3.

Corollary 2.7. Let ψ(z) = 1 + z
k

(

k+z
k−z

)

with k =
√
2 + 1. If g ∈ Sf(ψ).

Then the inequality (2.3) holds for |z| = r ≤ rb = min{1/3, r0}, where
N ∈ N and r0 is the unique positive root of the equation:

rm

erm

(

k

k − rm

)2k

+
r

er

(

k

k − r

)2k

− pf0(r)− e

(

k

k + 1

)2k

= 0,

where pf0 = pf̂0 is as defined in Theorem 2.3 and tn = |tn| are the Taylor

coefficients of the function f0(r) = r
er

(

k
k−r

)2k
. Moreover, if f ∈ S∗(ψ).

Then the inequality (2.8) also holds for r ≤ rb. The radius rb is sharp when
m = 1 and N ≤ 4.

Since all the Taylor coefficients of the function 1+ sin z are not positive,
f̂0 6= f0. So we consider the radius rN upto three decimal places only,
which also reveals the connection of positive coefficients of ψ to the sharp
Bohr-Rogosinski radius.

Corollary 2.8. Let ψ(z) = 1 + sin z and m = 1. If g ∈ Sf (ψ). Then the
inequality (2.3) holds for |z| = r ≤ rN , where N ∈ N and rN(< 1/3) is the
unique positive root of the equation:

2r exp(Si(r))− exp(Si(−1))− pf0(r) = 0,

where f0(r) = r exp(Si(r)), where Si(x) is the Sin Integral defined as:

Si(x) :=

∫ x

0

sin(x)

x
dx =

∞
∑

n=0

(−1)nx2n+1

(2n+ 1)(2n+ 1)!

Moreover, if f ∈ S∗(ψ). Then the inequality (2.8) also holds for r ≤ rN .
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Remark 2.5. In Corollary 2.8, the numerical computations reveal that the
Bohr-Rogosinski radius rN ≈ 0.290 ∗ · · · < 1/3 for any N > 4, where ∗ = 6
or 7. Also rN < 1/3 for N ≤ 4. Moreover, as N → ∞, the required radius
r0 ≈ 0.290 ∗ · · · is the unique positive root of

r exp(Si(r))− exp(Si(−1)) = 0.

Next we discuss the Bohr-Rogosinski phenomenon for the celebrated
Janowski class of univalent starlike functions. For this, we first need the
following: for simplicity write S∗((1 + Dz)/(1 + Ez)) ≡ S[D,E], where
−1 ≤ E < D ≤ 1.

Lemma 2.3. [5, Theorem 3] If f(z) = z+
∑∞

n=2 anz
n ∈ S[D,E]. Then for

n ≥ 2, the following sharp bounds occur:

|an| ≤
n−2
∏

k=0

|E −D + Ek|
k + 1

.

Corollary 2.9. Let ψ(z) = (1 +Dz)/(1 + Ez), −1 ≤ E < D ≤ 1. If
f(z) = z +

∑∞
n=2 anz

n ∈ S∗(ψ). Then

|f(zm)|+
∞
∑

n=N

|an||z|n ≤ d(0, ∂Ω) (2.9)

holds for |z| = r ≤ r0, where m,N ∈ N, Ω = f(D) and r0 is the unique
positive root of the equations:

rm(1+Erm)
D−E

E +A(r)+
∞
∑

n=N

n−2
∏

k=0

|E −D + Ek|
k + 1

rn−(1−E)D−E

E = 0, if E 6= 0,

where A(r) = r for N = 1 and 0 otherwise, and

rmeDr
m

+ reDr − J(r)− e−D = 0, if E = 0,

where

J(r) =







0, N = 1;
r, N = 2;
∑N−1

n=2

∏n−2
k=0

D
k+1

rn, N ≥ 3.
(2.10)

The radius r0 is sharp.

Proof. Let us consider the function f0 such that zf ′
0(z)/f0(z) = (1 +Dz)/(1 + Ez),

which is given by

f0(z) =

{

z(1 + Ez)
D−E

E , E 6= 0;
zeDz , E = 0.

(2.11)

Now using the Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3, we have

|f(zm)| ≤ f0(r
m), r∗ = −f0(−1)

and
∞
∑

n=N

|an||z|n ≤
∞
∑

n=N

n−2
∏

k=0

|E −D + Ek|
k + 1

rn, N ≥ 2.
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Now proceeding as in Theorem 2.3, for r0 as defined in the statement, the
result follows. To prove the sharpness of the radius r0, we see that at
|z| = r = r0 and f = f0 given in (2.11):

|f(zm)|+
∞
∑

n=N

|an||z|n

=

{

(r0)
m(1 + E(r0)

m)
D−E

E + A(r0) +
∑∞

n=N

∏n−2
k=0

|E−D+Ek|
k+1

(r0)
n, E 6= 0;

(r0)
meD(r0)m + (r0)e

Dr0 − J(r0), E = 0.

=

{

(1− E)
D−E

E , E 6= 0;
e−D, E = 0.

= −f0(−1)

= d(0, ∂Ω),

where J(r) is as defined in (2.10), and A(r) = r for N = 1 and 0 otherwise
for the case E 6= 0. �

Remark 2.6. Taking m → ∞ and N = 1 in Corollary 2.9, we obtain the
Bohr radius for the class S[D,E], which covers many classical cases.

In Corollary 2.9, putting D = 1− 2α and E = −1, where 0 ≤ α < 1, we
get the result for the class of univalent starlike functions of order α, that
is, S∗(α):

Corollary 2.10. If f(z) = z +
∑∞

n=2 anz
n ∈ S∗(α). Then the inequality

(2.9) holds for |z| = r ≤ r0, where m,N ∈ N, Ω = f(D) and r0 is the
smallest positive root of the equations:

rm

(1− rm)2(1−α)
+ A(r) +

∞
∑

n=N

n−2
∏

k=0

k + 2(1− α)

k + 1
rn − 1

41−α
= 0,

where A(r) = r for N = 1 and 0 otherwise. The radius r0 is sharp.

Putting α = 0 in Corollary 2.10, we get the following:

Corollary 2.11. If f(z) = z +
∑∞

n=2 anz
n ∈ S∗. Then the inequality (2.9)

holds for |z| = r ≤ r0, where m,N ∈ N, Ω = f(D) and r0 is the smallest
positive root of the equations:

4rm − (1− rm)2 + 4rN(N(1 − r) + r)

(

1− rm

1− r

)2

= 0.

The radius r0 is sharp.

To proceed further, we need to recall the following fundamental result:

Lemma 2.4. [19] Let f ∈ C(ψ). Then zf ′′(z)/f ′(z) ≺ zl′′0(z)/l
′
0(z) and

f ′(z) ≺ l′0(z). Also, for |z| = r we have

−l0(−r) ≤ |f(z)| ≤ l0(r),

where
zl′′0(z)/l

′
0(z) = ψ(z). (2.12)
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Now we discuss the results for the convex analogue C(ψ) of S∗(ψ).

Theorem 2.12. Let r∗ be the Koebe-radius for the class C(ψ), l0(z) be
given by the equation (2.12) and f(z) = z +

∑∞
n=2 anz

n ∈ C(ψ). Assume

l0(z) = z +
∑∞

n=2 lnz
n and l̂0(r) = r +

∑∞
n=2 |ln|rn. If g ∈ Sf (ψ). Then

|g(zm)|+
∞
∑

k=N

|bk||z|k ≤ d(0, ∂Ω) (2.13)

holds for |z| = rb ≤ min{1
3
, r0}, where m,N ∈ N, Ω = f(D) and r0 is the

unique positive root of the equation:

l̂0(r
m) + l̂0(r)− pl̂0(r) = r∗,

where

pl̂0(r) =







0, N = 1;
r, N = 2;

r +
∑N−1

n=2 |ln|rn, N ≥ 3.

The result is sharp when rb = r0 and ln > 0.

Proof. Let g(z) =
∑∞

k=1 bkz
k ≺ f(z), where f ∈ C(ψ). From the Alexender

relation, it is known that f ∈ C(ψ) if and only if

zf ′(z) = g̃(z), or equivalently f(z) =

∫ z

0

g̃(t)

t
dt

for some g̃ ∈ S∗(ψ). Now by Lemma 2.1, for r ≤ 1/3, we have
∞
∑

k=N

|bk|rk ≤
∞
∑

n=N

|an|rn =
∞
∑

n=N

|b̃n|
n
rn, (2.14)

where b̃n are the Taylor coefficients of g̃. Again applying Lemma 2.1 on
f ′(z) ≺ l′0(z) (Lemma 2.4), we get that

Mg̃(r)− pg̃(r) ≤Mh(r)− ph(r), r ≤ 1

3
, (2.15)

where Mg(x) :=
∑∞

k=1 |bk|xk, and h is given by the relation zl′0(z) = h(z).
Now using the equations (2.14) and (2.15), we have for r ≤ 1/3

∞
∑

k=N

|bk||z|k ≤
∞
∑

n=N

|b̃n|
n
rn

=

∫ r

0

Mg̃(t) − pg̃(t)
t

dt

≤
∫ r

0

Mh(t)− ph(t)

t
dt =

∞
∑

n=N

|l0|rn

= l̂0(r)− pl̂0(r). (2.16)

Now g ≺ f implies that g(z) = f(ω(z)), which using the Lemma 2.4 yields

|g(z)| = |f(ω(z))| ≤ l0(r)
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for |z| = r, where ω is a Schwarz function. Moreover,

|g(zm)| ≤ l̂0(r
m). (2.17)

Also, by letting r tends to 1 in Lemma 2.4, we obtain the Koebe-radius
r∗ = −l0(−1). Therefore, the open ball B(0, r∗) ⊂ f(D), which implies that
for |z| = 1

r∗ ≤ d(0, ∂Ω). (2.18)

Hence, using the inequalities (2.16), (2.17) and (2.18), we have

|g(zm)|+
∞
∑

k=N

|bk||z|k ≤ l̂0(r
m) + l̂0(r)− pl̂0(r)

≤ r∗

≤ d(0, ∂Ω)

holds whenever |z| = r ≤ min{1
3
, r0}, where r0 is the smallest positive root

of the equation:

H(r) := l̂0(r
m) + l̂0(r)− pl̂0(r)− r∗ = 0.

Clearly, H is continuous and H ′(r) > 0 for 0 ≤ r ≤ 1. Note that H(0) < 0,

and since l̂0(1) ≥ |l0(1)| ≥ r∗, we see that

2l̂0(1)−
N−1
∑

n=1

|ln| − r∗ = (l̂0(1)−
N−1
∑

n=1

|ln|) + (l̂0(1)− r∗) > 0,

which implies H(1) > 0. Thus H(r) = 0 has a root in the interval (0, 1).
The sharpness follows for the function l0 as

l0(r
m
b ) +

∞
∑

n=N

lnr
n
b = r∗ = d(0, ∂Ω)

when rb = r0 and ln > 0. �

Remark 2.7. Let ψ(z) = (1+ z)/(1− z), then Theorem 2.12 reduces to [12,
Theorem 6].

The following result is explicitly for the class C(ψ).
Corollary 2.13. Let r∗ be the Koebe-radius for the class C(ψ), l0(z) be

given by the equation (2.12). Assume l0(z) = z +
∑∞

n=2 lnz
n and l̂0(r) =

r +
∑∞

n=2 |ln|rn. If f(z) = z +
∑∞

n=2 anz
n ∈ C(ψ). Then

|f(zm)|+
∞
∑

n=N

|an||z|n ≤ d(0, ∂Ω) (2.19)

holds for |z| = rb ≤ min{1
3
, r0}, where m,N ∈ N, Ω = f(D) and r0 is the

unique positive root of the equation:

l̂0(r
m) + l̂0(r)− pl̂0(r) = r∗,

where pl̂0 is as defined in Theorem 2.12. The radius is sharp for the function
l0 when rb = r0 and ln > 0.
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Remark 2.8. The special case of takingm→ ∞ and N = 1 in Theorem 2.13
and Corollary 2.13 establish the Bohr phenonmenon for the classes Sf (ψ)
and C(ψ), respectively.

After some little computations when ψ(z) = (1 + z)/(1 − z), the Corol-
lary 2.13 yields:

Corollary 2.14. If f(z) = z +
∑∞

n=2 anz
n ∈ C. Then the inequality (2.19)

holds for |z| = r ≤ r0, where m,N ∈ N, Ω = f(D) and r0 is the unique
positive root of the equations:

3rm − 1 + 2rN
(

1− rm

1− r

)

= 0.

The radius r0 is sharp.

Corollary 2.15. Let ψ(z) = 1 + zez and m = 1. If g ∈ Sf(ψ). Then the
inequality (2.13) holds for |z| = r ≤ rN , where N ∈ N and rN(< 1/3) is
the unique positive root of the equation:

2r(1 + rer) exp(er − 1)−H(r)− (1− e−1)ee
−1−1 = 0,

where

H(r) =







0, N = 1;
r, N = 2;
∑N−1

n=0

(

(n+1)Bn

n!

)

rn+1, N ≥ 3.

and Bn are the bell numbers such that Bn+1 =
∑n

k=0

(

n

k

)

Bk. Moreover, if
f ∈ C(ψ). Then the inequality (2.19) also holds for r ≤ rN . The radius rN
is sharp.
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