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ON KOEBE RADIUS AND COEFFICIENTS ESTIMATE FOR

UNIVALENT HARMONIC MAPPINGS

MIKHAIL BOROVIKOV

Abstract. The problem on estimate of the Koebe radius for univalent harmonic map-

pings of the unit disk D = {z ∈ C : |z| < 1} is considered. For a subclass of harmonic

mappings with the standard normalization and a certain growth estimate for analytic

dilatation, we provide new estimate for the Koebe radius. New estimate for Taylor co-

efficients of the holomorphic part of a function from the subclass under consideration is

obtained as a corollary.

1. Introduction.

The paper is devoted to the problem on estimate of the Koebe radius for univalent

harmonic mappings of the unit disk D = {z ∈ C : |z| < 1} and for coefficients estimate

problem for such mappings. For a certain subclass of the class S0
H of harmonic mappings

with the standard normalization we provide new estimate for the Koebe radius. Using

this result we present new estimates for Taylor coefficients of the holomorphic part of a

function from the subclass under consideration.

Let us explain what we mean by the Koebe radius for a class of mappings. Due to

the famous Koebe 1/4-theorem, for any f ∈ S, where S stands for the class of univalent

holomorphic functions in D possessing the standard normalization conditions f(0) = 0

and f ′(0) = 1, the set f(D) contains the disk {w ∈ C : |w| < 1/4}, and the radius 1/4

is the best possible. For other classes of univalent mappings of D preserving the origin

(for instance, for the classes of univalent harmonic mappings or univalent mappings by

solutions of various elliptic PDE), it is natural to pose the question to determine the best

possible radius of the disk centered at the origin, which is contained in the image of D by

functions from the class under consideration. It is reasonable and appropriate to call this

radius the Koebe radius for the corresponding class of mappings. Thus, the Koebe radius

for the class S is 1/4 and this value is attained on the Koebe function and its rotations

K(z) =
z

(1− z)2
.
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The concept of the Koebe radius for some classes of harmonic mappings was introduced

without the special name by several authors, see, for example, [9].

Let us recall the definition of the class S0
H of univalent harmonic mappings of D. It is

well-known that any comlex-valued harmonic function f in D has the form f = h+g, where

h and g are holomorphic functions in D (these functions h and g are called holomorphic

and anti-holomorphic components of f , respectively). The class S0
H consists of all harmonic

functions f in D which are univalent in D and possess the normalization conditions g(0) =

h(0) = g′(0) = 0 and h′(0) = 1.

The question on determination the Koebe radius for the class S0
H is related with the

coefficients estimate problem for this class that was posed by Clunie and Sheil-Small [4]

and that was motivated and inspired by the famous Bieberbach’s problem on coefficients

estimate for the class S, which was solved by de Branges [2], and which states that the

Maclaurin coefficients an, n = 1, 2, . . ., of a function f ∈ S satisfy the estimate |an| 6 n.

This estimate, similar to the case of Koebe radius for the class S, is sharp and it is attained

on the Koebe function K.

The problem and conjecture stated by Clunie and Sheil-Small was to prove the following

estimates for Maclaurin coefficients an and bn, n = 1, 2, . . ., of holomorphic and anti-

holomorphic components of a function f ∈ S0
H , respectively: |an| 6 (n + 1)(2n + 1)/6,

|bn| 6 (n − 1)(2n − 1)/6 and
∣∣|an| − |bn|

∣∣ 6 n, and to show that all these estimates are

sharp and attain on the harmonic Koebe function

KH(z) =
z − 1

2
z2 + 1

6
z3

(1− z)3
+

( 1
2
z2 + 1

6
z3

(1− z)3

)
.

This problem was solved for several subclasses of S0
H , see, for example, [4, 10], but for the

class S0
H itself it remains unsolved. Let us revert to the question about Koebe radius for

the class S0
H . The image of D under mapping by KH contains the disk {w : |w| < 1/6} and

it does not contain any disk of larger radius centered at the origin, so the Koebe radius

for S0
H is not greater than 1/6. At the same time this radius is not less than 1/16, see [4,

Theorem 4.4].

We turn now to state the main result of the present paper. First of all we need to define

the subclass of S0
H we are dealing with. One of the principal characteristics of the harmonic

mapping f = h+ g is its analytic dilatation

wf (z) =
g′(z)

h′(z)
.



ON KOEBE RADIUS... 3

Analytic dilatation satisfies the conditions of the Schwarz lemma if f ∈ S0
H (see [5, p. 79]),

so for any f ∈ S0
H there exists such nonnegative k 6 1 and m > 1 that

|wf(z)| 6 k|z|m, |z| < 1.

This estimate allow us to define, for a given numbers k 6 1 and m > 1, the class

S0
H(k,m) = {f ∈ S0

H : |wf(z)| 6 k|z|m, z ∈ D}.

Our main result gives new estimate from below of the Koebe radius for the class S0
H(k,m)

(the estimate (2.1) in Theorem 1). Using this estimate we obtain new estimate for the first

nonzero Maclaurin coefficient of the holomorphic part of function from the class S0
H(k,m).

We refer the reader to [1] where the best known estimate is obtained for this coefficient for

the whole class SH
0 .

Notice that we will not touch the problem about estimate of remaining coefficients and

refer the interested reader to [11], where it is possible to find a lot of information about

state-of-the-art of this problem.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we formulate the main result of the paper

(Theorem 1) and several its corollaries, while in Section 3 we present the proofs.

2. Main results and their corollaries

The main result of this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let f ∈ S0
H(k,m). Then

(2.1) |f(z)| > |z|
4 (1 + k|z|m)2/m , z ∈ D.

In particular, the set f(D) for any function f from S0
H(k,m) contains the disk

{
w : |w| <

1/
(
4(1 + k)2/m

)}
.

Notice that the class S0
H(1, 1) coinsides with the class S0

H , so in this case theorem is

equal to [4, Theorem 4.4] and the class S0
H(0, m) coinsides with the class S and in this

case we arrive to the Koebe 1/4–theorem (so the estimate is sharp). The proof is similar

to one presented in [9]. Moreover, the class S0
H(k, 1) defined above coincides with the class

S0
H

(
(1 + k)/(1 − k)

)
introduced in [9], and Theorem 1.2 from [9] may be treated is the

special case of Theorem 1. The proof will appeal to the method of extremal length. Let

us recall some useful definitions.

Let Ω be a domain in the complex plane and let Γ be a family of locally rectifiable arcs

γ in Ω. A metric is a Borel measurable function ρ(z) > 0 on Ω. The ρ-length of an arc
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γ ∈ Γ is

L(γ) =

∫

γ

ρ(z)|dz|.

A metric ρ is said to be admissible for the curve family Γ if L(γ) > 1 for every γ ∈ Γ.

The extremal length of Γ is the quantity λ(Γ) defined by

1

λ(Γ)
= inf

∫∫

Ω

ρ(z)2dxdy, z = x+ iy,

where the infimum is taken over all admissible metrics ρ.

The module of a ring domain Ω is defined as µ(Ω) = 1
2π

log b
a
if Ω can be mapped

conformally onto an annulus a < |z| < b. The proof of the following proposition can be

found, for example, in [5, Appendix].

Proposition 1. The module of a doubly connected domain Ω coincides with the extremal

length of the family of curves joining the two boundary components of Ω.

The following two corollaries immediately follow from Theorem 1.

Corollary 1. Let k 6 1/2. Then the image of D under the mapping by f ∈ S0
H(k,m)

contains the disk {w : |w| < 1/6}.

Corollary 2. Let m > 2
/
(log2 3 − 1). Then the image of D under the mapping by f ∈

S0
H(k,m) contains the disk {w : |w| < 1/6}.

When m tends to infinity or k tends to zero, the estimate in Theorem 1 tends to 1/4,

what is natural, because the module of wf(z) tends to zero, and so the class S0
H(k,m)

”tends” to the class S, for which the corresponding estimate is 1/4 by the Koebe theorem.

Going further let f ∈ S0
H and f = h+ g, where

h(z) = z +

∞∑

n=2

anz
n, g(z) =

∞∑

n=2

bnz
n.

We consider the class S0
H;p,q of harmonic mappings, for which p is the index of the first

nonzero coefficient ap, and q is the index of the first nonzero coefficient bq. Then the

following proposition is an immediate consequence of Theorem 1:

Proposition 2. The image of D under the mapping by a function f ∈ S0
H;p,q contains the

disk {w : |w| < Rq}, where Rq = 2−2q/(q−1).

Moreover, for a function f ∈ S0
H;p,q the estimate for the coefficient |ap| may be obtained

using the methods elaborated in [12].



ON KOEBE RADIUS... 5

Proposition 3. Let f ∈ S0
H;p,q. Then

|ap| 6 dp−1
q

(dqRq

p
+ p

)
,

where

dq =
2π

3
√
3Rq

.

Moreover,

|a2| 6 dq

(dqRq

2
+ 2

)
− 2.

It is worth to apply Propositions 2 and 3 to the class S0
H,odd of odd harmonic mappings.

The class of odd (holomorphic) univalent functions has been studied in details (see, for

example, [6, § 2.11]), but at the best of our knowledge odd harmonic mappings are poor

studied up to now. With respect to this class let us state two following results, which

follow immediately from Propositions 2 and 3 since S0
H,odd ⊂ S0

H;3,3.

Corollary 3. The image of D under the mapping by a function f ∈ S0
H,odd contains the

disk {w : |w| < 1/8}.

Corollary 4. For every f ∈ S0
H,odd it holds |a3| 6 319.

Finally, in the class S0
H(k,m) yet another extremal problem may be solved.

Theorem 2. Let m ∈ N. For each function f ∈ S0
H(k,m) we have

Area(f(D)) > π

(
1− k2

m+ 1

)
,

where Area(·), as usual, stands for the 2-dimensional Lebesgue measure. This inequality

is sharp and the minimum is attained only at the function f(z) = z + k
m+1

zm+1 and its

rotations.

3. Proofs

Proof of Theorem 1. Consider the function f(z) := F (az)
a

for the function F ∈ S0
H(k,m)

and for some positive a < 1 and let Ω = f(D) be the range of f . Then f ∈ S0
H and f is

the homeomorphism of the closed disc D to Ω. Let δ be the distance from the origin to

the boundary curve ∂Ω.

Fix a parameter β > 1 and observe that |f(z)| > ε on the circle |z| = βε for all

sufficiently small ε ∈ (0, δ). Suppose without loss of generality that δ ∈ ∂Ω (this can be

achieved by rotating the function f).

Consider the following domains:
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Ωε = Ω\{w : |w| 6 ε},
∆ = C\{w : −∞ < w 6 −δ},
∆ε = ∆\{w : |w| 6 ε}.
The first step is to note the following inequality (proof may be found in [7, p. 93])

µ(Ωε) 6 µ(∆ε) (3.1).

The next step is to estimate µ(Ωε) from below. Let Dβε be the ring {z : βε < |z| < 1}.
Consider the metric ρ, admissible for a family of crosscuts in Dβε and define ρ(z) = 0

outside Dβε. Define a metric ρ̃ on Ωε by

ρ̃(f(z)) =
ρ(z)

|h′(z)| − |g′(z)| ,

where f = h + g. Let γ̃ be a crosscut in Ωε, and let γ be the restriction of its preimage

f−1(γ) to a crosscut in Dβε. Then

∫

γ̃

ρ̃(z)|dz| =
∫

γ

ρ(z)|∂f
∂s
(z)|

|h′(z)| − |g′(z)| |dz|,

where |∂f
∂s
(z)| denotes directional derivative of f along γ.

But |∂f
∂s
(z)| ≥ |h′(z)| − |g′(z)|, so ρ̃ is an admissible metric for the family of crosscuts in

Ωε.

Therefore,

1

µ(Ωε)
6

∫∫

Ωε

ρ̃(z)2dxdy =

∫∫

Dβε

ρ(z)2Jf(z)

(|h′(z)| − |g′(z)|)2dxdy,

where Jf (z) = |h′(z)|2 − |g′(z)|2 is the Jacobian of f . But since |wf(z)| = |WF (az)| ≤
kam|z|m, we get an estimate:

Jf(z)

(|h′(z)| − |g′(z)|)2 6
|h′(z)| + |g′(z)|
|h′(z)| − |g′(z)| 6

1 + |wf(z)|
1− |wf(z)|

6
1 + kam|z|m
1− kam|z|m

Thus, the inequality

1

µ(Ωε)
6

∫∫

Dβε

1 + kam|z|m
1− kam|z|mρ(z)

2dxdy (3.2)

holds for any metric ρ that is admissible for the family of crosscuts in Dβε.

Now choose the admissible metric

ρ(z) =
1− kamrm

1 + kamrm
1

r

{∫ 1

βε

1− kamtm

1 + kamtm
1

t
dt
}

−1
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Then, using the formula (3.2), we obtain that

1

µ(Ωε)
6 2π

{∫ 1

βε

1− kamtm

1 + kamtm
1

t
dt
}
−1

Straightforward integration leads to the following

∫ 1

βε

1− kamtm

1 + kamtm
1

t
dt = − 2

m
ln(1 + kamtm)

∣∣t=1

t=βε
+ ln(t)

∣∣t=1

t=βε
=

2

m
ln

1 + kamβmεm

1 + kam
− ln βε

So,

µ(Ωε) >
1

2π

( 2

m
ln

1 + kamβmεm

1 + kam
− ln βε

)
(3.3)

On the other hand, the function ψ(z) = 4δK(z) maps D onto ∆, and so ψ(Dε(4δ)−1)

agrees approximately with ∆ε when ε is small. Since the module is a conformal invariant,

this gives the approximate formula

µ(∆ε) =
1

2π
ln

4δ

ε
+O(ε), ε→ 0. (3.4)

Comparing (3.1), (3.3) and (3.4), we arrive at the following inequality

2

m
ln

1 + kamβmεm

1 + kam
− ln βε 6 ln

4δ

ε
+O(ε).

Letting ε tend to zero, and β tend to 1, we deduce finally that

δ >
1

4(1 + kam)
2

m

.

However, |f(z)| > δ when |z| = 1. Thus, because f(z) = F (az)
a

, it follows that

|F (z)| > |z|
4(1 + k|z|m) 2

m

.

Since a was chosen arbitrarily, the theorem is proved. �

Proof of Proposition 2. If f ∈ S0
H;p,q, then the order of the zero at the origin of g′(z) is

equal to q − 1. But the order of the zero at the origin of the analytic dilatation wf(z)

coincides with the order of the zero of the function g′(z). So, due to the Schwarz lemma

|wf(z)| 6 |z|q−1. Thus, f belongs to the class S0
H(1, q − 1) and Theorem 1 gives the proof

of the proposition. �
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Proof of Proposition 3. Let ∆ be a preimage of the disk |z| < Rq under f . Let φ be

the conformal mapping of the unit disk onto ∆ with the condition φ(0) = 0, φ′(0) > 0.

Then F (z) = R−1
q f(φ(z)) is a harmonic mapping of the unit disk onto itself due to the

Proposition 2. On the other hand, if φ(z) = c1z + c2z
2 + ..., then

f(φ(z)) = φ(z) + apφ(z)
p + ..+ bqφ(z)q + .. = c1z + c2z

2 + ...+ (cp + cp1ap)z
p + ..

Thus, with the notation F (z) =
∞∑
n=1

Anz
n +

∞∑
n=1

Bnzn, we arrive at the formulas

A1 = R−1
q c1, Ap = R−1

q (cp + cp1ap)

Since F maps the unit disk harmonically onto itself, it follows [5, § 4.5] that |An| 6 1
n
,

or

|cp + cp1ap| 6
Rq

p
.

Thus, we have

|ap| 6 c−p
1

(Rq

p
+ |cp|

)
. (3.5)

De Brange’s theorem [2] states , that

|cp| 6 c1p. (3.6)

Also, the exact form of the Heinz inequality, which is proved in [8], gives the estimate

|A1|2 > 27
4
π−2, or

c1 >
3
√
3

2
Rqπ

−1 = d−1
q . (3.7)

Combining (3.5),(3.6) and (3.7), we arrive at the estimate, stated in the proposition.

If p = 2, then the estimate could be improved by using Pick’s inequality for bounded

functions [6, p. 74, ex. 33] instead of de Brange’s theorem. In this case we have

|c2| 6 2c1(1− c1)

and with (3.5) and (3.7) the second part of the proposition is proved. �

Proof of Theorem 2. The area A of f(D) is

A =

∫∫

D

|h′(z)|2 − |g′(z)|2 dxdy =
∫∫

D

(
1− |w(z)|2

)
|h′(z)|2 dxdy >
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>

∫∫

D

(
1− |kzm|2

)
|h′(z)|2 dxdy = π

∞∑

n=1

n |an|2 −
∫∫

D

∣∣∣∣∣

∞∑

n=1

knanz
n+m−1

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dxdy =

= π

∞∑

n=1

n

(
1− k2

n

n+m

)
|an|2 = π

(
1− k2

m+ 1

)
+ π

∞∑

n=2

n

(
1− k2n

n+m

)
|an|2 ,

as shown by a standard calculation in polar coordinates. The last sum is clearly minimized

by choosing an = 0 for all n > 2. The minimum area is attained only if |w(z)| ≡ k|z|m,
or w(z) = eiαkzm. Hence, g′(z) = eiαkzm, which implies |bm+1| = k

m+1
and bn = 0 for

all n 6= m + 1. But the function f(z) = z + eiα k
m+1

z̄m+1 is univalent, so the theorem is

proved. �
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