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GENERALIZED ZALCMAN CONJECTURE FOR SOME CLASSES OF
ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS

V. RAVICHANDRAN AND SHELLY VERMA

ABSTRACT. For functions f(z) = z 4 a2z® + agz® + - - - in various subclasses of normal-
ized analytic functions, we consider the problem of estimating the generalized Zalcman
coefficient functional ¢(f,n,m;\) := |Aanam — antm—1|. For all real parameters A and
B < 1, we provide the sharp upper bound of ¢(f,n,m;\) for functions f satisfying
Re f'(z) > (8 and hence settle the open problem of estimating ¢(f, n, m;A) recently pro-
posed by Agrawal and Sahoo [S. Agrawal and S. K. Sahoo, On coefficient functionals
associated with the Zaleman conjecture, arXiv preprint, 2016]. For all real values of A,
the estimations of ¢(f,n,m;\) are provided for starlike and convex functions of order
a (a < 1) which are sharp for A < 0 or for certain positive values of A\. Moreover, for
certain positive A, the sharp estimation of ¢(f,n,m;\) is given when f is a typically
real function or a univalent function with real coefficients or is in some subclasses of
close-to-convex functions.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Let A be the class of all normalized analytic functions of the form f(z) = z + ay2* +
azz® + - -+ defined on the open unit disc D. The subclass of A consisting of univalent
functions is denoted by S. Let Sk be the class of all functions in & with real coefficients.
For a < 1, we denote by S*(a) and K(«), the classes of functions f € A satisfying
Re (2f(2)/f(z)) > a and Re (1 + zf"(z)/f'(z)) > o respectively. For 0 < a < 1, these
classes are subclasses of S and were first introduced by Robertson [21] in 1936. Later, for
all @ < 1, these classes were considered in [422]. The classes §* := §*(0) and K := IC(0)
represent the classes of starlike and convex functions respectively. We denote the closed
convex hulls of S*(a) and K(«) by HS*(«v) and HC(«) respectively. The class of typically
real functions, denoted by 7', consists of all functions in A which have real values on the
real axis and non-real values elsewhere. Denote by P, the class of all analytic functions
p(z) =1+ c12 + c2° + - - - defined on D such that Rep(z) > 0. The class Pg consists of
all functions in P with real coefficients.

In 1916, Bieberbach conjectured the inequality |a,| < n for f € S. Since then, several
attempts were made to prove the Bieberbach conjecture which was finally proved by de
Branges in 1985. In 1960, as an approach to prove the Bieberbach conjecture, Lawrence
Zalcman conjectured that |a? — ag, 1| < (n —1)? (n > 2) for f € S. This led to several
works related to Zalcman conjecture and its generalized version [Aa2 —ag,_1| < An?—2n+1
(A > 0) for various subclasses of S [56LI3|15,18,[19] but the Zalcman conjecture remained
open for many years for the class S. Recently, Krushkal [I1] proved the conjecture for
the class S by using complex geometry of the universal Teichmiiller spaces.

In 1999, Ma [17] proposed a generalized Zalcman conjecture for f € S that

|anam — anim-1| < (n—1)(m —1)

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 30C45, 30C50, 30C80.
Key words and phrases. Univalent functions; starlike functions; convex functions; typically real func-
tions; coefficient bounds; closed convex hull; close-to-convex functions; coefficient functional.
The second author is supported by a grant from National Board for Higher Mathematics, Mumbai.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.06760v2

2 V. RAVICHANDRAN AND S. VERMA

which is still an open problem, however he proved it for the classes S* and Sg. For A € R,
let ¢(f,n,m; \) := |Aap@m —anim—1| denote the generalized Zalcman coefficient functional
over A. For 8 < 1, the class C(3) of close-to-convex functions of order § consists of f € A
such that Re (zf'(z)/(e?g(z))) > B for some g € §* and § € R. For 0 < 8 < 1, the
class C(B) is a subclass of S and was considered in [16] in a more general form. The class
of close-to-convex functions is denoted by C := C(0), for details, see [§]. Let F1(3) and
F>() be the subclasses of C() (8 < 1) corresponding to # = 0 and the starlike functions
g(2) = z/(1—2) and g(2) = 2/(1 — 2?) respectively. For 3 < 1, let R(3) denote the class
of functions f € A satistying Re f'(z) > . For 0 < 5 < 1, R(p) is a subclass of S and
was first introduced in [9]. Here, we are interested in R(/) for all values of 8 (8 < 1).
Recently, for some positive values of A and 0 < 5 < 1, Agrawal and Sahoo [I] gave the
sharp estimation of ¢(f,n,m;\) for the classes R(f) and HK.

In this paper, for all real values of A, we give the sharp estimation of ¢(f,n, m;\) for
f e R(MB) (B < 1) Also, for f € S*(«) and f € K(a) (a < 1), the estimations of
o(f,n,m; \) are given for all real values of A which are sharp when A < 0 or when A
is taking certain positive values. Moreover, for certain positive values of A, the sharp
estimations of ¢(f,n, m;\) are provided for the classes T', Sg, F1(f) and F»(5) (8 < 1).

We prove our results either by applying the well-known estimation of |A¢,,¢p, — ¢yamm| for
p(z) =1+ ¢,2" € P or by applying some characterization of functions in the class
P and that of typically real functions in terms of some positive semi-definite Hermitian
form, see [12,20]. Earlier, such characterization of functions with positive real part in
terms of some positive semi-definite Hermitian form [12] was used in [2/[3/20]. It should
be pointed out that in the literature, for various subclasses of & which are invariant under
rotations, the estimation of ¢(f,n,n;\) is usually obtained by using the fact that the
expression ¢(f,n,n;\) is invariant under rotations and by an application of the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality which requires A to be non-negative. However, we are able to give
the sharp estimation of ¢(f,n,m;\) for various subclasses of A when A\ < 0. Moreover,
for certain positive A, our technique is giving the estimation of ¢(f,n,m;\) when f is in
some subclasses of A which are not necessarily invariant under rotations. We need the
following lemmas to prove our results.

Lemma 1.1. [20, Lemma 2.5, p. 507] If p(2) = 1+ e, cx2® € P, then for alln,m € N,

| < 2, 0<wpu<l;
CnCm — Cn4m| >

. * 212 — 1|, elsewhere.
The result is sharp.

Lemma 1.2. [12, Theorem 4(b), p. 678] A function p(z) = 1+ > ;2 cx2" € P if and

only if
o0 o 2
Z QZj + Z CkZk+j > 0
=0 k=1

for every sequence {z,} of complex numbers which satisfy limsup,_, . |z|"/* < 1.

Lemma 1.3. [12, Theorem 4(f), p. 678] A function f(z) = z+ > o, arz® € T if and

only if
o0 o0 2
E 2z; + E Apt1 — Q—1) Pkt E Ay — Q) 2kt >0
=0 k=1 k=0

for every sequence {z.} of complex numbers which satisfy limsup,_,._ |z|"/* < 1.
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Lemma 1.4. Let v(t) be a probability measure on [0,2x]. Then for all n,m € N,

2 ) 2 ) 21 ) < <9
>\/ eznt dV(t)/ ezmt dl/(t) - / ez(n—i—m)t dV(t) < 17 0< A < 2,
0 0 0 IA— 1], elsewhere.

Proof. The function p(z) = 1+ Y 7, ¢,2" given by the Herglotz representation formula

[10, Corollary 3.6, p. 30],
2m it
1+e"z2
= — dv(t
O 220
is clearly in P. On comparing the coefficients on both sides in the above equation, we
obtain

2
Cp = 2/ e™dy(t) (n>1).
0

An application of Lemma [I.1] to the function p gives

2m ] 2m ] 2m ] 1 < <1
'Q,u/ et dl/(t)/ e du(t) —/ eilntm)t dl/(t)‘ < { ' Ospsl
0 0 0

|21 — 1|, elsewhere.
On substituting A = 2u, the desired estimates follow. |

For A = 2, the above lemma is proved in [I7, Lemma 2.1, p. 330].

2. GENERALIZED ZALCMAN CONJECTURE FOR S*(a) AND K(«)

For oo < 1, define a function f; : D — C by

Py o0
(2.1) fi(z) = A—zpaw 7 > A",
n=2
where

n—2

(2.2) A, = ﬁ ]1:[0 (2(1 —a) + 7).

It is known that f; and its rotations work as extremal functions for the coefficient bounds
of functions in the class S*(«) [22], Theorem 5.6, p. 324]. Therefore, they could be the
expected extremal functions for the upper bound of the generalized Zalcman coefficient
functional ¢(f,n, m; ) when f € S*(«). This is shown to be true by the following theorem
at least when A\ > 2A4,.,,_1/(A,A,,) or A <0.

Theorem 2.1. If f(z) =z + ) ", a,2" € HS*(a) (a < 1), then for alln,m = 2,3, ...,

2An+m—1 .

An m—1, S >\ S 1 1
-t ! 4,4,
IMNALAL — Anim—1]|, elsewhere,

‘)‘anam - an+m—1‘ S

where A, is given by (22). The second inequality is sharp for the function fi; and its
rotations where fy is given by the equation (2.1I).

Proof. Since f € HS*(«) (a < 1), there exists a probability measure v(t) on [0, 27| [4,
Theorem 3, p. 417 | such that

16 = [ G .
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On comparing the coefficients on both sides, we obtain

2
a, = An/ U au(t)  (n > 2),
0

where A,, is given by the equation (2.2)). This implies

|)\anam — Qp4+m—1 |

A A 2T ) 2T ) 2T )
A— / eln=1t dy(t)/ elm=1t dv(t) — / gintm=2)t dv(t)].
An—i-m—l 0 0 0

= An—l—m—l

An application of Lemma [[.4] to the above equation yields
214n-‘,—m—1 X

An+m—1> 0 S A S A A ) |

ML AL — Anime1]|, elsewhere.

|)\anam - an+m—l| S

For m = n, we have the following sharp result.
Corollary 2.2. If f(2) = z+ > 7, a,2" € HS*(a) (a < 1), then for alln =2,3,. ..,

2A2n—1 i

A2n—17 0 S A S A2 ’

INA2 — Ay, 4|, elsewhere,

2
P\an - a'2n—1‘ <

where A, is given by ([22)). The second inequality is sharp for the function fi, given by
the equation (2)), and its rotations whereas the first inequality is sharp for the function
of the form

(2.3) F2) =" migi(2),

where 0 < my, < 1, ZZ;} Mo = ZZ;% Mor—1 = 1/2, gp(2) = e Pk f1(e?2) and 0), =
2k + 1)m/(2n — 2).

For o = 0 and A > 0, the above corollary reduces to the inequalities mentioned in [5, p.
474]. Tt is a well-known result given by Alexander that a function f € A is in K if and only
if zf'(z) € S*. This implies that for « < 1, f € HK(«a) if and only if zf'(z) € HS*(«)
and therefore, we have the following deduction from the Theorem 2.1

Corollary 2.3. If f(2) =z + Y 2, a,2" € HK(a) (a < 1), then for alln,m =2,3,.. .,

An+m—1 ’ 0 < A < 2/’7'77/L14n-‘,-m—1 :
n+m—1 (n+m—1)A,An,
‘)\anam - an—l—m—l‘ S A A A
n‘im n+m—1
A o ik elsewhere,
nm n-r-m-—

where A,, is given by the equation ([22)). The second inequality is sharp for the function
fa and its rotations, where

(1—2)"0720 1 _
(2.4) folz) = 1—2a 7V
—log (1 — 2), a=1/2.

For « = 0 and A > 2, the above corollary reduces to [I, Theorem 2.1, p. 3]. For
m = n, we have the following sharp result which has been proved in [I5] by maximizing
the real-valued functional Re(Aa? — ag,_;) for the case A > 0.
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Corollary 2.4. If f(z) = z+ ) " ,a,2" € HK(a) (a < 1), then for alln = 2,3, ...,

A2n—1 0< )< 2n2A2n_1 .
2 2n —1’ - T (2n—1)A%’
|Aai — azn-1| < A2 A,
A= — " |, elsewhere,
n 2n —

where A,, is given by the equation ([22l). The second inequality is sharp for the function
fa, given by (24), and its rotations whereas the first inequality is sharp for the function
given by the equation ([23) with gn(z) = e~k fo(ei%2).

If X > 0, the above corollary reduces to [I3| Theorem 3.3] and [15, Theorem 4] for
a = —1/2 and o = 1/2 respectively. Also, for « =0 and 0 < A < 2, the above corollary
was proved in [6, Theorem 3, p. 3].

3. GENERALIZED ZALCMAN CONJECTURE FOR THE CLASS R(f})) AND FOR TYPICALLY
REAL FUNCTIONS

For A >nm/((1—-5)(n+m—1)) and 0 < 8 < 1, the second inequality of the following
theorem has been recently proved by Agrawal and Sahoo [1] and they proposed it as an
open problem for 0 < A < nm/((1 — B)(n + m — 1)) which has now been settled in the
following theorem by making use of the Hermitian form for functions in the class P.

Theorem 3.1. If f(z) =z + Y ", a,2" € R(B) (8 < 1), then for alln,m = 2,3, ...,

1P 0<A< il ;
Aanam — a < n+m—1 (1=p8)n+m-—1)
nWm n+m—1 = 4)\(1_5)2 2(1_5)
— , elsewhere.
nm n+m—1

The result is sharp.

Proof. Since f € R(B), (f'(z) = B)/(1—=8) =14+ > oo (n+1)an+1/(1 — B)z" € P which

gives

2(1-5)

3.1 <
(31) an] < 2

(n>2).

Clearly, the bounds are sharp for the function f, : D — C defined by
1+t
(32) fe) = =9 [ Tt g
0 1—

For fixed n,m = 2,3, ..., choose the sequence {z;} of complex numbers by z, o = A(1 —
B)am, Znim—s = —n(l—=p5)/(n+m—1), z, = 0 for all k #n—2,n+m—3. An application
of Lemma [[.2] to the function (f" — 3)/(1 — §) € P gives

TL2 |)\a'na'm - a'n+m—1|2

g‘(zm—ﬁ)—%)a

n+m-—1

? mn 2+ 4n?(1 — B)?
n+m-—1" (n+m—1)2
mn anl? + 4n2(1—5)2.
n+m—1 (n+m—1)2

— A1 ) (m -
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By using the bounds given by (B.]) in the above inequality, we have
4(1 - B)? nm

0< A< :
s JTnrm—1p SAS A m—1)
|[A\ana, —a 17 < 2
nfm o Tnmell = CAN1 = B)2 2(1— B)
— Toam—1) elsewhere.

For 0 < A < nm/((1 — B)(n + m — 1)), the inequality is sharp for the function f(z) =
(1= B) [Z(1+tmtm=2) /(1 — ¢mtm=2) dt 4 Bz.

For A <0or A > nm/((l —B)n+m — 1)), the inequality is sharp for the function f;
given by the equation (3.2)). |

For f =0 and 0 < A < 4/3, the above theorem was proved in [6] by maximizing the
real valued functional Re(Aa? — ag,_1) over R(S). Also, we have the following simple
result.

Corollary 3.2. If the analytic function f(z) =z + Y-, a,2" satisfies Re (f(2)/z) > 3
(6 < 1) in D, then for alln,m =2,3,...,

2(1—p), USASﬁf
2(1 = B) [2M1 = p) — 1], elsewhere.

|>\CLnCLm - an+m—1| S

The result is sharp.

The following theorem generalizes [17, Theorem 3.1, p. 335] which was proved for A = 1
by induction on n and m. Although, it can be proved by induction on n and m but here,
we are giving it as an application of the Hermitian form for typically real functions.

Theorem 3.3. If f(z) =2+ " ,a,2" € T and X > 1, then
(1) if n =2 and m is even, the upper bound of |AanGmy, — Gpim—1] 1S

(@) 3+ (22X —=1)(m —2) for1 <A <3/2,
(b) 2Am —m — 1 for A > 3/2;

(1) if m =2 and n is even, the upper bound of | a,ay, — apim—1| is
(@) 3+ (2X\=1)(n—2) for 1 <X <3/2,
(b) 2An —n — 1 for A > 3/2;

(1ii) in the other cases, we have

(Aanam — anim-1] < Amn—n—m+ 1.

The bounds given by (i)(b), (ii)(b) and (iii) are sharp whereas the bounds in (i)(a) and
(ii)(a) are sharp for A =1 or the case when n =2 and m = 2.

Proof. For fixed n,m = 2,3,..., choose the sequence {z;} of real numbers by z, 5 = Aa,,
Znim—3 = —1, zp =0forall k #n—2n+m—3. Since f € T, |a,| <n (n > 2). So, by
using Lemma [[3] to the function f € T', we have

|()\a'na'm - a'n-i—m—l) - ()\a'n—2a'm - a'n+m—3)|2 S |(2)\ - ]-)am + am—2|2 - |a'm - am—2|2 + Z
= 4N\ — 1)a2, + 4o + 4
(3.3) <4(Am —1)%
Since f € T, therefore f(z) = (z/(1—2%))p(z) for some p(z) =1+ > ", ¢,2" € Pg. This
gives

(34) Qo = C1 +C3+ -+ Cop_1 and a2k+1:1+02+c4+~-~+02k.



GENERALIZED ZALCMAN CONJECTURE 7

By [5, Theorem 1, p. 468], we have \a3 — a3 < 4\ — 3. Clearly, \a3 — a3 > —az > —3.
Also, we observe that 1 < A < 3/2 is equivalent to 1 < 4\ — 3 < 3. Therefore, we have

(3.5) g — ag] < 3, for 1 < X <3/2,
‘ 2 = )4x =3, for A >3/2.

The first inequality in (3.5)) is sharp for the function f(z) = 2(1 + 22)/(1 — 2?)? and the
second inequality holds for the Koebe function k(z) = 2/(1 — 2)% If n = 2 and m = 2k
(k > 2), then

|>\a2am - am—l—l‘ = |>\a2a2k - a2k+1‘
=[Xa(er+es+ - Feopor) = (L+cot+cg+ -+ cop)
= |(Acd —cy — 1) + (Aeres — cq) + -+ + (Aereap—1 — cap)|
(3.6) = |(A\a3 — a3) + (Aercs — cg) + - - + (Aercor—1 — cor)l.
An application of Lemma [T and the inequality (8.5) in the equation (B.0]) gives
3+ 2 —=1)(m—2), for1<\<3/2;
Adztm = G| < {QAm(—m—)i, ) for A > 3/2. /

This proves (7).

When m = 2 and n is even, the desired bounds in (i7) follow by interchanging the roles
of n and m in the equation (B.6]) and in the above inequality. For A = 1, the sharpness
in (7)(a) and (i7)(a) follow for the function f(z) = 2(1 + 2%)/(1 — 22)%. Now, it is left to
prove the inequality in the case (i4). Since Aaj — a; < 16\ — 7 [5, Theorem 1, p. 468]
and clearly a2 —a; > —7 > —9 > —(16\ — 7), we have

(3.7) |Aaj — a7| < 16X —T.
For n =4 and m = 2k (k > 3), by proceeding as in the equation (3.0), we have
| Aaga, — s
= |)\a4a2k - a2k+3|
=|Xer+es)er+ezs+ - Fcopmr) = (L+ca+ e+ -+ o))
= [(Aa? — a7) + Aer(es + -+ copo1) + (Aeses — cg) + - + (AcsCap—1 — Copga)|.
An application of Lemma [T and the inequality (87)) in the above equation gives
(3.8) | Aasanm — amas] < 4Am —m — 3.
Therefore, if n, m are even and n > 4, m > 2, then
IAanam — anim-1| < [(Aanm — apim—1) — (Aan_2am — pim—3)|
+ [(Ap—2Gm — Apim—3) — (ANap_4Gm — Qpim_s)| + -
(3.9) + (A6t — Amys) — (AN — amis)| + | Naaam — amosl.
In view of [B.3), (B.7) and (3.8]), we have
IAantm — Gpim—1| < (Am —1)(n —4) +4mA —m —3 = dmn —m —n+ 1.
Next, we consider the case when n is even and m is odd. If n =2 and m = 2k+1 (k > 1),
then by proceeding similarly as in the equation (3.6]) and applying Lemma [T}, we obtain
A2, — amyr| = [Aazaori1 — aopyol
=Ma(l+ea+es+-+cop)— (1 +e3+ -+ coprr)]
(3.10) <m(2A—-1) - 1.
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If n =2k (k > 1) and m is odd, then by proceeding as in the inequality (3.9) and applying
B3) and (B.10), we have
AanGm — Gpym—1] <2Am —1)(k—1)+m@2A—1)—1=Amn—m —n+ 1.
Finally, we consider the case when n is odd. In this case, we have
A — anim_1| < |(Aanam — anim—1) — (Aap—20m — Gnim—3)]

+ [(Aap—2Gm — Apim—3) — (A4 — Qpom_s)| + -

+ [(Aagam — amy2) — (Aaram — am)| + [Aaram — am| (g = 1).
Using inequality (3.3]) and the bound of |a,,| in the above inequality, we obtain

[Aanam — anim-1| < Amn—m —n+ 1.

The sharpness in the cases (i)(b), (i2)(b) and (éi7) follow for the Koebe function k(z) =
2/(1 = 2)2. I

For A = 1, the following result is given in [I7, Theorem 3.2, p. 338].
Corollary 3.4. If f(z) = z+ ) " ,a,2" € Sg and A > 1, then forn,m = 2,3, ...,
(Aanam — anim-1] < Amn—n —m+ 1.
The result is sharp.
Proof. Since Sg C S, by using [7, Theorem 2, p. 35|, we have
(3.11) a3 — a3 < 1.

Also, Sg C T, therefore for A > 1, by [5, Theorem 1, p. 468], we have \a3 — az < 4\ — 3.
For 1 < X < 3/2, an application of the inequality ([3.11)) gives Aa3 — a3 > a3 —az > —1 >
—(4X\ — 3). Thus, in view of the inequality (3.5), we must have the sharp inequality

(3.12) |\a3 —as| <4\ —3

where the sharpness follows for the Koebe function k(z) = z/(1 — z)%. For even m > 2,
an application of (3.12) and Lemma [I.1]in the equation (B.6]) gives
|Aagay, — apmy1| < 2mA —m — 1.

When m = 2 and n > 2 is even, the desired estimate follows by interchanging the roles of
m and n in the above inequality. The other cases follow immediately from the Theorem
B3l The result is sharp for the Koebe function. |

4. GENERALIZED ZALCMAN CONJECTURE FOR SOME SUBCLASSES OF
CLOSE-TO-CONVEX FUNCTIONS

Recall that the classes F1(8) and F»(8) (8 < 1) are defined as follows:
Fi(B) ={f € A:Re ((1 - 2)f'(2)) > B}

and

Fal) = {f € A: Re (1 - )f(2)) > B},
For 0 < 8 < 1, the classes F1(8) and F»(f) are subclasses of C, the class of close-to-

convex functions. Define the functions fi 3 : D — C and fo3 : D — C, in F;1(f) and
Fo(3) respectively, by

(4.1) fus(z) = 20

T, + (1 —28)log (1 —z)
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and

1—22 1—=2

Recently, for certain positive values of A, the sharp estimation of ¢(f,n,n;\) over C
is given in [14] by using the fact that C and ¢(f,n,n;\) are invariant under rotations.
Note that the classes Fi(f) and Fy(/5) are not necessarily invariant under rotations.

fao) = A0 P (1”).

For instance, F7(0) and F5(0) are not invariant under rotations since Re ((1 —z)( -

z'fLO(z'z))/) = 2atz=1/2—i/2 and (1 — 22)( —ifao(iz)) = (1 — 2%)2/(1 + 2%)> maps
D to the whole complex plane except the negative real axis. In this section, for certain

positive values of A\, we give the sharp estimation of the generalized Zalcman coefficient
functional ¢(f,n, m;\) when f € Fi(B) or f € Fa(p).

Theorem 4.1. If p > max{nm/((n+m—1)(1—3)),nm/(n+m—1)} and f(z) =
z4+ > 7, a,2" € Fi(B) (B < 1), then for alln,m =2,3,...,

|,uanam - a'n+m—1| S MBan - Bn+m—1>
where
C1+2(n—-1)1-p)

(4.2) B, .

(n>2).

The inequality is sharp.
Proof. Let g(2) := (1 — 2)f'(z). Since f € Fi(f), therefore

g(z) = B

5 :1+§:cnz"673,

n=1
which gives

(n+ 1)aps1 — nay,

Cp = - (n>1)
and
(4.3) an:1+(1—5)(C1—|;102+..._|_Cn_1) (n>2)
Since |c,| <2 (n > 1), the equation (£.3)) gives
(4.4) |an| < B,
where B, is given by the equation (£.2)). For fixed n,m = 2,3,... and A € R, choose the
sequence {zx} of complex numbers by z, o = A(1 — 8)am, 2ntm-3 = —(1 — ), 2z = 0 for

all k #n —2,n+m — 3. Then Lemma [[.2] yields
| (Anapam — (n+m = Dapim-1) — (A(n = Dan_1am — (n+m — 2)apim-2) }2
< 12M1 = B)am — may, + (m — Day,_1|* — [ma, — (m — Dap_1 > + 4(1 — B)?
=4N1 = B8)(A(1 = B) — m)|am|* + 4(m — DAL — B) Re an@m_r + 4(1 — B)*.

If A > max{m/(1 — ), m}, then by using equation (4.4 in the above inequality, we
obtain

|()\nanam —(n4+m— 1)an+m_1) — ()\(n — Day_1a;m — (n+m — 2)an+m_2)|2

(45) <4(1—B)2 (B, —1)°.
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For A\ > max{m/(1 — ), m}, consider
|Ananam, — (n+m — 1)a,1m-1]
< [(Ananam — (n+m = 1)ansm—1) — (A(n = 1)an_1am — (n+m — 2)anim—2)| + - -
+ |(2)\a2am — (m+ 1)am+1) — ()\alam — mam)| + | Aara, — may| (ap =1).

By applying the inequality (AH]) and the bounds given by (44]) in the above inequality,
we have

An

-~ — < — — — — )
oy = 1~ a1 | < 20=B8)ABpn— 1) (n—=1)+ (A —m)B,,

(n+m—1)

On substituting g = An/(n +m — 1) in the above inequality and simplifying, we obtain
‘,U/anam - an+m—1| S ,uBan - Bn—l—m—l

where p > max {nm/((n+m —1)(1 — 8)),nm/(n+m — 1)} and B, is given by (@2).
The result is sharp for the function f; g given by (Z1). |

For g = 0 and m = n, we have the following.
Corollary 4.2. If f(z) =2+ Y o2, a,2" € F1(0) and p > n?/(2n — 1), then

pu(2n —1)2 N 3—4n
n? 2n—1

|pak — as,—q| <

The result is sharp.

Theorem 4.3. If > max{nm/((n+m—1)(1 —8)),nm/(n+m—1)} and f(z) =
z+ Y 72 a,2" € Fo(B) (B < 1), then for all nym = 2,3,... except when both n and m
are even,

‘,uanam - an—l—m—l‘ S ,U/CnCm - Cn—l—m—l
where, for n > 2,

(4.6) co— 1+(n—n1)(1—ﬁ)’ if n is odd;
! 1—5, if n is even.

The result is sharp.

Proof. Let g(z) := (1 —2%)f'(2). Since f € F(f), therefore (g(z) — 8)/(1 — ) = p(z) for
some p(z) =1+ > ¢,2" € P. This gives

(n + 1)CLn+1 — (n — 1)CLn_1

Cp = 1_ ﬁ )
(47) oy, = (1—ﬁ)(01+03+"'+02k_1)
2k
and
1 1—
(48) a2k+1 — _I_ ( /8)(02 + C4 _I_ + CQk‘) .

2k+1
Since |c,| <2 (n > 1), the equations (A7) and (4.8)) give
(4.9) la,| < C,
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for all n > 2, where C,, is given by the equation (4.€]). Define a function f; : D — C by

fote) = A0y Do 22

(4.10) =24 022+ 0322 + Cyz* +Cs2° + - - .

Clearly, the bounds given in (4.9]) are sharp for the function fs.

For fixed n,m = 2,3,... and A € R, choose the sequence {z} of complex numbers by
Zn—o = M1 = B)am, znim-s =—(1—=70), zx =0 for all k # n—2,n+m — 3. Then Lemma
yields

}()\nanam —(n+m-— 1)an+m_1) — ()\(n — 2)ay_2a, — (n+m — 3)an+m_3) }2

< 2M(1 = B)m — mam + (M — 2)am—o|* — |mam, — (m — 2)am_s|* + 4(1 — B)?
=4AN(1 = B)(A(1 = B) = m)|an|* + 4(m — 2)A(1 — B) Re ana@m—s + 4(1 — B)*.

If A > max{m/(1 — 3),m}, then an application of the equation (4.9) in the previous
inequality gives

| (Ananam — (n+m = )apim-1) — (A(n = 2)a,—2am — (n+m — 3)anim-3)|
(A11)  <2(1—B)(ACy —1).
If n=2and m=2k+1 (k> 1), then

|2)\a2am — (m + 1)am+1| = \2>\a2a2k+1 — (Qk + 2)a2k+2\
k+1

— Aé%;f)cl <1+ (1 —5);%) - (1 —5);%—1

J=1

For A > max {m/(1 — /), m}, an application of Lemma [Tl in the above equation gives
(4.12) 12X a2am — (M4 D)ams| < (1= B)(2AC,, — (1 +m))
where C,, is given by the equation ([AG]). If n > 2 is even and m is odd, then
| Ananam, — (n+m — 1)an1m_1]
< [(Anapam — (n+m = Dapim-1) — (A(n = 2)an_2am — (n+m — 3)ansm_3)| + -
+ |(4)\a4am —(m+ 3)am+3) — (2)\a2am — (m+ 1)am+1)| + |2Xaza,, — (M + 1) a1
For A > max {m/(1 — ), m}, in view of (AI1]) and (£I2]), we have

An

1)
(n+m )n+m—1

A — Apim-1| < (1 = B)(AnCp, —n—m + 1).

On substituting g = An/(n +m — 1) in the above inequality and simplifying, we obtain
|,Uanam - an+m—l| S (1 - 6)(:“0771 - 1)

where 1 > max {nm/((n +m — 1)(1 — 3)),nm/(n +m — 1)}. Next, we consider the case
when n is odd. In this case, we have

[AManam — (1 +m — 1)@, ym-1]
< [(Anan@m — (n+m — 1)ansm—1) — (A(n = 2)an_2am — (n+m — 3)anim—3)| + -+
+ ‘(3)\@3@7}1 - (m -+ 2)am+2) — ()\alam — mam)| -+ |>\a1am — mam‘ (al — 1)
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For A > max{m/(1 — ), m}, use of the equation (4I1]) and the bound of |a,,| in the
above inequality give

An
n+m-—1
where C), is given by the equation (L.6]). Substitution of p = An/(n +m — 1) in the
previous inequality and simplification give

(n+m-—1) AnQm — Qpam—1| < (n—=1)(1 = B) (NCp, — 1) + (A =m)C,,

|,uanam - an—l—m—l‘ S ,U/CnCm - Cn—l—m—la

where 1 > max {nm/((n+m —1)(1 = 8)),nm/(n +m — 1)}. The sharpness follows for
the function f3 given by the equation (ZI0). |

For f=0and m =n =2k+1 (k> 1), we have the following.
Corollary 4.4. If f(z) = 2+ Y 07, a,2" € F2(0) and p > (2k +1)?/(4k + 1), then
|y — Qg < p =1 (k> 1).

The result is sharp.
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