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45. Majorizations and Quasi-Subordinations
for Certain Analytic Functions

By Osman ALTINTAS*’ and Shigeyoshi OwAa™* ™
(Communicated by Kiyosi ITO, M. J. A., Sept. 14, 1992)

Two subclasses A(a, B) and R (p) of certain analytic functions in the
open unit disk U are introduced. For these classes a majorization problem
and a quasi-subordination problem of analytic functions in U are discussed.

1. Introduction. Let A(a, B) be the class of functions of the form

(1.1) hiz) =1— X ¢c,2" (c, =2 0)

n=1
which are analytic in the open unit disk U = {z:| z| < 1} and satisfy
(1.2) Relh(z) + azh’'(2)} > B (z€ U),

where Re(a) = 0 and 0 = 8 < 1. The class A(a, B) for real a = 0 was
studied by Altintas [1].

Also, let R (p) denote the class of functions

(1.3) g =z+ i b,z"
n=2
which are analytic in U and satisfy
»/&(2) 1
(1.4) Re{ 5(2) ] >3 (z€ U)

for some function s(z) is analytic and univalent in U with s(0) = 0 and
s’(0) =1, where p = 1.

Let f (z) and g(z) be analytic in U. Then f (2) is said to be subordi-
nate to g(z) if there exists an analytic function w(z) in U satisfying
w@) =0, |w@|=|z|](z€ U) and f() = gw(z)). We denote
this subordination by
(1.5) f@@) <gk@ @E€U) (f[4 p 226).

Further, f (2) is said to be quasi-subordinate to g(z) if there exists an
analytic function w(z) such that f (z)/w(2) is analytic in U,

(1.6) LB <0 cew,

and |w(2) | £ 1 (z € U). We also denote this quasi-subordination by
(1.7) f(2) <g@ (ze U).

Note that the quasi-subordination (1.7) is equivalent to

(1.8) f @) =we(d),

where |w(@2) | £1(z€ U) and | ¢(2) | = | 2| (z € U) (cf. [5)).
In the quasi-subordination (1.7), if w(z) = 1, then (1.7) becomes the
subordination (1.5).
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For analytic functions f (2) and g(2) in U, we say that f (2) is major-
ized by g(z) if there exists an analytic function w(z) in U satisfying
|w(z) | =1 and f (2) = w(z)g(z) (z € U). We denote this majorization by
(1.9) f(2) g2 (z€ U) (cf [3).

If we take ¢(2) = z in (1.8), then the quasi-subordination (1.7) becomes the
majorization (1.9).

2. A majorization problem. To complete the proof of our result for
majorization, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 1. If h(2) defined by (1.1) is in the class A(a, B), then

(2.1) Zc“‘T%%ﬁ@'
Proof. We note that h(z) € A(a, B) gives
(2.2) Re(1 — Z 1 + an) c,2"t > B (z€ U).
Letting z— 17 along the real axis, we find that
(2.3) Z 1+ #nRe(@) e, =1—5,
and, since ¢, = 0 and Re (a) = 0,
(2.4) (1 + Re(a)) Z Cn = Z 1+ nRe(@) e, =1— 8.

This gives the coefficient mequallty (2.1).
Lemma 2. If h(2) defined by (1.1) is in the class A(a, B), then

__1-8 1=

(251 — 7+ Re (@ |z]| EReh(2)) = |h(2)| =1+ T+ Re(@ | z |
forz € U.

Proof. Since
(2.6) lh@) =1+ |2l Z ¢y

n=1
Lemma 1 leads to
_ 1=

(2.7) Ih(z)|§1+1+Re(a)|z|.

On the other hand, we have
2.8) Re(h(2) =1—Re[S e} 21— £ e |

n=1 n=1

oo 1_
=1— >1—-—L=B _
=1 Izlnacn_l 1+Re(a)|z|'

Now we prove
Theorem 1. Let f (2) = a1z — Z an2" (a1 # 0, an = 0) be analytic in

U Iff (z2)  g(2) and 2g7(2)/g (2) E A(a, B), then

(2.9) lFF@l=slg@! dzl =7 B,
where v (a, B) is the root of the cubic equation
(2.10) a-—-8)r*— @1 + Re(a))r?

+ (B — 2Re(a) — 3)r+ 1+ Re(a) =0
contained in the interval (0, 1).
Proof. For g(2) such that zg'(2)/g(z) € A(a, B), we have from
Lemma 2 that
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(2 1-— —
(2.11) ‘—g-z—)“_l 1+—Re§(§7’ (z|l=nr),
or

212) 120 |5 T g g s le @] dzl=

Since f (2) € g(2), there exists an analytic function w(z) such that
f () =w()g(2) and |w(2) | £1 (z € U). Thus we have

(2.13) @) =w2)g () + w(2)g(2).

Noting that w(z) satisfies

214) |w@|= LllJ_“l’i;l)zlz ze )

we see that

(2.15) |f (2 |

1—|w@ | (1 + Re(@)r ,
s {lv 1+ 1522 S R gl r @)

—(A+Re@)rX*+ A1 —rHA +Re(@) — 1 —B)rX+ 1 +Re(a)r
A—-7rHA +Re(x) — A —p)r)

(cf. [4, p. 168]),

X | g’ |,
where X = | w(2) |. Note that the function H (X) defined by
HX)=—@A+Re(@)rX?2+ 1A — 71 +Re(a) — 1 —B)»X

+ (1 +Re(@))r 0O=X=1)
takes its maximum value at X = 1 with the condition (2.10). Let 7 (a, B)
(0 < r(a, B) < 1) be the root of the equation (2.10). If 0 = a = r(a, B),
then the function
(2.16) ¢X) = —(1A + Re(a))aX?

+ A —a»A +Re(@) — A —pBa)X+ (1A + Re(@))a
increases in the interval 0 = X =1 so that ¢(X) does not exceed
o) = 1A —a>d(A + Re(a) — (1 — B)a). Therefore, from this fact,
(2.15) gives the inequality (2.9).

3. A quasi-subordination problem. Our result of quasi-subordinations
for the class R (p) contained in
Theorem 2. Let f (2) =2z + Z az2" be analytic in U and
g(@) ER®). Iff (2) < g(2), then "*
) @+ !
(3.1) la,| = TS n=2).
Equality in (3.1) is attained for the function f (2) given by

_ 2

(3.2) f(z) = A= pr
Proof. 1t follows from f (2) < g (2) that

(3.3) f @) =weg(@),

where w(2) is analytic in U with |w(2) | £ 1 (z € U) and ¢(2) is analytic
in U with | ¢(2) | = | 2| (z € U). Define the function %(2) by

gz _
(3.4) » ) = h(z)

with a function s(z) analytic and univalent in U. Then g(2) € R (p) gives
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Re(h(2)) > 1/2 (z € U), that is,
(3.5) h(z) < i—i? < U).

Let

H={hG):h() <1/Q - 2)}
and

H? = {h(2)*:h(z) € H}.

Then from [6, p. 16], we have
(3.6) exco H? = {u(2) :u(z) = 1/(0 — n2)?, |n| =1},
where excd H? means the set of extreme points of the closed convex hull of
H?_ 1f we take g(2)/s(z) = k(2), then we have

(3.7) f @ =w@s(@2)k(d(2)).
Letting @ (2) = w(2)s(¢(2)) and R (z) = k(¢ (2)), we get
(3.8) Q) <sz) e U)

and !

(3.9) Rz <k(z) (z€ U).

Since Q(2) is of the form X ¢,2" and s(z) is analytic and univalent in U,
n=1
using [5] and [2], we have | gn | = n(n = 2).

Noting that k(z) = h(z)? € H?, it follows from (3.9) that R (2) is sub-
ordinate to a function belonging to exco H?. This gives

1 =
(3.10) R(2) < 1= 12)? z€eU;lnl=1
or 1
1 R < ————— =1).
(3.11) @ <= 15 @) dnl=1

Without a loss of generality, we can take = 1, so R(z) = 1/(1 — ¢(2))*.
Since

1 1
1-—¢(z)<1—z (€ U),

the modulus of every coefficient of 1/(1 — ¢(2))? does not exceed the cor-
responding coefficient of 1/(1 — z)? (cf. [6, p. 17]). Therefore, we have

G+ n—1D!
(3.12) |l = LA,
where R(2) = 1 + 7z + 72%.... Since
(3.13) f @) = QR (2)
=@zt g2+ .. .)A+nz+nrn+..),
that is,
(3.14) n = qn + qu-ih + Quoara + ...+ @¥u-1,
with the help of | g»| = n (# = 2) and (3.12), we obtain
(3.15) lanl Sn+ (= Dp+ (n—2) 2L
+1D...0p+n—2
MY ESRCESES
@+ n)!

TG+ DI— DI
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Finally, for the equality in (3.1), taking w(z) = 1, ¢(2) = 2,
s(z) = 2/(1 — 2)% and k(2) = 1/(1 — 2)? in (3.7), we get
f (2) = z/(1 — z)**% This completes the assertion of Theorem 2.
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