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A Schwarz lemma for locally univalent meromorphic functions

Richard Fournier, Daniela Kraus and Oliver Roth

Abstract

We prove a sharp Schwarz—type lemma for meromorphic functions with spherical
derivative uniformly bounded away from zero. As a consequence we deduce an
improved quantitative version of a recent normality criterion due to Grahl & Nevo
[9] and Steinmetz [I5], which is asymptotically best possibe. Based on a well-
known symmetry result of Gidas, Ni & Nirenberg for nonlinear elliptic PDEs,
we relate our Schwarz—type lemma to an associated nonlinear dual boundary
extremal problem. As an application we obtain a generalization of Beurling’s
extension of the Riemann mapping theorem for the case of the spherical metric.

1 Introduction

Let M(D) denote the set of all meromorphic functions in the unit disk D of the
complex plane C. Marty’s fundamental normality criterion [12], see also [14]
§3.3], says that a family F C M(D) is normal if and only if the family of spherical
derivatives

|f'(2)]

PO = 5P

of all f € F is locally bounded (above) in ID. Some years ago, J. Grahl and S. Nevo
[9] proved the surprising result that for any ¢ > 0 the family

Fer={f €MD) : fi(z) > cforall z € D},

consisting of all meromorphic functions in D with spherical derivative uniformly
bounded from below, is also normal.

The original proof in [9] is fairly involved and is based on a sophisticated application
of Zalcman’s lemma [I6]. Combining the result of Grahl and Nevo with Marty’s
criterion shows that a uniform lower bound for f! has to result in a locally uniform
upper bound for f!. In fact, such an upper bound has been given by Steinmetz [15],
who proved that

1
c(1— |22’
The approach in [15] is based on the elementary theory of complex differential equa-
tions and leads in particular to a simple proof of the result of Grahl and Nevo. Recent

Mz) < zeD, feF.. (1.1)
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work of Grohn [10] shows that for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small there are functions f € F.
such that
. 2
lim inf (1 — |z|2) fi(z) >o0.
|z|]—1

In these cases the estimate ([I.1]) is therefore asymptotically sharp as |z| — 1 up to
a multiplicative positive constant, but the exact value of the multiplicative constant
is currently unkown.

The main purpose of this paper is to prove a sharp Schwarz—type lemma for functions
in the classes F., that is, a sharp form of inequality (II]) for the point z = 0 including
a precise description of the extremal functions. The proof is deceptively simple and
only uses the minimum principle for superharmonic functions. This Schwarz lemma
immediately yields not only the normality criterion of Grahl and Nevo, but also leads
to sharpenings of the quantitative upper bound (L)) for f!. An additional advantage
of our method is that it automatically gives a lower bound for f(z), which is sharp
for z = 0. Those “interior” extremal functions, which maximize or minimize the
spherical derivative of all functions in F, at the center of the unit disk, turn out to
be exactly the solutions of a “dual boundary extremal problem”, since they minimize
the spherical derivative of all functions in /. on the entire unit circle. This is the
content of Theorem [3.2], which follows from our Schwarz-type lemma in combination
with a celebrated result of Gidas, Ni and Nirenberg [8] concerning positive solutions
of certain semilinear elliptic PDEs. As an application we establish a generalization
of Beurling's extension of the Riemann mapping theorem for a class of geometrically
faithful boundary conditions with quadratic growth, see Theorem [3.4]

Classical Schwarz Lemma Schwarz Lemma for F,
Class of Functions f :D — C holomorphic | f € M(D) locally univalent
Boundary Condition IiT?‘ sup 1f(z)] <1 li‘rzr|1 inf iz) >c
Extremal Problem max | f'(0)] min / max f#(0)
Boundary Behaviour lim |f(z)|=1 lim fi(z) =c
(Extremal Functions) 2= 2=

Table 1: Classical Schwarz Lemma vs. Schwarz Lemma for F,

We also reconsider Steinmetz’ method and with the help of a refinement of the
standard Schwarz lemma for bounded holomorphic functions, we prove that one can
replace the constant 1 in the numerator of (L.I]) by &~ 0.38 at least asymptotically by
showing that for every f € F,

V6 _0.38
c ¢’

lim sup (1 — |z|2)2f“(z) < 3_2

|z|—1



The paper concludes with a simple direct proof of the Grahl-Nevo normality criterion
and a quantitative normality result for rational functions in 7, based on a Bernstein—
type inequality for rational functions due to Borwein and Erdelyi [5].

There are several open problems surrounding the Schwarz lemma for the class F..
Some of them are mentioned explicitly in the text.

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to thank J. Grahl, J. Grohn and S. Nevo
for helpful discussions.

2 The Schwarz lemma for the class F,

Theorem 2.1 (Schwarz lemma for F.)
Let ¢ > 0 and suppose that f € F. with f(0) = 0. Then the following hold.

(a) c<1/2.
OYC
(c) 1F(0)) > TV

Equality holds in either case if and only if f(z) = nz with n € C such that

+ 4/1 — 4¢2 1—+/1— 4¢2

. 1 . .
In| =11 (a), In| = 5 in (b), In| = 5 in (c).

In particular, f € Fi/2 if and only if f(z) = nz for some |n| = 1.

Theorem [2.7](b) gives an upper bound for the derivative at the origin, so it can be seen
as a Schwarz—type lemma for meromorphic functions. Recall that the standard way
of proving the Schwarz lemma for holomorphic functions f : D — D with f(0) = 0
is to apply the maximum principle to the auxiliary function g(z) := f(z)/z. If f is
meromorphic in D with f(0) = 0, then we can no longer apply the maximum principle
to g. However, the quantity g' is well-defined and log g! is actually superharmonic
away from the set C, of critical points of g. In fact, h := logg' satifies Liouville’s
equation
Ah = —4€* inD\C,,

as it is well-known and as a short computation shows. Hence we can employ the
minimum principle for log g'. To relate log g to log f! and to avoid the critical points
of g, it seems slightly more useful to consider

|£'(2)]
vs(z) = 10gW

z




instead of logg!. We now make a simple, but crucial observation: If f is locally
univalent as in Theorem [2.7], then v is a smooth function on D and, since

v¢(z) = log g"(2) + log fg g
the function v; is superharmonic on the entire unit disk D with Av; = —4g¥(2)2.

The proof of Theorem [2.7] is now practically identical to the standard proof of the
Schwarz lemma; it only uses v¢(2) instead of f(z)/z as the auxiliary function and we
compare vy with

uys = log 1.
Proof of Theorem [2.1. Fix 0 < r < 1 and consider

|f'(2)|

@l PG
1+[f(2)]?

uf(z) = log f'(z) = log fz). 12"
727"

and w,(2):=log

As explained above, both functions are superharmonic on . Since u; = w, on
|z| = r, the minimum principle applied twice implies

‘11|r1<f us(z) = ‘11|r1f us(z) = \l?f w,(z) = |11‘r1<f w,(z) < w,(0).

Letting » — 1, we obtain with v; = w; that

<1 < .
log ¢ < inf uy(2) = inf vy(z) < (0), (2.1)
or, equivalently,
|£'(0)|
c < 1nf fﬂ(z) EERTIOER (2.2)
1+ [f(0)
In other “words”,
c[f'(0)) = |f'(0)| +c <0.
Now, the quadratic function g(z) := cz® — z + ¢ has the zeros
14 +/1—4c?
2¢c '

so it takes on nonpositive values if and only if ¢ < 1/2. In addition,

1—+/1—4c? , 1+ /1 —4c

< p() < (2.3)

If equality holds on either side, then equality holds in both inequalities of (2.2]) and so
in (2.3), and the minimum principle shows that v; is constant. Hence 0 = Av¢(z) =
—49%(2)? in D, where g(2) = f(z)/z. This implies that g is constant, so f(z) = nz
for some n € C. Clearly, |n| = (1 + /1 —4c?)/(2c). If ¢ = 1/2, then equality holds
in (2.3) with |f’(0)| = 1. This completes the proof. O
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Remark 2.2
Part (a) of Theorem [2.7] has been proved earlier by Grahl and Nevo [9, Theorem 3]
and Steinmetz [15] using different methods.

Corollary 2.3
Let ¢ > 0 and f € F.. Then the following hold.

(a) c<1/2.
14 4/1—4c?

2c

(c) (o) > 1Y

Equality holds in either case if and only if f(z) = T(nz) where T is a rigid
motion of the Riemann sphere and n € C such that

141 1—+41—4¢% .

— 42 |
5 in (b), |n|= 5 in (c).

In particular, Fi/; 1s precisely the set of rigid motions of the Riemann sphere.

(b) f4(0) <

n|=11n(a), |[nl=

Proof. Apply Theorem 2.1 to T ! o f, where T is a rigid motion of the Riemann
sphere which maps 0 to f(0). Note that (T~! o f)f = fI. O

This result gives rise to the following problem.

Problem 2.4
Fix c € (0,1/2). Find for fixed 2o € D

+ — i - = i f
S¢ (20) : max f (20) and  SZ(20): min f (20) -

We note that the problem of finding S (2) has already been raised by Steinmetz
[15] and that Corollary provides a solution to Problem [2.4] for the case z, = 0.
In Section 4 we present upper bounds for S (2y) which improve the estimate (I.I).
However, the exact values of SF(2,) for 2y # 0 remain undetermined.

3 The Schwarz lemma and nonlinear boundary value problems

In this section we show that the interior extremal problem solved in Theorem 2.1l
can be related to a “dual” nonlinear boundary extremal problem. This establishes
a link between the Schwarz lemma for F. and a class of boundary value problems
arising in conformal geometry which have first been investigated by Beurling [4].

The point of departure is the following peculiar property of the extremal functions
in Corollary 2.3t

Theorem 3.1
Let ¢ > 0 and f € M(D) locally univalent. Then the following are equivalent:

5



(a) lim fi(z) =c.

|z|]—1

(b) ¢ <1/2 and f(z) = T(nz) with a rigid motion T of the Riemann sphere

and
14 4/1— 4¢2

- (3.1)

| =
Proof. (b) = (a): This is just a computation.
(a) = (b): This is a simple application of a rather deep result of Gidas, Ni and
Nirenberg [8], which has become a standard tool in elliptic PDE, in combination
with a nonlinear version of the Schwarz reflection principle, see [13]. Let f € M(D)
be locally univalent and satisfy condition (a). By [13, Theorem 1.8|, we infer that f
has a meromorphic continuation to an open neighborhood of the closed unit disk D.
This shows that

u(z) :=log f¥(z) — logc

is a C%—function on D such that
Au=—4c*¢* onD and u=0ondD. (3.2)

By the minimum principle, the superharmonic function u is positive on . Hence
Theorem 1 in [8] forces u to be radially symmetric,

u(z) =v(r)  (r=lz])

for some strictly decreasing function v : [0, 1] — [0, 00). It is now a simple matter to
see that all radially symmetric solutions of the boundary value problem (3:2)) have

the form
ki
14 [n[?|2|?

with 7 € C as in (31]). For convenience, we indicate the main steps. Since

u(z) = log —loge (3.3)

Au(z) =~ (rv'(r))

where r = |z| and ' indicates differentiation with respect to », we need to find all
strictly decreasing solutions v € C?([0, 1]) of

(rv'(r)) = —4c*re® on [0,1], v(1) = 0.

We substitute » = e® and obtain for w(z) := v(e®) + z + log(2¢) the initial value
problem
2w(

w"(z) = —e* on (—00,0], w(0) = log(2c).

This ODE has 2w'(z) as an integrating factor, so

('w'(m)z)l = — (ez"’(z))l .



Integrating from z = a to x = ¢ and using that

lim w'(a) = lim e'(e®)+1=1

a— —00 a— —00

as well as
lim w(a) = —o0,

a——00
we arrive at
w'(t)>=1-¢e>® on (—00,0].

In particular, w(t) < 0 for all ¢ € (—o0, 0] and

w'(t) = +4/1 — e2v(®).

The resulting two ODEs (one for each sign) are separable and can be solved by
elementary integration. This leads to explicit formulas for w(¢) and ultimately shows
that the solutions u(z) to (3.2) have the form (3.3). O

Theorem 3.2 (The Schwarz lemma for ¥, and a dual boundary extremal problem)
Let ¢ > 0 and F € F.. Then the following are equivalent.

(a) F 1s extremal for one of the interior extremal problems

1o in 71(0).
max f1(0) or  min f1(0)

(b) F is extremal for the boundary extremal problem

in lim inf f! oD .
min lim in fY(z) for every £ €
The proof of Theorem is by now obvious because we have identified all functions
F ¢ F. with property (a) in Corollary 2.3 and those with property (b) in Theorem
3.1 in an explicit way. It would be desirable to have a direct proof of the fact that
(a) and (b) are equivalent.

Problem 3.3

Theorem roughly says that every f € F. that maximizes/minimizes f! at the
origin actually minimizes f! on the entire unit circle. Now suppose that f € F.
maximizes/minimizes f! over the set F. at a point 2, # 0. Does f! have a corre-
sponding boundary extremal property on (part of) the unit circle ?

We are now in a position to relate the Schwarz lemma for the class F. (Theorem
21) with Beurling’s well-known extension of the Riemann mapping theorem (see
11, 2, 4, 6, 3], [7]). Denote by Ho(D) the set of all holomorphic functions g : D — C
with g(0) = 0 and g'(0) > 0. For a given positive, continuous and bounded function
% : C — R, Beurling [4] considered the nonlinear boundary value problemEl

lim (lg'(2)| - #(g(2))) =0 (3.4)

1This is a “Riemann-Hilbert—Poincaré problem”.
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and showed that this problem always admits univalent solutions g € Hy(D). In
fact, Beurling even showed that there is always a kind of “maximal” resp. “mini-
mal” univalent solution. In order to find the “minimal” univalent solution, Beurling
considered the set of univalent “supersolutions” of (3.4),

B := { g € Ho(D) univalent o

imint (19(2)| - #(0(2))) > 0}
z|—1
and proved in a first step that there is a unique function g* € Bs such that

*x/ _ e !
g7 (0) = nf 4'(0).

In a second step, he then showed that this “minimal” supersolution is in fact a solu-
tion of the boundary value problem (3.4)). It appears that for Beurling’s method the
assumption that ® is bounded (or at least of sublinear growth as in [I]) is fairly es-
sential. Now, it is easy to see that Beurling’s set of supersolutions for the unbounded
function

& (w):=c (1 + |w|2)

can be written as

!
Bs, = {g € Ho(D) univalent | lim inf 9'(2) > c}

zl-1 1+ [g(2)]2 —
and hence
Bs, C F..

Therefore, Corollary 2.3 implies that for any ¢ € (0,1/2] there is a unique function
gc € Bs, (in fact, g.(z) = 1222 such that

9:(0) = inf f1(0) < inf ¢'(0) < g(0),

and g. is obviously a solution to Beurling’s boundary value problem (3.4)) for & = &..
Clearly, an analogous result holds for the unique function in Bs, which maximizes
g'(0) for all g € Bs,. By Theorem [3.2] these two solutions are the only two solutions
to (3.4) for ® = ®.! To put it differently, Corollary 2.3 and Theorem provide an
extension of Beurling’s results at least for the specific function

d(w) =& (w) =c(1+wf), c<1/2,
which is of quadratic and not merely sublinear growth.

For convenience, we state these considerations as a theorem, which as we have seen
is now merely a restatement of Theorem [3.2]

Theorem 3.4 (The Beurling-Riemann mapping theorem for the spherical metric)
Suppose that ¢ > 0 and consider the boundary value problem

lim (9'(z)] ¢ (1+1g(2)P) ) =0 (35)

|z]—1

for g € Ho(D).



(a) Ifc < 1/2, then (3.5) has ezactly two locally univalent solutions g € Ho(D)

given by
14+4/1—4c¢
9+(2) = — e %
c
These solutions are univalent and they are the uniquely determined ez-
tremal functions for the extremal problems
‘(0 d in ¢'(0).
maxg'(0) and  min g'(0)
(b) If c =1/2, then g(z) = z s the only locally univalent solution g € Ho(D) of
(3.3).

(c) If c > 1/2, then (3.5) has no locally univalent solution in Hy(D).

We note that parts of Theorem [3.4 have been proved earlier by different means, see
e.g. [I, 2, [7, 11I]. The essential new ingredient is the uniqueness statement in part
(a), which ultimately comes from the Gidas—-Ni-Nirenberg theorem.

Remark 3.5

In all of our results, the restriction to locally univalent functions is essential. The
reason is that log f! is superharmonic only for locally univalent functions f € M(D),
so the minimum principle can be applied and shows that

F.= {f € M(D) locally univalent : liminf f#(z) > c}

|z|]—1

In fact, the larger class

G. - {f & M(D) : liminf fi(z) > }

|z]—1
is not even a normal family in view of the following example.

Example 3.6

Let
z

- 1/n%+ 22"

gn(2):
Clearly g, € M(D) and a straightforward computation leads to

_ 1/n? =27 - 1—1/n?
T |1/n? 4+ 2224 |22 T 2+ 2/n2 4+ 1/nt

gk (2)

and hence g, € G. for any c € (0,1/2) for all but finitely many n. However it
1s readily checked that g,(0) = 0 but lim 2g9n(2) = 1 on the punctured unit disk
D\ {0}. Hence none of the families G., c € (0,1/2), ts a normal famaly.

In contrast, the families 7, are normal ([9, 15]). This is more or less immediate from
Theorem [2.1] and will be explored in more detail in the next section.
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4 Normal families and growth estimates

By precomposing f € F. with unit disk automorphisms, Corollary implies that
each of the families F, is a normal family:

Corollary 4.1
Let ¢ > 0. Then for any f € F,,

1—\/1—4(:2 L}j") i 1+\/1—4c2 L}j}')
<
2¢ (1 — |zo])? fi(z 2¢ (1 — |zo])? ’

2y € D. (41)

Proof. We may assume f(z;) = 0. Then it is immediate that the function

o) = £ (222

1+7252

belongs to the family Fo(1—|zo))/(14120)) and f1(20) = (1 —|20|?) 1¢*(0), so Corollary 2.3
leads to (4.1). O

Remark 4.2
Compared to the estimate (I.I]) due to Steinmetz [15] the right—-hand inequality in
(&.1)) is better for |2y| close to 0, but weaker for |2,| close to 1.

The following result gives a simultaneous sharpening of both upper bounds in (L)
and (4.1) as well as a corresponding lower bound. Instead of precomposing f € F.
with a unit disk automorphism S and considering (foS)! as in the proof of Corollary
we now consider again the two auxiliary functions

|f'(2)] |f'(2)]

——>— and Io
11 1f(2)P 1 |ef

log

and precompose f and f’ with the same unit disk automorphism.

Theorem 4.3
Suppose that f € F,. for some ¢ > 0. Then

1— /14 (1 — |2?)? < ey < 1 V1 —4c (1— |2)?)?

, zoeD. (4.2
2 (1= |2oP)’ 2 (1= |2oP)’ o €D (42)

These estimates are sharp if and only if zo = 0.

Note that

1+ /146 (1 — |2[?)? ) 1
2¢ (1 — |zo[?)* c(1—|z*)?"

so (4.2)) improves (1)) slightly. Also (4.2)) is sharper than (4.1)).

Z()E]D),
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Proof. We employ the two auxiliary functions

uf(z) =log f{(z) and wvs(z):=log % :
14 (L2

z

In order to prove (£2) we may assume f(2o) = 0 and let

S(z)= 212
1+ 7252

Fix 0 < r < 1 and consider
1F'(S(2))] 17'(S(2))]
L+ [£(S(2)P L+ [f(S(2)r/2*

As explained above, both functions are superharmonic on . Since u; oS = w, on
|z| = r, the minimum principle applied twice implies

us(S(2)) = log f(S(z)) = log and w,(z):=1log

inf uf(S(2)) = inf us(S(2)) = inf w,(z) = inf w,(z) < w,(0).

|z|<r |z|=r |z|=r |z[<r -

Letting r — 1, we get

loge < ileluguf(z) = ixelﬂguf(S(z)) = ilelngwl(z) < wq(0). (4.3)
or, equivalently,
!
¢ < inf fi(z) < 7 z0) -
2€b 14 (1 —[20]*)" [£'(20)[?

Hence )
¢ (1= 120)" |F'(20)|? = |f'(20)| +c < 0.

This implies

1— /14 (1 — |2[?)?

1+ /1 4 (1 — |2[?)?
2¢ (1 — |2o[?)? '

2¢ (1~ |z0]?)?

(4.4)

< [f'(20)] <

If equality holds on either side, then equality holds in both inequalities of (4.3)) and
the minimum principle shows that w; is constant. Noting that
S
Aw, = —4h¥(2)*  for h(z) := f(5(2) z(z)) ,
we get that h is constant and hence f(S(z)) = nz for some n € C. Now, using again
that /
S

|(fO )(z)| 2_10g|Sl(z)|
1+|(f 0 S)(2)/2]
is constant, we see that S’ is constant and therefore z, = 0. Hence (4.2)) is sharp only
for zo = 0. O

w1(z) = log

11



Remark 4.4
The estimate (42]) of Theorem [£.3] as well as inequality (I.I)) both lead to

2 1
limsup (1 — |20|?)" 8. (20) < - (4.5)
‘zo‘—)l c

Steinmetz [15] has posed the problem whether

lim sup (1 - |zo|2) SH(z)) < 07 (4.6)

|Zo|—>1

This turns out not to be the case. As we have already remarked, a recent result of
Grohn [10, Theorem 3] shows that there is a function

felyF
c>0
such that ,
. o 2 u
inf (1= |2a?)" £(2n) > 0 (4.7)

for some sequence (z,) in D with |z,| — 1. In fact, it is shown in [I0] that there is
such a function for any uniformly separated sequence (z,,) in D. Hence, for sufficiently
small values of ¢ > 0 inequality (4.5) is sharp up to a multiplicative constant. On
the other hand, the set 77/, consists only of rigid motions of the Riemann sphere by
Corollary [2.3], so one has Sf/z(zo) = 1. This leads to the following problem.

Problem 4.5
Let c € (0,1/2). Find the value of

S, := limsup (1 — |z|2)2 SH(z).

|z]—1

In particular, is it true that S, > 0 for every c € (0,1/2)?

By (4.E) we have
S.<1/c.

The next result says that here one can replace 1 by
1
5 (3—+/5) ~0.38.

Theorem 4.6
Let c € (0,1/2). Then for any f € F.,

Fl(z0) < (V4+|z°|2_|z°|) ! zp € D. (4.8)

2 ¢ (1~ |zf?)*”

In particular,




The proof is based on the following simple Schwarz—Pick type lemma.

Lemma 4.7
Suppose that zo € D\ {0} and w : D — D is a holomorphic function such that
w(29) =0 and w"(z;) = 0. Then

4+ [20]* — |20

2(1 - [20?)

[w'(20)] <

Equality can hold only if w s a Blaschke product of degree 2.

In the proof we will identify all the extremal functions semi-explicitly. We intention-
ally have excluded the case zo = 0 in Lemma [£.7]

Proof. Write
zZ — 2y

1—7252

w(z) = 9(2)

for some holomorphic function g : D — D and note that g(D) C D. Then w"(z,) = 0

is equivalent to
2y
1 |22 ?

The Schwarz—Pick lemma applied to g implies

1-—- |g(zo)|2
1 — |22

9'(20) = (20) - (4.9)

> |9'(z0)| = 1= |z

which is equivalent to

4+ 20|12 — |2 4+ |22 — |2
< VEr Tl | < Y IRF ]

19(20)] < 2

Again by the Schwarz—Pick lemma, we see that equality occurs if and only if g is a
unit disk automorphism such that (4.9) holds. O

Proof of Theorem [{.6, In view of Corollary we may assume that zq # 0. We
first closely follow the proof of (I.1]) in [15]. We may as well assume f(2,) = 0. Since
f € M(D) is a locally univalent meromorphic function its Schwarzian derivative

o= (F3) -3 ()

is holomorphic in D and we can write

jow

Wo

with holomorphic functions w;, w, : D — C both of which are solutions of the linear
second order ODE s
w" + %w =0 (4.10)

13



normalized in such a way that the Wronskian is constant,
wiw, — wiwy, = 1.

In particular, we get

1

= an 1(2) =
S @ meE 4 =)

fi(z)

1
e

Since f!(z) > c, the first identity shows that w := /cw, is a holomorphic selfmap of
the unit disk with w(zp) =0 and

St (o)
2

w"(z0) = — w(z) =0,

since Sy is holomorphic. Hence we are in a position to apply Lemma [4.7] and obtain

z0) = |wi(20)]* = [w'(20) < (\/m_ |Zo|) - 1

c 2 1-— |zo|2)2 '
O
Remark 4.8
Using the standard Schwarz—Pick lemma
1
!
< -
|w (Zo)| =1 _ |zO|2

instead of the “improved” Schwarz—Pick type Lemma [4.7 in the last step of the
preceding proof gives the less precise inequality

1
¢ (1 — |z0]?)*
i.e., inequality (I.1]). This is exactly Steinmetz’ proof [15] of (I.I]). It does not fully
use the fact that Sy is holomorphac.

f(z0) <

5 Concluding remarks

Remark 5.1
We first observe that another simple proof of the Grahl-Nevo normality criterion is
available. Let us set

Fep :=1{f € F. : f(0) =0} .
It is clear that for any f € 7. and any z € D,
F'(2) = fi(2) > e, (5.1)

and by the fundamental normality test [14] p. 74] the family consisting of derivatives
of functions f € F. is a normal family; note that this also follows from the plain
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fact that the family of reciprocals of derivatives of functions f € F. contains only
functions analytic in the unit disk and is also uniformly bounded above there by
(). Now since for any f in F.o we have

[ £t =(2),

we obtain (see e.g. Lemma 8 in [9]) that F., is a normal family. We define for each
feF,

—lf (2) = F0O) ¢ty e C
p(ny o |1 TOFG)
L therwise
i) ’ ’
so F' belongs to F.,. Now let {f,} be a sequence in .. Then F, € F., for each n
and therefore {F,} has a subsequence {F,, } which converges uniformly on compact
subsets of D. If {f,,(0)} does not converge to the point at infinity, then passing
to a further subsequence if necessary, we may assume that {f,,(0)} C C and that

fni(0) — o € C. Hence the sequence {f,,} is compactly convergent in D because
Fo(2) + £ru(0)
1— fnk(O)Fnk(z)

A similar line of reasoning is available if { f,, (0)} does converge to the point at infinity
and we may therefore conclude that F. is a normal family.

fnk(z) =

Remark 5.2

It is sometimes possible to give straightforward proofs of the normality of specific
subclasses of F.. Let P, denote the class of complex polynomials of degree at most
n and R, the class of rational functions f = p, /g, with p, € P, and

g.(z) = H z—z;)
where the points z; are fixed once for all with |z;| > 1. We set
I f[| = sup [f(2)].
z€e0D
According to an estimate of Borwein and Erdelyi [5],

If'(z)| < K(2)||f]| forany |z| =1

with )
|ZJ ° -

K(z) = Z

|zJ

and clearly

==

K(z) <>’ 2| +
i1zl -



In particular, if f € F.NR,, and if |f(2)| = ||f]| for some |zo| = 1, then

e £(z0)
ST A )P S T )

It follows that ¢/k, < 1/2 and

k., 42
1£Il = 1£(z0)| < 57 (1+ 1- ki) .

The family 7.NR,, is therefore uniformly bounded on the unit disk and in particular
normal there.
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