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ON AN INTERNAL CHARACTERIZATION OF HOROCYCLICALLY

CONVEX DOMAINS IN THE UNIT DISK

JUAN ARANGO, HUGO ARBELÁEZ, AND DIEGO MEJÍA

Abstract. A proper subdomain G of the unit disk D is horocyclically convex (horo-
convex) if, for every ω ∈ D ∩ ∂G, there exists a horodisk H such that ω ∈ ∂H and
G∩H = ∅. In this paper we give an internal characterization of these domains, namely,
that G is horo-convex if and only if any two points can be joined inside G by a C1

curve composed with finitely many Jordan arcs with hyperbolic curvature in (−2, 2).
We also give a lower bound for the hyperbolic metric of horo-convex regions and some
consequences.

Key words. Horocyclically convex domain, hyperbolic metric, internal characteriza-
tion.
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1. Introduction and main results

A domain G in the complex plane C is convex if and only if, for every ω ∈ ∂G, there
exists a half-plane H such that ω ∈ ∂H and G ∩H = ∅. The line ∂H is a noncompact
maximal curve of constant euclidean curvature. This fact motivates to search for the
analog within the hyperbolic geometry of the unit disk D. The study of this analogy was
initiated by Mej́ıa and Pommerenke in [11].
Consider D endowed with the hyperbolic metric λD(z)|dz| = |dz|/(1 − |z|2). In this

space the noncompact maximal curves of constant hyperbolic curvature κ are those with
|κ| ≤ 2. These are circular arcs from T = ∂D to T. Hence, the analogy in the hyperbolic
disk, (D, ds), of convexity in the euclidean plane can be established in multiple directions;
among them, probably the most important is known as hyperbolic convexity: a domain
G ⊂ D is hyperbolically convex (h-convex) if, for every ω ∈ D∩∂G, there is a hyperbolic
half plane H with ω ∈ ∂H and G∩H = ∅. The supporting maximal curve at each point
ω ∈ D ∩ ∂G has hyperbolic curvature zero. Hyperbolic convexity has been extensively
studied; see for example [[4]; [5]; [8]; [9]; [10]; [12]].
In [11] the authors considered the extremal case where the supporting maximal curve

has hyperbolic curvature |κ| = 2. A curve of this type touches T and is named horocycle;
the inner domain of a horocycle is a horodisk. A domain G ⊂ D is called horocyclically
convex (horo-convex) if, for every ω ∈ D ∩ ∂G, there exists a horodisk H such that
ω ∈ ∂H and G ∩ H = ∅. A horocyclically convex function f is a conformal map of D
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onto a horo-convex domain G ⊂ D. Clearly every h-convex domain is horo-convex, and
every horo-convex domain is simply connected as we will show later.
Let Γ be a Jordan arc or a Jordan curve of the form Γ = Γ1 ∪ · · · ∪ Γn, where Γk, k =

1, . . . , n, are smooth Jordan arcs from pk−1 to pk, that are otherwise disjoint. We denote
by ∆(Γk) the change of the tangent angle along Γk, and by ∆(pk), k = 1, . . . , n− 1, the
change of the tangent angle at the vertex pk. Then, the change of the tangent angle along
Γ is given by

(1) ∆(Γ) =

n
∑

k=1

∆(Γk) +

n−1
∑

k=1

∆(pk).

If Γ is a positively oriented smooth Jordan curve, then ∆(Γ) = 2π. We are concerned
with the case where the arcs Γk are all inside D, have constant hyperbolic curvature in
the open interval (−2, 2), and in such a way that Γk−1 and Γk join smoothly at the point
in common, making Γ of class C1. We call admissible a Jordan arc of this kind.
Our main objective is to find internal characterizations of horo-convexity. In this

direction we have the following result.

Theorem 1. Let G ⊂ D be a simply connected domain with locally connected boundary.
The following conditions are equivalent,

(i) G is horocyclically convex.
(ii) For every a, b ∈ G, with a 6= b, there is an admissible Jordan arc Γ ⊂ G joining

a and b.

The condition (ii) on the Jordan arc Γ does not imply simple connectivity. Take for
instance the unit disk punctured at the origin, D∗: any two points in D∗ can be joined
inside D∗ by an arc with constant hyperbolic curvature between 0 and 2. On the other
hand, it is possible that the imposed condition of local connectivity on the boundary, be
superfluous.

Another topic in which we are interested deal with finding a characterization of horo-
convexity by means of a lower bound for the hyperbolic metric in terms of the hyperbolic
distance to the boundary. This type of characterization is known for convex domains in
all three geometries: euclidean ([6]), hyperbolic ([16]) and spherical ([15]). We recall that
the hyperbolic distance in the unit disk is given by

dD(z, w) = arctanh

∣

∣

∣

∣

z − w

1− z̄w

∣

∣

∣

∣

= arctanh eD(z, w),

where

eD(z, w) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

z − w

1− z̄w

∣

∣

∣

∣

is the so called pseudo-hyperbolic distance in D. Since arctanh x ≥ x for 0 ≤ x < 1, we
have the inequality dD(z, w) ≥ eD(z, w).
For a proper subdomain G of D we denote by λG(z)|dz| its hyperbolic metric and by
νG(z) its hyperbolic density; that is,

νG(z) =
λG(z)|dz|

λD(z)|dz|
= (1− |z|2)λG(z).
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The hyperbolic density is a continuous function on G which is invariant under the
group Möb(D) of conformal automorphisms of D. Also, for z ∈ G, we denote by dG(z)
and eG(z), respectively, the hyperbolic and pseudo-hyperbolic distance from z to the
boundary of G. As in [16], we consider the following quantities

CD(G) := inf
z∈G

dG(z)νG(z), C ′

D(G) := inf
z∈G

eG(z)νG(z).

Clearly, CD(G) ≥ C ′
D(G).

We name by horo-crescent the standard horo-convex domain which is the exterior in
D of a closed horodisk. Since any two horodisks are Möb(D)-equivalent, then any two
horo-crescent domains are also Möb(D)-equivalent.
At this point we refer the reader to [1] for fundamental facts of the hyperbolic metric.
Based on the definition of horo-convexity and the monotonicity property of the hyperbolic
metric we have,

Theorem 2. Let G ⊂ D be any horo-convex domain. Then, for each z ∈ G,

(2) νG(z) ≥
π

e2dG(z)

1

sin
π

e2dG(z)

,

with equality at a point if and only if G is a horo-crescent domain.

A natural question to ask is for what kind of simply connected regions in the unit disk
is valid inequality (2). In this direction one can also ask if it might be possible to extend
the method developed by Sugawa in ([15], [16]) to horocyclical convexity. We don’t have
answers to these questions. Sugawa gave versions of Keogh’s lemma ([3]) to spherical and
hyperbolic convexity which allowed to demonstrate that lower bounds of the hyperbolic
metric for spherical and hyperbolic convex domains indeed characterize those types of
domains.

For t > 0 define h by

h(t) :=
e2t

π
sin

π

e2t
.

Using the software Geogebra we see that the minimum value of g(t) = t/h(t) is ≈ 0.48
and occurs as ≈ 0.11; so CD(G) ' 0.48.
On the other hand, in terms of eG(z) inequality (2) is

(3) νG(z) ≥
1− eG(z)

1 + eG(z)

π

sin
π(1− eG(z))

1 + eG(z)

;

again, using Geogebra we see that the minimum value of

1− s

1 + s

πs

sin
π(1− s)

1 + s

, 0 < s < 1,

is ≈ 0.48 and occurs at ≈ 0.12. So C ′
D(G) ' 0.48. In view of the results proved by

Sugawa mentioned above, it is reasonable to think that any simply connected domain G
in D for which C ′

D(G) < 0.48 is not horo-convex. With this in mind we define the class
C of domains Ω ⊂ D of the form D1 \ D2 where each Dj is a hyperbolic disk in D and
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such that ∂D1 and ∂D2 intersect orthogonally at two points in D. Let m(Ω) denote the
hyperbolic midpoint of the hyperbollically concave boundary arc ∂D2 ∩ D1 of Ω. We
recall that the hyperbolic curvature of ∂Dj , j = 1, 2, is bigger than two.

Conjecture 1. Let G be a simply connected subdomain of D. Then, G is not horo-
ciclically convex in D if and only if there is a domain Ω ∈ C such that Ω ⊂ G with
m(Ω) ∈ ∂G ∩ D.

The Principle of hyperbolic metric establishes that if G is a simply connected subregion
of D and f is holomorphic on D with f(D) ⊂ G, then

νG(f(z))
|f ′(z)|

1− |f(z)|2
≤ λD(z)

for z ∈ D with equality if and only if f is a conformal mapping of D onto G. As
a consequence of Theorem 1 and the Principle of hyperbolic metric is the following
corollary.

Corollary 1. Let G ⊂ D be a horo-convex domain and f : D → D a holomorphic
mapping with f(D) ⊂ G. Then, for z ∈ D,

(4) (1− |z|2)
|f ′(z)|

1− |f(z)|2
≤ h(dG(f(z))).

Equality holds at a point if and only if G is a horo-crescent domain and f is a conformal
mapping of D onto G.

Since h is strictly increasing, by applying (4) at z = 0 we see that the range of f covers
de hyperbolic disk centered at f(0) with hyperbolic radius h−1(|f ′(0)|/(1− |f(0)|2)).

2. Proofs of results

2.1. Simple connectivity of horo-convex domains. We need the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Let G be a domain contained in D. If B is a component of Ĉ\G with ∞ /∈ B,
then ∂B ⊂ ∂G.

Proof. Let B be a component of Ĉ \ G as in the statement, and x ∈ ∂B. Since B is

closed in Ĉ then x /∈ G. Since G is open in Ĉ then Ĉ = G ∪ ∂G ∪ Ext(G). Suppose
that ∞ 6= x ∈ Ext(G). Then, there exists an euclidean open disk D centered at x such
that D ⊂ Ext(G). Hence D ⊂ B. So, x ∈ Int(B). This is a contradiction. Therefore
x ∈ ∂G. �

Proposition 1. Every horo-convex domain is simply connected.

Proof. Let G ⊂ D be horo-convex. We must prove that Ĉ \ G is connected. Note that

Ĉ \ D ⊂ Ĉ \ G and Ĉ \ D is connected. Let A be the component of Ĉ \ G that contains

Ĉ \ D. We argue by contradiction assuming that Ĉ \ G is not connected. Then, there

exists a component B of Ĉ \ G different from A. Hence B ⊂ Ĉ \ A ⊂ D. Since B is

closed in Ĉ \ G which is closed in Ĉ, then B is closed in Ĉ. Furthermore, the boundary

of B, ∂B, respect to Ĉ is not empty (otherwise, B = B = B◦ ∪ ∂B = B◦; then B would

be open and closed in Ĉ, contradicting the fact that Ĉ \G is a proper subset of Ĉ). Let
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ζ ∈ ∂B. So, ζ ∈ B = B ⊂ D. By Lemma 1, ζ ∈ ∂G ∩ D. By the horo-convexity of G
there exists a horo-disk H with ζ ∈ ∂H ∩ D and G ⊂ D \ H. Since ζ ∈ B ∩ H , then

B ∪H is connected in Ĉ \G. Therefore B ∪H lies inside a unique component of Ĉ \G;
hence B ∪H ⊂ B which implies H ⊂ B. This gives a contradiction since H ∩T 6= ∅ and
T ⊂ A. �

2.2. Internal characterization of horo-convex domains. The proof of Theorem 1
is very geometric and depends on several lemmas some of which are inspired on ideas
already present in [11]. Also, sometimes we prefer to use the upper half-plane H = {z ∈
C : Im z > 0} as our model for the hyperbolic space. We recall that in this model the
arcs of constant hyperbolic curvature in (−2, 2) meet the boundary of H.

Lemma 2. Let H ⊂ D be any horodisk.

(i) If Γ is an admissible Jordan arc leaving H at w ∈ ∂H ∩ D, then Γ cannot come
back to ∂H.

(ii) If a, b are two different points in H and Γ is an admissible Jordan arc with end
points a, b, then Γ is contained in H.

Proof. Since the hyperbolic curvature is invariant under conformal mappings, we may
work in the upper half-plane H, and we may also suppose that H = {z : Im z > c} for
some c > 0.
(i) By hypothesis, the initial direction of Γ at w points downward. If Γ turns back to ∂H ,
it would exist a point p ∈ Γ with minimal imaginary part. Let Γk be an arc component
of Γ containing p. Since Γ is of class C1, the tangent line to Γk at p has to be horizontal.
But any arc in H with constant hyperbolic curvature in (−2, 2) can only have horizontal
tangent at a point with maximal imaginary part. This is a contradiction.
(ii) By part (i), Γ cannot leaves out H at any point of ∂H , so Γ stays in H . Now, if Γ
meets ∂H at a point w, then there would be an arc B, component of Γ, with w ∈ B.
Since Γ ⊂ H is of class C1, then ∂H is tangent to B at w. Therefore Im z, z ∈ B, will
have an strict minimum at w. But this is not possible because the hyperbolic curvature
of B belongs to (−2, 2). �

Let a, b be different points in D. Let H+, H− be the unique (open) horodisks whose
boundaries pass through a, b. We denote E(a, b) := H+ ∩H−.

Lemma 3. Let a, b be different points in D. If Γ is an admissible Jordan arc with end
points a and b, then Γ ⊂ E(a, b).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the previous lemma. �

Lemma 4. Let G ⊂ D be a simply connected domain. If any two points of G can be
joined inside G by an admissible Jordan arc Γ, then |∆(Γ)| ≤ 8π.

Proof. Let w0, w1 ∈ G. We join w0 and w1 by an arc Γ that satisfies the condition of
the statement. Let H±

j , j = 0, 1, be the horodisks tangent to Γ at wj and touches T
at ζ±j . Since the horocycles have h-curvature with absolute value 2, then H±

j ∩ Γ = ∅.
We now construct a smooth positively oriented Jordan curve J as follows. We may
assume that Γ is positively oriented from w0 to w1 and that H+

j lies above Γ at wj. Then

J = J0 ∪Γ∪J1 ∪J∗, where Jj is the portion of ∂H+
j from wj to ζ+j that makes a π angle
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with Γ at wj , and J∗ is the portion of T from ζ+1 to ζ+0 . So,

(5) 2π = ∆(J0) + ∆(Γ) + ∆(J1) + ∆(J∗).

It follows that

(6) |∆(Γ)| ≤ 8π.

�

Lemma 5. If f is any conformal map from D onto a domain G that satisfies the condition
(ii) of Theorem 1, then f ′ is in the Hardy class Hp for some p > 0. In particular, the
angular derivative of f exists and is different from 0,∞ almost everywhere.

Proof. Fix w0 ∈ G and let w be any other point in G. Consider a conformal map f from
D onto G with f(0) = w0 and f(z) = w. Let C = f([0, z]) and θj , j = 0, 1, the angles
between [0, z] and f−1(Γ) at 0 and z, respectively. Then,

(7) arg f ′(z)− arg f ′(0) = ∆(Γ)± θ0 ± θ1.

Therefore, it follows from (6) and (7) that

(8) | arg f ′(z)− arg f ′(0)| ≤ 12π.

Inequality (8) implies that f ′ is subordinate to the function

g(z) = f ′(0) exp

[

14 log
1 + z

1− z

]

= f ′(0)

(

1 + z

1− z

)14

.

Since g ∈ Hp for 0 < p < 1/14 the result follows from Littlewood’s Subordination
Principle (see [2], p. 10). �

We will use the following geometric characterization of isogonality (see [14], p.254).

Theorem A. A conformal map f from D onto a domain G ⊂ C is isogonal at ζ ∈ T if
and only if there is a curve C ⊂ D ending at ζ such that

f(C) : ω + teiα, 0 < t ≤ t1

satisfies
{w : Re

[

e−iα(w − ω)
]

> εt, |w − ω| < t/ε} ⊂ G

for 0 < ε < 1, 0 < t < t0(ε); and

there are points ω±

t ∈ ∂G with e−iα(ω±

t − ω) ∼ ±it

as t → 0.

Let f be as in the previous lemma and let

E = {ζ ∈ T : the angular derivative f ′(ζ) exists and is different from 0,∞}.

Proof of (ii) =⇒ (i) in Theorem 1. Since the boundary of G is locally connected,
f can be extended continuously to D.
(A) We will show first that if ζ ∈ E with f(ζ) ∈ D, then there is a horodisk H such
that f(ζ) ∈ ∂H and H ∩ G = ∅. We may take f(ζ) = 0. By Theorem A there exists a
curve C ⊂ D ending at ζ such that f(C) = {teiα : 0 < t ≤ t1} for some t1 > 0 and some
α ∈ [0, 2π). Furthermore, there exist w±

t ∈ ∂G such that

lim
t→0+

e−iαw±

t

±it
= 1 and lim

t→0+
|w±

t | = 0.
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By rotating about the origin if necessary, we may take α = π/2. So, limt→0+ argw+
t = 0,

and limt→0+ w−

t = π.
Let H be the horodisk such that 0 ∈ ∂H and ∂H is orthogonal to f(C) at the origin. We
will show that H ∩G = ∅. Arguing by contradiction suppose there is q ∈ H ∩G. Take a
sequence {vn} in f(C) converging to 0 with |vn+1| < |vn|. By hypothesis, for each n there
is an admissible Jordan arc Γn ⊂ G joining vn and q . Let ∂H+ = ∂H ∩ {z : Re z > 0}
and ∂H− = ∂H ∩ {z : Re z < 0}. We have two cases:
(a) There are m,n such that Γm gets in H through ∂H+ and Γn gets in H through ∂H−.
By Lemma 2 there are arcs of Γm, Γn and (possibly) of f(C) that enclose a region R with
0 ∈ R. Since Γm, Γn and f(C) are inside G, and G is simply connected, then R ⊂ G,
and so 0 ∈ G. This contradicts the fact that 0 ∈ ∂G.
(b) For all n, Γn gets in H through ∂H+ (analogously, if for all n, Γn gets in H through
∂H−). There are two subcases:
(i) First consider Re q > 0. Let O0 the horodisk such that 0, q ∈ ∂O0 and R+ ∩ O0 = ∅,
and let q0 be the first point (from v1) where Γ1 meets ∂O0 (this point could be q itself).
Let A be the arc of ∂O0 between 0 and q0 open at 0. We will show that A ⊂ G. Let
z ∈ A. Take an open disk D ⊂ G centered at q0; then there exist q1 ∈ D and w ∈ f(C)
with |w| < |v1|, such that the horodisk O1, whose boundary passes through q1 and z,
also contains w. By hypothesis, there is an admissible Jordan arc Γ ⊂ G joining w and
q1. By Lemma 3, Γ ⊂ E(w, q1) ⊂ O1. If B is the arc of Γ1 between q0 and v1, then the
closed curve Γ∪q1q0∪B∪v1w enclose a region R1. Since G is simply connected, R1 ⊂ G.
But, clearly, z ∈ R1; so z ∈ G.
Now let {teiβ : t ∈ R} be the tangent line to ∂O0 at 0; then β ∈ (−π/2, 0). There
is t > 0 such that |w+

t | < dist(0,Γ1) and | argw+
t | < |β|. So, there exist w ∈ f(C)

and z ∈ A such that if O2 is a horodisk w, z ∈ ∂O2, then w+
t /∈ O2. By hypothesis

there exists an admissible Jordan arc Γ0 ⊂ G joining w and z. Then, according to
Lemma 3, Γ0 ⊂ E(w, z) ⊂ O2. Finally, if A′ is the arc in A between z and q0, then
J = Γ0 ∪ A′ ∪ B ∪ v1w is a Jordan curve inside G. Since G is simply connected, the
interior of J , R0, is contained in G. But w+

t ∈ R0, so w+
t ∈ G∩∂G which is not possible.

(ii) Now consider Re q ≤ 0. By part (i), H ∩G∩ {Re z > 0} = ∅; hence, it is no possible
for the Γn to get in H through ∂H+.
(B) Now take w0 ∈ ∂G ∩ D. Then, there is ζ0 ∈ T such that f(ζ0) = w0. Since T \ E
has measure 0, E is dense in T. Therefore there exists a sequence {ζn} in E such that
ζ0 = limn→∞ ζn. By part (A), for each n there is a horodisk Hn with f(ζn) ∈ ∂G
and Hn ∩ G = ∅. Let cn be the euclidean center of Hn. We may suppose that {cn}
converges to c0 ∈ D. Indeed c0 ∈ D otherwise, rn = |f(ζn) − cn| → |f(ζ0) − c0| = 0,
contradicting the assumption f(ζ0) = w0 ∈ D. So, we may suppose that {rn} converges
to a positive number r0. Let H0 be the open disk centered at c0 and radius r0. Since
dist(c0,T) = limn→∞ dist(cn,T) = r0, then H0 is a horodisk, and moreover, w0 ∈ ∂H0. It
only remains to show that H0 ∩ G = ∅, but this is clear since Hn ∩G = ∅ for all n and
Hn approaches H0 as n goes to ∞. �

Proof of (i) =⇒ (ii) in Theorem 1. Let a, b ∈ G be given, with a 6= b. Take a
Jordan arc Γ0 ⊂ G joining a and b. We cover ∂G with open disks as follows: for each
ω ∈ ∂G ∩ D there is, by hypothesis, a horodisk Hω with ω ∈ ∂Hω and Hω ∩ G = ∅.
Now, take a slightly bigger euclidean open disk Dω away from Γ0, with ω ∈ Dω ⊃ Hω;
on the other hand, for each ω ∈ ∂G ∩ T, take a small open euclidean disk Dω away
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from Γ0 , centered at ω. By compactness, cover ∂G with a finite number of such disks,
D1, . . . , Dµ. Observe that, for ω ∈ ∂G, ∂Dω ∩ D has hyperbolic curvature in (−2, 2).
Changing to the upper half-plane model H where the argument is easier to visualize, we
may suppose that the disks Di have euclidean center ci and euclidean radius Ri, with
0 ≤ Im ci < Ri, ∂G ⊂ ∪µ

i=1Di and Γ0∩∪µ
i=1Di = ∅. Also, we order the Di’s in such a way

that Re ci ≤ Re ci+1. By invariance of the hyperbolic curvature, ∂Di ∩H has hyperbolic
curvature in (−2, 2) for each i. Notice also that non horizontal euclidean line segments
have hyperbolic curvature in (−2, 2). If the euclidean line segment ab is contained in G,
take Γ = ab in case is not horizontal, otherwise, let Γ be the arc between a and b of any
circle through a and b contained in G that meets ∂H.
If ab is not contained in G we have two general cases: ab is not vertical and ab is vertical.
A: ab is not vertical. We may suppose without loss of generality that Re a < Re b. Let
J = {1, 2, . . . , µ} and J1 = {i ∈ J : Re a ≤ Re ci ≤ Re b, ab ∩ Di 6= ∅}. We have two
cases: J1 6= ∅ and J1 = ∅.
J1 6= ∅: Let j1 := min J1 and h1 := max J1. For each i ∈ J1 let ri ∈ ∂Di be such that
ari is the upper tangent segment from a to ∂Di, and let αi := arg(ri − a) ∈ (−π/2, π/2),
α = max{αi : i ∈ J1}, and k := max{i ∈ J1 : αi = α}. Let s ∈ ∂Dk be such that bs is the
upper tangent segment from b to ∂Dk. If J2 := {i ∈ J1 : i > k and bs∩Di 6= ∅} = ∅, take
Γ1 := ark ∪A∪ sb, where A is the arc on ∂Dk from rk to s. If J2 6= ∅ let, for each i ∈ J2,
si ∈ ∂Dk and ti ∈ ∂Di be such that siti is the upper tangent segment common to ∂Dk

and ∂Di, and let βi : arg(ti − si) (which is less than α). Let β := max{βi : i ∈ J2} and
l := max{i ∈ J2 : βi = β}. Let t ∈ ∂Dl be such that bt is the upper tangent segment from
b to ∂Dl. If J3 := {i ∈ J2 : i > l and bt∩Di 6= ∅} = ∅, take Γ1 := ark ∪A′ ∪ sltl ∪B ∪ tb,
where A′is the arc on ∂Dk from rk to sl and B is the arc on ∂Dl from tl to t. If J3 6= ∅ we
repeat the process. This process must end since J is finite, and so we have constructed a
“polygonal” curve Γ1 (with decreasing slope) from a to b composed by arcs of hyperbolic
curvature in the interval (−2, 2). If Γ1 ⊂ G take Γ := Γ1.
Now we must take into consideration the possibility that Γ1 * G. Since the circular arcs
of Γ1 are indeed inside G, then Γ1 fails to be inside G when some (or all) its line segments
meet ∂G and, therefore, some Di. By our construction, these indices i must be either
less than j1 or bigger than h1 and, for each one of theme the curve Γ1, that we called of
“first level”, has to be corrected by constructing “polygonal” curves of “second level” for
each tangent segment that meets ∂G. We illustrate this as follows:
Suppose for instance that sltl * G and arg(tl − sl) > 0. Then K1 := {j ∈ J : j <
j1 and sltl ∩Dj 6= ∅} 6= ∅. For each j ∈ K1 let uj ∈ ∂Dk and vj ∈ ∂Dj be such that ujvj
is the upper cross tangent segment common to ∂Dk and ∂Dj , and let γj := arg(vj − uj).
Let γ := min{γj : j ∈ K1} and m := min{j ∈ K1 : γj = γ}. Let v ∈ ∂Dm and
t ∈ ∂Dl be such that vt is the cross tangent segment common to ∂Dm and ∂Dl. If
K2 := {j ∈ K1 : j < m and vt ∩ Dj 6= ∅} = ∅, take Γ2 := C ∪ umvm ∪ D ∪ vt ∪ E,
where C is the arc on ∂Dk from si to um, D is the arc on ∂Dm from vm to v and E is
the arc on ∂Dl from t to tl. If K2 6= ∅ let, for each j ∈ K2, wj ∈ ∂Dm and xj ∈ ∂Dj

be such that wjxj is the lower cross tangent segment common to ∂Dm and ∂Dj , and let
δ := min{δj : j ∈ K2} and n := min{j ∈ K2 : δj = δ}. Let v′ ∈ ∂Dn and t′ ∈ ∂Dl be
such that v′t′ is the cross tangent segment common to ∂Dn and ∂Dl. If K3 := {j ∈ K2 :
j < n and v′t′ ∩ Dj 6= ∅} = ∅, take Γ2 := C ∪ umvm ∪D′ ∪ wnxn ∪ E ′ ∪ v′t′ ∪ F , where
D′ is the arc on ∂Dm from vm to wn, E

′ is the arc on ∂Dn from xn to v′ and F is the
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arc on ∂Dl from t′ to tl. If K3 6= ∅ we repeat the process which must end. If the curve
Γ2 = Γl

2 so obtained (which is below sltl) is inside G, replace sltl in Γ1 by Γl
2; otherwise,

some (or all) line segment meet ∂G and, therefore, meet some Dj with j ∈ J1. This
line segments must be corrected with curves of “third level”, and so on. The process
allow us to construct “polygonal” curves where the slopes are alternative increasing and
decreasing. Since the number of D′

i,s is finite, the process has an end. Therefore we end
up with an admissible arc Γ ⊂ G from a to b.
J1 = ∅: In this case either, there is i ∈ J , with Re ci < Re a (if arg(b − a) > 0) such

that ab ∩ Di 6= ∅ or, there is i ∈ J , with Re ci > Re b (if arg(b − a) < 0) such that
ab ∩ Di 6= ∅. In these two cases we first construct Γ1 with increasing slope; if Γ1 ⊂ G,
then take Γ := Γ1; otherwise, we correct the line segments with “polygonal” curves (of
second level) with decreasing slope, and so on. Since the process must finish we finally
obtain the admissible Γ from a to b.
B: ab is vertical. Let J1 := {i ∈ J : Re ci > Re a and Di ∩ ab 6= ∅}.
J1 6= ∅: We first construct the general “polygonal” Γ1 with decreasing slope (to the left

of ab). The rest of the argument is analogous to the previous cases.
J1 = ∅: Here, K1 := {i ∈ J : Re ci < Re a and Di ∩ ab 6= ∅} 6= ∅. We first construct the

general polygonal Γ1 with increasing slope (to the right of ab) which, if necessary, must
be corrected with “polygonal” curves of “second level” (with decreasing slope), etc. �

2.3. Lower bound for the hyperbolic density. Let B be the horo-crescent domain
given by B = D \ {z : |z− 1/2| ≤ 1/2}. We wish to express the density νB(z) in terms of
the hyperbolic distance dB(z), relative to D, from z to the horocycle {z : |z−1/2| = 1/2}.
To do this we turn to the conformal invariant model of the hyperbolic plane, namely,

the upper half-plane H = {w : Imw > 0} endowed with the metric λH(w)|dw| =
|dw|

2 Imw
,

where the computations are sometimes simpler. The Möbius transformation τ(z) = i(1+
z)/(1− z) maps D conformally onto H and sends B onto the horizontal strip = {w : 0 <
Imw < 1}. Invariance of the hyperbolic metric under conformal mappings implies that
νB(z) = λS(τ(z))/λH(τ(z)). Also the hyperbolic distance is invariant under conformal
mappings, therefore dB(z) = δS(τ(z)), where δS(τ(z)) is the hyperbolic distance, relative
to H, from τ(z) to the line Im(w) = 1. Example (iii) in [13], p. 62, can be used
to show that the hyperbolic density of a horizontal strip S, symmetric about the line
Im(w) = ic, c ∈ R, and width Kπ, is given by

(9) λS(w) =
1

2K cos Im(w)−c

K

.

(We warn the reader that we have normalized the hyperbolic metric to have Gaussian
curvature −4). Hence,

(10) λS(τ(z)) =
π

2

1

cos
[

π(Im τ(z)− 1/2)
] =

π

2

1

sin
(

π
2
Im τ(z)

) .

Now,

δS(τ(z)) =
1

2

∫ 1

v

dt

t
=

1

2
log

1

v
,
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where v = Im τ(z). Hence, Im τ(z) =
1

e2δS (τ(z))
. This, together with (10) yield

(11)
λS(τ(z))

λH(τ(z))
=

π

e2δS(τ(z))
1

sin
(

π

e2δS (τ(z))

) .

Since the hyperbolic distance is conformal invariant, then dB(z) = δS(τ(z)). So, by (11)
and the invariance of the hyperbolic density we arrive at the formula

(12) νB(z) =
π

e2δB(z)

1

sin
(

π

e2δB(z)

) .

The above formula is valid for any horo-crescent domain Ω ⊂ D because any two horo-
crescent domains are Möb(D)-equivalent.

Proof of Theorem 2. Fix a ∈ G. Choose c ∈ ∂G such that dG(a) = dD(a, c). By
definition of horo-convexity there exists a horodisk H such that c ∈ ∂H and G ∩H = ∅.
Let Ω be the horo-crescent domain D \H . Then G ⊂ Ω. The monotonicity property of
the hyperbolic metric yields νG(a) ≥ νΩ(a) with equality if and only if G = Ω. Since
dG(a) = dΩ(a), this inequality in conjunction with (12) above completes de proof. �

The proof of Corollary 1 is very similar to the proof given in [13], p. 65 of the corollary
to Theorem 4. We give the details just for completeness.

Proof of Corollary 1. The principle of hyperbolic metric gives νG(f(z))|f
′(z)|/(1 −

|f(z)|2) ≤ λD(z) for z ∈ D with equality if and only if f is a conformal mapping of
D ond G. Theorem 2 then implies that 1/h(dG(f(z))) ≤ νG(f(z)) with equality if and
only if G is Möb(D)-equivalent to a horo-crescent domain. By combining the two pre-
ceding inequalities and the necessary and sufficient conditions for equality, we obtain the
corollary. �
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