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ON CERTAIN PROPERTIES OF THE CLASS U()\)

NAJLA M. ALARIFI, MILUTIN. OBRADOVIC, AND NIKOLA. TUNESKI

ABSTRACT. Let A be the class of functions analytic in the unit disk D := {z €
C: |z| < 1} and normalized such that f(z) = z + a222 + a3z3 + ---. In this
paper we study the class U(\), 0 < A < 1, consisting of functions f from A

satisfying
( - )2 HOES!
f(2)

and give results regarding the Zalcman Conjecture, the generalised Zalcman
conjecture, the Krushkal inequality and the second and third order Hankel

<A (zeD)

determinant.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Let A be the class of functions that are analytic in the open unit disk D =
{#z 1 |z| < 1} and normalised such that f(0) = f’(0) — 1 = 0, i.e., have expansion
f(2)=2+a2® +azz®+---.

Further, let
UN ={feA:|Us(z) =1 <\ z €D},

where 0 < A <1 and )
z
Ur(z) = | — | f(2).
0= (5) 16
The functions from U(\) are univalent, its special case when A = 1 first studied
in [5] and more details on them can be found in [6[7,[12]).

An intriguing fact about U(\) is that in spite the class S* of starlike functions is
very large and contains most classes of univalent functions, it doesn’t contain the
classUd = U(1), i.e., U is not in §*, nor vice versa. Namely, the function — In(1 — z)
is convex, thus starlike, but not in ¢ because Uf(0.99) = 3.621... > 1, while the
function f defined by +&5 =1 - 32432 =(1-2)%(1+ %) is in U and such that

’ 2(2% 4241 ; ; . . .
Zf(S) = — (2+=r1) = —% + % for z = ¢. This rear property is the main reason

f 2242—-2
why the class U (and U(\)) attracts huge attention in the past decades.
In this paper we study class U(\) regarding the Zalcman Conjecture, the gener-
alised Zalcman conjecture, the Krushkal inequality and the second and third order
Hankel determinant which will be defined in corresponding sections further in the

paper.
For the study we will need the following result proven in [8] as a part of the proof
of Theorem 1.
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Lemma 1.1. For each function f in U(N), 0 < X\ < 1, there exists function wy,
analytic in D, such that |wi(2)] < |z| < 1, and |wi(2)] < 1, for all z € D, with
z

(1.1) 70 =1— a2z — Azwy(2).
Additionally, for wi(z) = c1z + cez? + -+,
1 1 Acaf?
1.2 <1 < Z(1=ley)? d <Z 1= ley)? =
12)  lal<l, lef<50-lal’) and |el <3 lesl™ = 17 o

Using (1)), we have
z=[1—agz — Azw1(2)]f(2),
and after equating the coeflicients,
as = Acp + a%,
(1.3) ay = g + 2Xage; + a3,
as = Acs + 2 asco + /\ch + 3)\&%61 + a;l,
that we will use later on.

We will also use the next result ( [10]).

Lemma 1.2. Let f € U(N) for 0 < X\ <1, and be given by f(z) =2+ Y @ 5 anz".
Then

(1.4) lag] < 1T+ A
If las] = 1+ X, then f must be of the form

z
(1.5) f(2)

T I (1+ N)ebz + AeZivz?
for some ¢ € [0, 27].

In the same paper ( [10]) it was conjectured that for functions in U(X), |a,| <
Z?;OI A* holds sharply, and was claimed to be proven in the case n = 3:

(1.6) las| <1+ X+ A%
The proof rely on another claim, that for all functions f from U()),
o) 1

z (1+2)1+A2)

Recently, in [2], the second claim, and consequently the first one also, was proven to
be wrong by giving a counterexample. Still, the subset of ¢/(\) when the inequality
(C8) and subordination (7)) hold is nonempty, as the function

(1.7)

o0

z 1-A"
(1.8) fa(z) = =) 2" = 2+ (14+N) 22+ (1A 2D 22 -
(I=2)1=X2) 4= 1-2A
shows. Here 11__)‘; =nforalln=1,23,....

Let note that from (3] and (L4,
las| = [Ae1 + a3 <14+ A+ A\,
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ie.,

(1.9) Aer +a3] < 1T+ A+ )\

which we will use further in the proofs.

2. ZALCMAN AND GENERALISED ZALCMAN CONJECTURE FOR THE CLASS U())
In 1960 Zalcman posed the conjecture:
a2 — agn_1| < (n —1)? (neN,n>2),

proven in 2014 by Krushkal ( [I]) for the whole class S by using complex geometry of
the universal Teichmiiller space. In 1999, Ma ( [3]) proposed a generalized Zalcman
conjecture,

|aman — min-1| < (m —1)(n —1) (m,neN,m>2,n>2),

which is still an open problem, closed by Ma for the class of starlike functions and
for the class of univalent functions with real coefficients. Ravichandran and Verma
in [II] closed it for the classes of starlike and convex functions of given order and
for the class of functions with bounded turning.

In [9], the authors treated some particulars cases of those problems and obtained
sharp results. Since U(\) C U for 0 < A < 1, the same results are valid for the class
U(N), but those results are not sharp for the class &(A). In this part of the paper we
find better and sharp results for the functions f from U(\) satisfuing subordination

D).
Theorem 2.1. Let f in U(N) be of the form f(z) = z + azz® + azz® +---. Then
(i) laZ —as| <A\ 0< A< 1
(i) |a — as| < A1+ N)?, 3 (@ - 1) < X\ < 1, if the third coefficient of f
satisfies inequality (LG]).
Both results are sharp as the function fy given by ([L8) shows.

Proof.
(i) From az = Aey + a3, we have |a3 — a3 = | — Ac1| < A\

(#4) Using the relations ([2)), (L4) and (L9), we have
la3 — as| = |Aes + 2Magce + Aadey|
= Mes 4 2a0¢o — Ae2 + c1(Aey + ad)]
< M(es| + 2]az|ca| + Ae1* + |er]|Aer + a3])

1 4|CQ|2
<Az (1-|n]?- 2(1 2401 2
_/\{3< lea | T+]al + 21+ Nea| + Mer]? + (1 + A+ A9)|eq |
(2.1) = Al lez]),

where

_1 ) Ay 2 2
gl(x,y)—3<1—:1: 14w +2(1+ Ny + Az” + (1 + A+ X%)x,

0<z=|ca|<1,0<y=]co| < 3(1—2a?).
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Since % >0 forall (z,y) € E:={(z,y):0<2<1,0<y < 1(1-2?)},
then ¢ has no singular points in the interior of E and ¢; attains its maximum on
the boundary of F.

Forsz,wehaveOSyS%and

01(0.9) = 2(1— 49%) +2(1 + Ay

3

1
= g[—4342 +6(1+ Ny +1]
<1+

Similarly, for y = 0, we have 0 < 2 <1 and

1
gl(x,O)=§(1—x2)+)\$2+(1+)\+)\2)x
1\ 5 9 1
= )‘_5 x +(1+)\+)\)x+§

< (14 M)

Finally, for 0 <z <1 and y = %(1 — 2), we have

1 4 1
g1 (w,§(1—x2)> =1+)\+<§+)\+)\2>$—x2—§x3=g01($).

Since<p’1(az):%+/\—|—/\2—23:—3:22/\2—|—/\—%Z()f0r%(@—1) <A<1,
then ¢, is an increasing function for 0 < z < 1, and 1 (z) < (1 + A\)%

Using (210 and all these facts, we have the statement of Theorem BIl(i7). O

Remark 2.1. For 0 < A < % (@ — 1) = 0.8844 ... we have that the function @1
3

attains its mazimum for xo = \JA\2+ A+ % — 1 and p1(x0) = 2 (A2 + A+ 3)% —

3
1— M2, and so |a3 — as| < A(%()\Q—i-)\—i-%)z —1—)\2).
Next we consider the Generlized Zalcman conjecture.

Theorem 2.2. Let f inU(N\) be of the form f(z) = z + az2® + azz® +---. Then
(1) lasaz —as] < AA+1),0< A <1;
(i1) |azas—as| < A1+A+A?), \/g < A < 1, if the third coefficient of f satisfies
inequality (6.
Both results are sharp as the function fy given by (L8] shows.
Proof.

() Using ([[2), (I3) and (4] we obtain

|agas — as| = |Aca + Aazeq]
< A(le2| + [az|le])

1
<A = e + @+ Ve
<AL+,
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(#4) Similarly,
lagas — as| = N|cs + asca + a3cr + Aci|

< A|es| + |azl|e2| + [e1||a3 + Aexl)

1 2 4|02|2 2
<A 3 1—le|* — + (A +Nea| + X+ X+ X)|en]

14 e
= Ag2(lea |, ez]),
where
1 2 4y? 2
gg(x,y):§ <1—:17 — 1—|—x) + X4+ Ny + 1+ A+ 1)z,

ng:|cl|§1,0§y:|02|§%(1—:172).

Since w > 0 for all (z,y) € E, then the function g, attains its maximum
on the boundary of E. In that sense, let consider all cases

Fora::(),wehave()gyg%and

92(0,y) = (1 —49°) + (1 + Ny

[—4y? 4+ 3(1 + Ny + 1]

IN
N — Wl — Wl

(1+N),

. 2 1
since \ > \/;> 3-

For 0 <z <1 and y = 0 we have

1
92(2,0) = 2 (1= 2*) + (L + A+ \*)z
1
= g[—f +3(1+ A+ Az +1]
<T4HA+ M
Finally, for 0 <z <1, y = (1 — 2%) we have

L 2y _ 1 2 4 1 o 1 3 _
gg<x,2(1 :v)>—2(1+)\)+()\ +)\+3)x 2(1—1—)\):10 3¢ = pa(x).

Since for A2 > %,

4 2
so;(w)zA2+A+§—(1+/\)x—x22A2—§20,

we realize that @9 is an increasing function and

o) < pa(1) =14+ A+ A2

From all the previous facts, we have the statement of the theorem. (Il
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3. KRUSHKAL INEQUALITY FOR THE CLASS U(\)
The inequality

jaf, — "V < 2

was introduced by Krushkal who claims to have proven its sharpness for the whole
class of univalent functions in [I]. This claim is not confirmed by the mathemarical
community.

In this section we give direct proof over the class U()\) for the casesn =4, p =1
and n =5, p=1.

Theorem 3.1. Let f in U(N) be of the form f(z) =z + azz® + azz® +---. Then
(i) |aa — @3] < 2X\(A +1);
(ii) |as — a3| < A3 + 5\ + 3)\2), if the third coefficient of f satisfies inequality

@a).

Both results are sharp as the function fy given by (L8] shows.

Proof.
(¢) Similarly as in the proofs of two previous theorem, we have

|ag — a§| = Aez + 2aq¢ |
< A(lea| + 2[az]|e1])
1
S /\ 5(1 — |Cl|2) + 2(1 + /\)|Cl|

<2M\(1+ ).

(74) We can easy verify that
las — a3] = A|eg + 2aaca + Aci + 3azey]
= Mes + 2a0co — 2063 + 3ci(Aey + a3)]
< Mes| + 2lazllez] + 2Mer[* + 3le][Aer + a3))

1 4| cs|?
< )\[— (1 —ler)? = 2] ) +2(1 4 Nea| +2X\ 1|2 +3(1 + X+ 22)|cq]
3 1+ |e1]

= Ags(|e1, |ez]),

where

1 49
gg($,y):§ (1—;102— 1ix> +2(1+ Ny + 2222 +3(1 + X + Az,

0<z=|c| <1,0<y=]co| < 3(1—2a?).

Since w >0, (z,y) € E, then we have that g3 attains its maximum on the
boundary of E.

Fora::0,0gyS%wehave

93(0,9) = 51— 47) + 21+ Ny < (14 4).
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For 0 <z <1, y =0 we have
1 1
g3(x,0) = (2)\ - §> 22 +3(1+ A+ Az + 3

<22+ 31+ A+ 2%
=3+ 5\ +3\%
Finally, for 0 <z <1,y = %(1 —?),
1 1
g3 (a:, 5(1 - :1:2)) =1+X+ +3(1 —|—/\—|—/\2)) r—(1—-N)a? - gxg = p3(x).

Since

—_

3(x) = = +3(L+ A+ A —2(1 - N)x — 27
> 35433 >0,

3 is an increasing function and

w3(z) < @3(1) = 34+ 5+ 3\2.

All those facts imply the conclusion of theorem. O

4. HANKEL DETERMINANT OF SECOND AND THIRD ORDER

Let f € A. Then the qth Hankel determinant of f is defined for ¢ > 1, and n > 1
by

(079 An+41 N An4q—1
An+41 An+42 NN Un+q
Hy(n) =
ntq—1 Oniyq --- Oni2q—2

Thus, the second and the third Hankel determinants are, respectively,
Hy(2) = azay — a3,
Hs(1) = as(azaq — ag) —a4(ag — azas) + as(as — a%).
In [§] the authors showed that for the class U, the following estimates are sharp:

|[H2(2)| <1 and |Hs(1)| <

N

Here we generalize this result for the classes U(\).

Theorem 4.1. Let f € U(N), 0 <A< 1, and f(z) =2+ az22® + a3z +---. Then

2
AA+T) and |H3(1)|§)\—.

H(2)] < 4

The second result is sharp due to the function f(z) = T = Z—|—>‘—§4 + )‘2427 +ee



N. M. ALARIFI, M. OBRADOVIC, AND N. TUNESKI

Proof. Using the relation ([3)), after some calculations we have:

|H3(2)| = |azas — a3| = A |azca — Acf]

< A (lazllez] + Nea )
a2
<A [(A +1) (%) + )\|Cl|2:|

Al (A1), o
< - P
_/\{ 5 +< 5 >|01|}

PRICER]
)

when 0 < |¢1]? < 1, because A — 1 < 0.

In a similar way, using ([2)) and (L3)), after some calculations, for the third
order Hankel determinant we have

|H3(1)| = N*|eres — c3] < N (Jea]les| + |e2]?)

4 2
< N2 {% (1 — el - eal” ) + |cz|2]

1+ e
= {lcﬂ ~ e+ ?I%H | "‘2'2}
S %2 Dq' el ?;:2: _ (1—|4cl|z>2}
- i_;(g— 2er|* = Jer|!) < % - AIQ
Equality is attained for the function f(z) = W =zt ATZAL /\2427 o
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