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A STRENGTHENING OF THE HARNACK INEQUALITY

MAREK SVETLIK

Abstract. We prove the stronger version of Harnack’s inequality for positive
harmonic functions defined on the unit disc.

1. Introduction and the main result

Let U = {z ∈ C : |z| < 1} be the unit disc. It is known (see e.g. [1, p. 47] or [4,
p. 13]) that the harmonic function u : U → (0,+∞) satisfies Harnack’s inequality

(1)
1− |z|

1 + |z|
6
u(z)

u(0)
6

1 + |z|

1− |z|

for all z ∈ U.
In this paper we prove the following stronger version of this classical result.

Theorem 1. Let u : U → (0,+∞) be a harmonic function. Then

(2)

(

1 + |z|2

1− |z|2
+

|∇u(0)|

u(0)

|z|

1− |z|2

)−1

6
u(z)

u(0)
6

(

1 + |z|2

1− |z|2
+

|∇u(0)|

u(0)

|z|

1− |z|2

)

,

for all z ∈ U. Here ∇u = (ux, uy) is the gradient of the function u.

Since for harmonic function u : U → (0,+∞) we have |∇u(0)| 6 2u(0) (see
inequality (12) below), it follows that

(3)
1 + |z|2

1− |z|2
+

|∇u(0)|

u(0)

|z|

1− |z|2
6

1 + |z|

1− |z|

and

(4)

(

1 + |z|2

1− |z|2
+

|∇u(0)|

u(0)

|z|

1− |z|2

)−1

>
1− |z|

1 + |z|

for all z ∈ U. Therefore, the inequality (2) is stronger than the inequality (1).
Fix c ∈ U and denote by ϕc the mapping given by

ϕc(z) =
z + c

1 + cz
.

It is known that ϕc is a conformal isomorphism of the unit disc U onto itself. In
particular, if c = 1, then we define ϕc(z) = 1 for all z ∈ U.

The following example shows that there is function u : U → (0,+∞) and z ∈ U,
so that the equality in (1) holds.
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Example 1. Let 0 6 c 6 1 and let u1, u2 : U → (0,+∞) be defined by

u1(z) = Re
1 + zϕc(z)

1− zϕc(z)
.

and

u2(z) = Re
1− zϕc(z)

1 + zϕc(z)
.

Then u1(0) = u2(0) = 1 and |∇u1(0)| = |∇u2(0)| = 2c. Further,

u1(x)

u1(0)
=

1 + x2

1− x2
+

|∇u1(0)|

u1(0)

x

1− x2

and
u2(x)

u2(0)
=

(

1 + x2

1− x2
+

|∇u2(0)|

u2(0)

x

1− x2

)−1

,

for all x ∈ [0, 1).

To prove the Theorem 1, we use the hyperbolic densities on the unit disc U and
on the right half-plane K = {z ∈ C : Re z > 0}.

The hyperbolic density on the unit disc U is defined by

ρU(z) =
2

1− |z|2
, z ∈ U.

Based on Riemann’s Mapping Theorem we can define the hyperbolic density on
an arbitrary simply connected domain Ω ⊂ C, Ω different from C (we call these
domains hyperbolic), in the following way

ρΩ(z) = ρU(φ(z))|φ
′(z)|, z ∈ Ω,

where φ : Ω → U is a conformal isomorphism from Ω onto U. In particular, if ψ is

defined by ψ(z) =
z − 1

z + 1
, then ψ is a conformal isomorphism from K onto U and

by direct calculation we obtain

ρK(z) =
1

Re z
, z ∈ K.

We define the hyperbolic distance on a hyperbolic domain Ω as follows

(5) dΩ(z1, z2) = inf

∫

γ

ρΩ(z)|dz|,

where the infimum is taken over all C1 curves γ that connect z1 with z2 in Ω.
Specifically, it can be shown that

dU(z, 0) = log
1 + |z|

1− |z|
= 2 artanh |z|.

Let f : Ω1 → Ω2 (Ω1 and Ω2 are hyperbolic domains in C) be a holomorphic
function. The famous Schwarz-Pick lemma asserts that

(6) ρΩ2
(f(z))|f ′(z)| 6 ρΩ1

(z), z ∈ Ω1.

As a corollary of (6) we have

(7) dΩ2
(f(z1), f(z2)) 6 dΩ1

(z1, z2), for all z1, z2 ∈ Ω1.

Moreover, if f is a conformal isomorphism from Ω1 onto Ω2, then equalities hold
in (6) and (7). Thus, if f is a conformal isomorphism from Ω1 onto Ω2, then f is
an isometry from the metric space (Ω1, dΩ1

) onto the metric space (Ω2, dΩ2
).
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The hyperbolic derivative of f at z ∈ Ω1 (for motivation and details see section
5 in [3], cf. [2]) is defined as follows

fh(z) =
ρΩ2

(f(z))

ρΩ1
(z)

f ′(z).

From (6) it follows immediately that |fh(z)| 6 1 for all z ∈ Ω1.
Using this notion, A. F. Beardon and T. K. Carne proved the following theorem,

which is a strengthening of the Schwarz-Pick inequality (7).

Theorem 2 ([2]). Let f : Ω1 → Ω2 (Ω1 and Ω2 are hyperbolic domains in C) be a
holomorphic function. Then

(8) dΩ2
(f(z1), f(z2)) 6 log

(

coshdΩ1
(z1, z2) + |fh(z)| sinh dΩ1

(z1, z2)
)

.

Note that in the paper [2] the previous theorem was formulated and proved for
the case Ω1 = Ω2 = U. The version of this theorem that we have stated follows
directly from the theorem given in [2]. The inequality (8) plays a crucial role in
the proof of the Theorem 1. In addition, the following elementary facts play an
important role in this proof (for this approach see [6]).

1) If u : U → (0,+∞) is a harmonic function, then it is known that there exists
a holomorphic function f : U → K such that Re f = u and f(0) = u(0).

2) Using the Schwarz-Pick inequality, we obtain

(9) ρK(f(z))|f
′(z)| 6 ρU(z), z ∈ U.

3) Due to the Cauchy-Riemann equations, we have f ′ = ux − iuy, i.e. f
′ =

(ux,−uy) = ∇u. From this follows

(10) |f ′(z)| = |∇u(z)| = |∇u(z)|, z ∈ U.

4) Since ρK(z) =
1

Re z
, z ∈ K we get

(11) ρK(f(z)) = ρK(u(z)), z ∈ U.

5) From (9), (10) and (11) we immediately obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 1. Let u : U → (0,+∞) be a harmonic function. Then

ρK(u(z))|∇u(z)| 6 ρU(z),

i.e.

(12) |∇u(z)| 6
2u(z)

1− |z|2
,

for all z ∈ U. Moreover, if u is the real part of a conformal isomorphism from U

onto K, then in (12) equality holds for all z ∈ U. On the other hand, if in (12)
equality holds for some z ∈ U, then u is the real part of a conformal isomorphism
U onto K.

We call the facts 1)-5) together with the Proposition 1 the half-plane method.
This method can be seen as an analogous version of the strip method used in the
paper [7] (see also [6]).

Note that the following theorem can be derived as a corollary of (12).
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Theorem 3 ([5, Theorem 1.1]). Let u : U → (0,+∞) be a harmonic function.
Then

(13) dK(u(z1), u(z2)) 6 dU(z1, z2),

for all z1, z2 ∈ U.

Remark 1. In [5], M. Marković proved the Theorem 3 for the case where the
domain of the function u is H = {z ∈ C : Im z > 0}, but this is not essential since
H and U are conformally equivalent.

Remark 2. Considering the proof of the Theorem 3 from the paper [8], it is straight-
forward to prove that (13) is equivalent to Harnack’s inequality.

For further results of this type of inequalities, we refer the reader to [9] and the
literature cited there.

2. Proof of the main result

First we recall another notion and prove two lemmas.
For a hyperbolic domain Ω, a ∈ Ω and r > 0 we denote by DΩ(a, r) a hyperbolic

closed disc with centre a and radius r, i.e. DΩ(a, r) = {z ∈ Ω : dΩ(z, a) 6 r}. It is
simply checked that

(14) DU(0, 2 artanh r) = {z ∈ U : |z| 6 r},

for all r ∈ (0, 1).

Lemma 1. Let b ∈ (0,+∞) and r ∈ (0, 1). If z ∈ DK(b, 2 artanh r) then

Re z ∈

[

1− r

1 + r
b,
1 + r

1− r
b

]

.

Proof. Recall that the mapping ψ defined by ψ(z) =
z − 1

z + 1
is a conformal isomor-

phism from K onto U. Set κ = ψ−1, a = ψ(b) and κb = κ ◦ ϕa. It is clear that
κb is a conformal isomorphism from U onto K and κb(0) = b. Therefore, κb is an
isometry from the metric space (U, dU) onto the metric space (K, dK). Therefore

κb

(

DU(0, 2 artanh r)
)

= DK(b, 2 artanh r).

On the other hand, taking into account (14) we have

κb

(

DU(0, 2 artanh r)
)

= κb

(

{z ∈ U : |z| 6 r}
)

.

Furthermore, we obtain by straightforward calculations that κb

(

{z ∈ U : |z| 6 r}
)

is a closed Euclidean disc with centre c =
1+ r2

1− r2
b and radius R =

2r

1− r2
b. So, if

z ∈ κb

(

{z ∈ U : |z| 6 r}
)

then

Re z ∈ [c−R, c+R] =

[

1− r

1 + r
b,
1 + r

1− r
b

]

.

�
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Lemma 2. Let 0 6 c 6 1. Then, for all z ∈ U,

log(coshdU(z, 0) + c sinh dU(z, 0)) = log

(

1 + |z|2 + 2c|z|

1− |z|2

)

= dU(|z|ϕc(|z|), 0).

(15)

Proof. Let z ∈ U be arbitrary. The first equality in (15) holds due to the fact that

coshdU(z, 0) =
1 + |z|2

1− |z|2
i sinh dU(z, 0) =

2|z|

1− |z|2
.

To prove the second equality in (15), we have to determine a point R(z) ∈ [0, 1)
such that

(16) dU(R(z), 0) = log

(

1 + |z|2 + 2c|z|

1− |z|2

)

.

Note that the equality (16) is equivalent to the equality

1 +R(z)

1−R(z)
=

1 + |z|2 + 2c|z|

1− |z|2
,

and from this we get R(z) = |z|
c+ |z|

1 + c|z|
= |z|ϕc(|z|). �

Proof of the Theorem 1. By using the half-plane method, we obtain that there is
a unique holomorphic function f : U → K such that Re f = u, f(0) = u(0),
|f ′(0)| = |∇u(0)| and

|fh(0)| =
ρK(f(0))

ρU(0)
|f ′(0)| =

|∇u(0)|

2u(0)
.

Define c =
|∇u(0)|

2u(0)
. According to Theorem 2, if Ω1 = U and Ω2 = K we get

(17) dK(f(z), f(0)) 6 log
(

coshdU(z, 0) + c sinh dU(z, 0)
)

for all z ∈ U. By Lemma 2 we thus have

dK(f(z), f(0)) 6 2 artanh
(

|z|ϕc(|z|)
)

,

i.e

f(z) ∈ DK

(

f(0), 2 artanh
(

|z|ϕc(|z|)
))

.

Using Lemma 1 (note that f(0) = u(0) and u = Re f) we now obtain

(18) u(z) ∈

[

1− |z|ϕc(|z|)

1 + |z|ϕc(|z|)
u(0),

1 + |z|ϕc(|z|)

1− |z|ϕc(|z|)
u(0)

]

But since
1 + |z|ϕc(|z|)

1− |z|ϕc(|z|)
=

1 + |z|2 + 2c|z|

1− |z|2
, it follows that (18) is equivalent to

(1). �



6 MAREK SVETLIK

References

[1] S. Axler, P. Bourdon, W. Ramey, Harmonic function theory, Springer Verlag, New York,
2020.

[2] A. F. Beardon, T. K. Carne, A strengthening of the Schwarz-Pick Inequality, Amer. Math.
Monthly, 99 (1992), 216-217.

[3] A. F. Beardon and D. Minda, The Hyperbolic Metric and Geometric Function Theory, Pro-
ceedings of the International Workshop on Quasiconformal Mappings and their Applications
(New Delhi, India, 2007), Narosa Publishing House, pp. 10-56.

[4] P. Duren, Harmonic mappings in the plane, Cambridge University Press, 2004.
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