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Abstract
In this paper we study some properties of functions f which are analytic and nor-
malized (i.e. f(0) = 0 = f/(0) — 1) such that satisfy the following subordination

relation
(Zf’(z) ) z
—-l)<x—
f@ (I =p2)(1 —qg2)

where (p, g) € [—1, 1] x [—1, 1]. These types of functions are starlike related to the
generalized Koebe function. Some of the features are: radius of starlikeness of order
y € [0, 1),image of f ({z : |z] < r}) wherer € (0, 1), radius of convexity, estimation
of initial and logarithmic coefficients, and Fekete—Szego problem.

Keywords Starlikeness - Convexity - Coefficient estimates - Fekete—Szego problem -
Logarithmic coefficients - Subordination - Koebe function

Mathematics Subject Classification 30C45

1 Introduction

Let A be the class of functions f analytic in the unit disc A = {z € C : |z] < 1}
normalized by the condition f(0) = 0 = f’(0) — 1. Each function f belonging to the
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class A has the following form

f@ =24 ad" (zeA. (L.1)

n=2

The subclass of .4 consisting of all univalent functions f in A will be denoted by
S. A function f € A is subordinate to g € A, written as f(z) < g(z) or f < g,
if there exists an analytic function w, known as a Schwarz function, with w(0) = 0
and |w(z)| < |z], such that f(z) = g(w(z)) for all z € A. Moreover, if g € S, then
F@) < 8@ & £(0) = g(0) and f(A) C g(A) (c.f. [25]).

For y < 1, a function f € A is called starlike of order y if, and only if],
Re {zf'(z)/ f(z)} > y in A. The class of such functions will be denoted by S*(y).
A function f € A is called convex of order y if, and only if, zf'(z) € S*(y). Indeed,
f is convex of order y if, and only if,

zf'(2)

We denote by () the class of convex functions of order y. The classes S*(y) and
K(y) for 0 < y < 1 are subclasses of the univalent functions (e.g., see [4]) and the
function

z > "
K, (z) := —(l i =z +nE:2 ()" (zeA,0<y <],
where
_ ik —2y)
T(y) = 1D (n =2),

is the well-known extremal function for the class S*(y). Observe that Ko(z) is the
famous standard Koebe function. In particular S* = §*(0) and K = K(0) are the
classes of starlike and convex functions in A, respectively. It is well-known that IC C
S*.

Another one of the generalizations of Koebe function was proposed by Gasper
[6]. Namely, he proposed some extension of the Lowner theory and de Branges’s
inequality, in which the natural extension of Koebe function is

z
ky(z) = =20 =40 (z € AN),

where —1 < g < 1. We now recall from [26], a two-parameter family of functions as
follows:
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o0
Z
kp, ()= —m""——— =7+ A, 7" ,q) €[-1,1] x [-1, 1)),
ra@) = g T 2:; " ((pog) €[=1,1] x [—1,1])
(1.2)
where
pn*(]"
—- P #q,
a, =1 " (13)
np" ! p=gq,
or
n—1
Q[n — pn—l +pn—2

q+___+pqn—2+qn—l zzpn—i—lqi.
i=0

We note that k1,; = Ko and k; ; = kg, therefore we understand the function k), 4
as it’s generalization. We also notice that the function k) , is strictly related to the
generalized Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind and maps the unit disk A onto
a domain symmetric with respect to real axis. Here, we recall that the generalized
Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind U, (p, ¢: ¢'?) are defined by

1
(1 — pzel?)(1 — gze=i?)

=) Unp.q; D" (zeD), (14
n=0

Y4 (eié; 7) =

where 0 <6 <2m and —1 < p,q < 1. From (1.4) we have

Uo(p,q; ¢y =1, Ui(p,q;e?) = pe'® +qe™?
and
) n+lei(n+l)9 _ n+le—i(n+1)0
Un(p,q; ¢y =L e —zeﬂ‘@ (n=2,3,4,..).

For more details about another properties of the function &, , one can refer to [8, §2].
It was proved that [26, Proposition 1] for —1 < p, g < 1 (p and g at the same time
are not zero) the function k4 is starlike of order y; € [0, 1) in A where

I (1—|p] 1—Iql>
Y1 :zyl(p,q)=—< +
2\1+|pl  1+]q|

and is convex in the disk |z| < r(p, g) where

2 2 2434
with x = 1PIHlal+ VIpP + 1aP + 341plla|

r(p.q) =
x +/x2 —4|pllq| 2
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The above results are sharp if pg > 0. Also, the function k, , is convex of order
y2 € [0, 1) in A (see [8, Lemma 2.4]) where

2(0—1Ipg) 1+ 1pq]
(I+1pDA+1gh 1 —1pq|

It is easy to check that each of the results cited above is true with a wider assumption
(p.q) e [-1, 1] x [-1,1].

In [8] were given bounds of minimum and maximum of the real part of function
kp.q. We quote them in the following lemma.

Lemma 1.1 Let (p,q) € [—1, 1] x [—1, 1] and | pq| # 1. The values of
R { it } n R { it }
oggn ekpge) and oé?g%n ekpqe’)

are the following

min Re {kp,q(e”)}

0<t<2m
@ for q=0,
T for p=0,
_ ] Tpa for pq <0,
| a2 2 for q=p,
(d+pq)
or p,q € (0,1), ,
21-pI2y/pa(1=p) (1 =4) ~(p ) (1= pa)] for p.ge Q.1 p#q
T+ for p.ge(=1,0), p#q.
Re {kp.q(e)]
o248, Re [k
ﬁ for q=0,
ﬁ ) for p=0,
_ | =pt=a for pg <0,
(1,17)12 fOI’ q = p,
T - for p,qe(0,1), p#gq,
—U+pg
or ’ € _150 ) .
2(1-p) [(p+a)(1— pg)+2+/ pg(1—p2) (1—¢2)] / p.q €l ) P#4q

In 1992, Ma and Minda (see [19]) introduced the class S*(¢) as follows

2f'(2)
f(@)

S*(p) = {fGAf <<P(Z)},

where ¢ is analytic univalent function with Re{¢(z)} > 0 (z € A) and normalized
by ¢(0) = 1 and ¢’(0) > 0. For special choices of ¢, the class S*(¢) becomes the
well-known subclasses of the starlike functions. The class S*((1 + Az)/(1 + Bz)) =:
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S*[A, B] (—1 < B < A < 1) was introduced by Janowski in [7]. If we let ¢(z) :=
(1+ (1 =2y)z)/(1 —z), then the class S*(¢) (0 < y < 1) becomes the familiar class
of the starlike functions of order y. Letting ¢(z) := (1 4+ (1 —=28)z2)/(1 —2) (B > 1)
we have the class M(B) which was introduced and investigated by Uralegaddi et al.
[35] as follows

M(B) = {fE.A:Re{Zf/(Z)} <,3} = S* <M)
f(@ 1—z

Table 1 shows more details about some another subclasses of the starlike functions
with different choices for ¢.

We remark that all of the above special cases for ¢ are univalent in A. Butin 2011,
Dziok et al. [5] defined the class S; related to the non-univalent function p(z) which
includes of all functions f € A so that satisfy the following subordination relation

T
@ ’
where
_ 1 2.2
PO = s (= (=)

The function p(¢) is related to the Fibonacci numbers and maps the open unit disc A
onto a shell-like domain in the right-half plane.

Motivated by the above defined classes, we introduce a new subclass of the starlike
functions associated with the generalized Koebe function k, , which is defined in
(1.2). We denote this subclass by SI’: (p, g) which is defined as follows.

Definition 1.1 Let f € A and (p,q) € [—1, 1] x [—1, 1]. Then the function f €
Si(p, q) if and only if

(Zf/(z)

@ 1) <K@,

where k) , is defined in (1.2).

With a simple calculation, we see that the function

1
_ Chpg) N (1—qz\7a
e (=

1 1
=z~|—zz+E(p+q+1)z3+6[2p2+p(2q+3)+2q2+3q+1]z4+0(15),
(1.5)

belongs to the class S;(p, ¢). Since the function f), 4 is not univalent in A (see Fig.
1), we conclude that the members of the class Sy (p, ¢) may not be univalent in the
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Fig.1 a The image of A under the function f_¢ 5,0.5(z) b Zoom of (a)
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whole disc A. Thus it will be interesting to find the radius of univalency of functions

feSp.g9).

Using the concept of subordination and univalency of the function k, ;4 (z) and also
by suitable choices for p and g, we describe some geometric properties of functions
f belonging to the class S (p, q).

Remark 1.1 Let k), , be given by (1.2). Then we have:

(1) Suppose that p =g = 0.1f f € §7(0,0), i.e. f satisfies the following subordi-
nation relation

zf'(2)
—1 , 1.6
< e ) o (10
then
zf'(2)
0<Re{ @ }<2 (z € A).

This means thatif f satisfies the above subordination relation (1.6), then it belongs
to the class S(0, 2), where the class S(y, 8) (0 < y < 1,8 > 1) was recently
introduced by Kuroki and Owa [18].

(2) The case p = g = 1 in the equation (1.2) leads to the famous standard Koebe
function. It is well-known that this function maps the unit disk onto the complex
plane without the slit (—oo, —1/4] along the real axis. Soif f € S (1, 1), then it
is starlike respect to 3/4.

(3) Putting p = g = —1 in the equation (1.2) we have the famous function z /(1 + 2)?
that maps the unit disk onto the complex plane without the slit [1/4, co) along the
real axis. Consequently if f € S(—1, —1), then is starlike respect to 5/4.

(4) If we set p = —g in the equation (1.2), then we have the function F,(z) =
ﬁ. The function F, (z) was studied in [27,28]. The function F; (z) is a starlike

univalent when q2 < 1. Also Fy(A) = D(q), where

2 2 2
D(q)::{x—i—iye(C: <x2+y2> — a Y }

=2 tg? "
and
D(1) = {x +iy e C: (¥t € (—oo, —i/2]UTi/2, 00)) [x +iy # it]}.

It should be noted that the curve

2 2

2 22_ r _ Y _
(+2+5?) T TaaE =0 @n#E00,

is the Booth lemniscate of elliptic type (see [27]). In the case |¢| = 1, the function
F,(z) becomes the function G(z) := z/(1 — z2) and thus G(A) = D(1). With a
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simple calculation if f € S (—¢, g), then

2 / 2
9 <Re{zf(z)}<2 el (z € A).

q>—1 f@ 1—gq?
The function class that satisfy the last two-sided inequality was introduced by

Kargar et al. [10], and studied in [1,12,13].
(5) If we take p = 0 and g # 0 in (1.2), then we get

kpg =ke(2) =

(z € A).
1—gz

Thus by Lemma 1.1 we have

__1 Re [k, (2) ;( A)
s < e{qz}<l_q z€A).

Furthermore, if f € A belongs to the class S (0, ¢) = 5/ (¢), then

1+g¢g

a <Re{zf’(z)} < Z;q (z € A).
f(@ l—gqg

(6) Let pg < 0. If the function f € A belongs to the class S (p, q), then

! Re {Zf @ (z € A).

- < }<1+;
(I+p)d+q) f (@) (I-pa-gq)

(7) Let p = q. If the function f € A belongs to the class S (p, g), then

! e{M ! (z € A).

- 4y
At 072 " f(z)}< MRCESY:

(8) Assume that p # g and 0 < p, g < 1.If the function f € A belongs to the class
Si(p. q), then

N (1+ pq)?
2(1 — pg)[2y/pq(1 — p)(1 —¢%) — (p + ) (1 — pq)]

R{M} ST
f@ (I-pd-gq)

) Let p # g and —1 < p,q < 0. If the function f € A belongs to the class
S;(p, q), then

- : <Re{zf/(z)}
d+p)d+q) f(z)
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B 1+ pg)’
201 = pl(p + @)1 = pg) + 2/ pa(1 — pP)(1 — ¢2)]

<1

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sect. 2 we obtain some radius problems
for the class S;'(p, ¢). In Sect. 3 we estimate the initial coefficients and logarithmic
coefficients of the function f of the form (1.1) belonging to the class S (p, q).

2 The radius of starlikeness and convexity

The first result of this section is contained in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1 Let (p,q) € [—1,1] x [—1,1]andy € [0, ). If f € S,f(p,q), then f
is starlike of order y in the disc |z| < ry(p, q, y) where

1-y H —
T+(1—p)ql if p=0,
1—y . _
rs(Pyq,¥) = T=aA=npl if ¢=0,

1+ (=) (pl+lgh—/ 12— (plFlgD+ A= 2(pI—lgD®
2Z0—)lpq] if pq#0.

2.1)

The result is sharp.

Proof Let f € Sf(p,q) and (p, q) € [—1, 1] x [—1, 1]. Then from the definition of

the class we have
(1) b

where k, ,(z) is defined by (1.2). Therefore by the subordination principle there exists
a Schwarz function w : A — A with w(0) = 0 and |w(z)| < 1 such that

'@ »(2)
(@) (I = pw(2)(1 — gw(z)

(ze ) (2.2)
and consequently:

Re {Zf/(Z)} = Re {1 + ©(@) }
S (@) (I = pw()(1 —qwu(z))

=1+ Re{ () }
(1 - po@)1 —qw@) |’

After application of the Schwarz lemma we have

Re{zf’(z)} -1 lw(2)] . lw(2)]
f@

= T 0= po@)d—qo@)] - po@)| -1 —qo@)
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. ()| . H
= U= Iplle@h = lglle@D = A= IplizD - lqllz])
r

=1-
A =Iplr)d —lqlr)

where r = |z| < 1. Consider now the function i (r) := l—m (r €10, 1]).
Its derivative has a form
(I —I[plr)A —lglr) +rlipl(1 —Iglr) + |g|(1 — |plr)]

(I —plr)2(1 —Iqlr)? ’

h(r)=—

so under assumptions of theorem we have h’(r) < 0 for r € [0, 1]. From this we find
that A (r) is a strictly decreasing function on the interval [0, 1] and it decreases from
h(0) = 1tothevalue h(1) =1— m < 0. Therefore we conclude that there
is only one root of the equation 4 (r) = y in (0, 1). We can write this equation in the
following equivalent form:

(I =Ppglr* =11+ A =p)(pl+Ighlr +1—y =0. (2.3)

Denote the polynomial in (2.3) by Q(r). In the case when p or g are zero, the equation
Q(r) = 0 is linear equation so it has one solution r = W))//)II orr = W};)Ip\
respectively. It is easy to see that in this both cases solutions are in the interval (0, 1).

Assume now that pg # 0. Then Q is a quadratic polynomial with determinant of

the form

A=1+20-p)(pl+lgh+ A —*(pl —lg)?

and we can see that this determinant is positive for all p, g; pg # 0. In consequence,
there are two roots of Q:

_ 1+ d=»dpl+lgh - VI+2(0=y)(pl +1gD) + A = »)2(pl — Iq1)?
2(1 = y)llpql

ri

and

ry = L+ =»)Upl+1gD) + V1 +20 =) (pl+lgh + A = 2(pl — Ig))?
2(1 = )llpg|

with r; < rp. Observe that Q(0) = 1 — y > 0. From this it follows that the roots
r1, r both are positive numbers. Let us recall that the equation 4 (r) = y has strictly
one solution in (0, 1) so the equation Q(r) = 0 has. From this it follows that this
solution is ry. Therefore f is starlike of order y in the disc |z| < r < rs(p,q,y)
where r¢(p, q, v) is given by (2.1).

For the sharpness consider the function f, , given by (1.5). It is easy to see that

2fpqg@ z

= B . — A).
Fra@ A= poi—gs %
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With the same argument as above we get the result. Here the proof ends. O
Putting y = 0 in the previous theorem we obtain the following result:

Corollary 2.1 Let (p,q) € [—-1,1] x [=1,1]and y € [0, 1).If f € S{(p, q), then f
is starlike univalent in the disc |z| < rs(p, q) where

‘_

THa] if p=0,
1 . _
rs(p.q) = { T+ if =0
1+(pl+lgh—+/1+20pl+lgD+Upl=1g)? .
pPlTlq \/ 2|pq1‘7 q prl—lq lf pq#o

The result is sharp.
Theorem 2.2 Let the number r € (0, 1] be given and (p, q) € [—1, 1] x [—1, 1]. If

rip|+r—1
r2pl—r

lg] < , 2.4)

then each function f € SZ(p, q) maps a disc |z| < r onto a starlike domain. The
result is sharp.

Proof Let (p, q) € [—1, 1] x[—1, 1] satisfy (2.4) for given r € (0, 1]. After repeating
the same reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 2.1 we have that for f € S;'(p, q) the
following condition holds

z2f'(2) ]
R 1— A).
e{ ) }Z A= iplhd =gy 2

Moreover for |z| < r we obtain

zf'(2) r
R 1-— =:1(p,q).
e{ e }2 A= lpnd—jgn @9

It is easy to observe that under our assumptions, the function /(p, ¢) has positive
values. In conclusion we obtain the thesis. The function f, ; shows that the result is
sharp concluding the proof. O

Now we shall find the range of parameters p, g that satisfy the assumptions of
Theorem 2.2. For given r € (0, 1], let D(r) by the set of solutions of the inequality
(2.4). Observe that due to the form of this inequality, D(r) must be symmetrical about
both axes. Let us find its part lying in the first quadrant of the coordinate system. If
p > 0and g > 0 then (2.4) reduces to the condition

rp+r—1
g <-—F—"—
rep —r
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3
o | 1/r
1L 1/r-1
D,
O 1—1/\/”—1 1r
-r Sy
-2 +1/r
_3 \ !

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

Fig.2 The set D(r)

rp+r—1
rZp—r

Note that, for the homography ¢g(p) = g = its vertical asymptote and hori-

zontal asymptote are given by the equations p = % andg = %, respectively. Moreover,
zero of this homography is the point p = } -1< % and 0 < ¢(0) = % -1< %
The suitable set of the (p, ¢) is bounded by one of the branches of hyperbola and by
p-axis and g-axis (domain D1, Fig. 2).

Therefore taking into account the symmetry of the set D(r) we conclude that it has
a form as in Fig. 2.

Remark 2.1 Note that regardless of the value of r € (0, 1), the asymptotes of the
hyperbolas, whose fragments are components of the boundary of D(r), do not have
any common points with the square [—1, 1] x [—1, 1]. Moreover, it is easy to observe
that the domain D(r) is growing if r — 0 and it is decreasing if r — 1. For this
reason, as the value of r changes, the location of the set D(r) relative to the square
[—1, 1] x [—1, 1] also changes. Note that the point (1, 1) is situated on the hyperbola

given by the equation g = % ifand only if r = # For such r, also the other
three vertices of the square are located on the boundary of the set D(r). Hence, in this
3-5

case, as well as forall 0 < r < ==, the whole square is covered by D(r).

Below we present various examples of the range of the parameters p, g that satisfy
the assumptions of Theorem 2.2, i.e. the sets D(r) N [—1, 1] x [—1, 1] for selected
values of r (Figs. 3, 4, 5).

In view of Remark 2.1 we have the following result:

Corollary 2.2 Let 0 < r < %3 = 0.381966. .. be given. Then for each function
f € S;(p,q) the set f(|z| < r) is a starlike domain.
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o
2
T

0.5

-0.5 - -0.5
-1+ -1
-15 |- | -15 |
_2 I I I i I I I _2 I I I i I I I
-2 -15 -1 -05 0 05 1 15 2 -2 -15 -1 -05 0 05 1 15 2
(a) (b)

Fig.3 a The range of the parameters p, g forr = %, b The range of the parameters p, g for r = z%fs

2 ‘ 2

15| ﬁ 15|
1+ /,//\\ 1+
05 | : N\ 05 |

-15 |- -15 |-
_2 I I I i I I I _2 I I I i I I I
-2 -15-1-05 0 05 1 15 2 -2 -15 -1 -05 0 05 1 15 2
(a) (b)

Fig.4 a The range of the parameters p, g for r = 0.45, b The range of the parameters p, g for r = %

Theorem 2.3 Let a function f € A belongs to the class S; (p, q). Then f is convex
univalent in the disk |z| < § where § is the smallest positive root of equation

r

1 —

(= 1Iplr)(d —lqlr)

_(2|pllq|r+1+lp|+lq| |pl lq] ) ro_
(1—IpIn(—lglr)—r 1—Iplr 1—l|qlr) 1—r?

Proof Since f € S{(p, q), it follows that there exists a Schwarz function w such that
(2.2) holds true. A logarithmic differentiation of (2.2) gives

S"@ w(2)

1 =
o T T U e —qu@)
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2

15
1
0.5

T o

-0.5

&

-1+

-1.5

) ! ! ! 1
-2 -15 -1 -05 0 05 1 15 2

Fig.5 The range of the parameters p, g forr = %

( 2pqw(z)+1—-p—q p q

w'(2). (2.5
(1= pw@)(1 — qu()) + w() 1—pw(z>+1—qw<z>)zw@( )

The Schwarz-Pick lemma (see [24]) states that for a Schwarz function w the following
sharp estimate holds

1—Jw@)?

/
w(z)] <
[w'(2)] 2P

(z € A).

Also if w is a Schwarz function then |w(z)| < |z| (cf. [4]). According to what came
above and using definition of convexity, it follows from (2.5) that

Reil . zf”(z)} . lw(@)]
(@) A =1pllw@HA = lgllw@)D

_ ( 2[pllgllw@)| 4+ 1+ |pl + 1g] Pl lq1 )lzw/(z)\
A =1pllw@DA = lgllw@D — w@] 1 =Ipllw)] 1—lgllw(z)

> 1 — %
- (I —=1plr)(1 —lqlr)

2|pllglr + 1+ |p| + |q| Ip| lq] ) r
- + + =: F(p,q,r). (2.6)
((1 —lpinA—lglr)—r 1—|plr 1—lglr) 1—72 1

It is a simple exercise that F'(p,q,r) > 0 if and only if 0 < r < & where § is the
smallest positive root of

| r _<2|pllq|r+1+|p\+|q| [l lq| ) roo_
(1 =1pInd —Iqlr)  \A=IpInd—lglr)—r 1—Iplr  1—lqlr) 1-r?
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This is the end of proof. O

Remark 2.2 Let F(p, q, r) be defined as (2.6). Itis easy to check that F(1/2,1/2,r) =
0 has two real roots as follows

r1 &~ —1.35474 and rp ~ 0.177348.

Therefore if f € §7(1/2,1/2), then f is convex univalent in the disk |z| < r2. Also
if f e §7(0,0), then f is convex univalent in the disk |z| < r3 where r3 ~ 0.55496,
because F (0, 0, r) has three real roots

r3 ~ 0.55496, ry4 ~ —0.80194 and rs =~ 2.2470.

3 On coefficients of f € S, (p, q)

Following, we shall estimate the initial coefficients and Fekete—Szego problem for the
function f of the form (1.1) belonging to the class S;'(p, ¢). The following lemmas
will be useful.

Lemma 3.1 (Nehari [24, p. 172]) Let w be a Schwarz function of the form
oo
w(z) = chz" (z € A). 3.1)
n=1

Then
lei] <1 and |eal <1 —lc1> (0 =2,3,...).

Lemma 3.2 (Prokhorov and Szynal [29]) If w is a Schwarz function of the form (3.1),
then for any complex numbers p and t the following sharp estimate holds:

3 + perea + e} < Hp, 1),
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where
1 for (p,7) € Q1 UQ
1 for (p. 1) € Usgs Quc
L \2
201+ 1) (578t ) for (p,) € 25 U S
H(p,7) = (3.2)
1
N
s(5=) for (p.7) € Q10U Q1 \ (22,1}

1
el =1 (57855)” forto, ) € Q2.

The extremal functions, up to rotations, are of the form

[(1 —Mey + rerlz — €162z
I =[(1—=2Me + rer]z

wi@) =22, wi@) =z wi) =w)=

2(t1 — 2) 2(th +2)
w(z) = wi(z) = g w(z) = w2(z) = 157
—ify —ify
leil =le2l =1, e1=1t9—e 2 (@aFb), e2=—e 2 (iatbh),

0 0 b+
a:tocos—o, b:,/l—tgsinz—o, A= a’
2 2 2b
1
t_<2r<p2+2)—3p2)2 t_( ol +1 )5
T Be-Der-4n) " T Blpl+1+0))
1
< ol —1 ) o p[r<p2+8)—2<p2+2>}
Hh=—--—— , COS— = —
3(pl—1—1) 2t(p% +2) —3p?

22
The sets Qj, i = 1,2, ..., 12 are defined as follows:

1
91={(p,r):l;0|§§,|r|51},

4
Q=1(p,7): SIPIS2,ﬁ(|,0|+1)3—(|/)|+1)Srfl},

S_l}v

2
) <—= 1 )
TS 3(|,0|-i- )}

Qs ={(p.0):lpl =2, 7 =1},

R —

Q

Q3=1(p, 1) |pl =

’

| = N =

Q4 =130, 7)1 |pl =

1
Q6 = (p,r):ZSIpI54,rzﬁ(p2+8)},
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2
Qr=1(, 1) lpl =4 1= g(lpl—l)},

1 2 4

Qg =1(p,7): = <|p| =2, —g(lpl +1)<t< ﬁ(lpl + 1) = (lpl + 1)},
2pl(lpl + 1) }
p?+2lpl+4 )"

2
Qo = (p,r):IpIEZ,—g(Ile)frf
2 1 1
’ 2I/>I(|p|+ ) STS—(p2+8)},
p*+2lp| +4 12

2|pl(lpl + 1) 2lpl(Ipl = 1)
Qi =100, 1) : |p| =4, 2|:0| ol <r< 2|,0| [p] }’
p+2pl+4 p? —2|p| + 4

2lplpl =D _ %um—l)}
P -2pl+47 73 '

Qo= D:2=|pl=4

Qu=1p,7):lp| >4

Lemma 3.3 (Keogh and Merkes [15]) Let w be a Schwarz function of the form (3.1).
Then for any complex number |1 we have

2
lc2 — pet| < max{l, |ul}.

The result is sharp for the functions w(z) = z% or w(z) = z.

Theorem 3.1 Let f of the form (1.1) belong to the class S;(p,q) where (p,q) €
[—1, 1] x [—1, 1]. Then the following inequalities for the coefficients of f hold

lazl < 1, (3-3)

T +1pl+lgh. p #q:
las| < (3.4)
fa+2ph, p=gq

and
1
las| < §H(p,r) (3.5)
with
3 ) , 3 1
p=2(p+q)+§, T=p +pg+tgq +§(p+q)+§,

where H(p, T) is of the form as in Lemma 3.2. Further

1
las — a3l < 5 max {1,121 = (p +q + DI}

All inequalities are sharp.
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Proof Let f € S} (p,q). Then by Definition 1.1 and subordination principle, there
exists a Schwarz function w of the form (3.1) with |w(z)| < 1 such that

'@
f@)

where k,, , is defined in (1.2). Furthermore, since f has the form (1.1), it is easy to
see that

2f'(2)
f@

1 =kpqw() (zeA),

—1=ayz+ (2a3 — ag) 2+ <3a4 —3arasz + a%) 2
+ (4a5 242 — daray + a2 (4a3 - ag)) I (3.6)
Also, using (1.2) and (3.1), we get

kpgw(z) =ciz+ (cz + lec%) 2+ <C3 + 2c100200 + ngc%) 2

+ <C4 + s [2616‘3 + C%:I + 3C%C2913) Z4 + -, 3.7
where
p+q,p#q:
Ay = (3.8)
2p, p=¢q
and

P +pg+q* p#q;
Ay = (3.9)

3p2, p=gq,

are defined in (1.2). Comparing (3.6) and (3.7), gives us

ay) = C1 (3.10)
1
a = (C2+(212+ 1)c%) 3.11)
a2+ ) e g (22 42 + (3.12)
as = 3 3+t cy 23 ciex +¢3 .

The inequality |az| < 1 follows directly from Lemma 3.1 and (3.10) with sharpness
for the function f), ; given by (1.5). From Lemma 3.1 we have

&+ @ + el | = leal + (201 + Dier? = 1= o1 + Rller P + lei? < 1+ (261,

Therefore using (3.11) and the last estimate give that |a3| < % (1 4+ ]243]). Now by
(3.8) and since (p, q) € [—1, 1] x [—1, 1], we get the desired inequality (3.4).
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Now we shall find the estimation of the fourth coefficient. For this we first use (3.8)
and (3.9) in (3.12) to obtain

1 3 3 1
as =3 [03+ (2(p+q)+§>cwz+ <p2+pq+q2+§(p+q)+§>0f]
By setting
3 2 , 3 1
p=2p+e+s5. t=ptpitq+5p+9+3
and by applying Lemma 3.2, we can write

1
|a4| = EH(pa T)v

where the function H is defined in (3.2). Thus the result is established.
Now let 1 be a complex number. From (3.10) and (3.11) we get

1
as —u,a% =3 [cz —Qu—2A — l)c%].
Therefore using Lemma 3.3 we obtain

1 1
lay — pad| = 3 |e2 = @ =2 = )| = 3 max (1, 12— 2 — 1)

—_—

:zmax{l,IZM—(p-l-q-l-l)H-

It easy to see that equalities in (3.3)—(3.4) occur for the function f), ;, defined by (1.5).
Sharpness the third inequality (3.5) also follows as an application of Lemma 3.2. This
completes the proof. O

At the end of this paper we discuss the logarithmic coefficients y;, := y,,(f) of the
functions f belonging to the class S}’ (p, ¢). We recall that the logarithmic coefficients
yn of f € S are defined with the following series expansion:

og [ L9 = Y om et e G.13)
n=1

The logarithmic coefficients have an important role in Geometric Function Theory.
We remark that Kayumov [14] by use of these coefficients and under an additional
condition solved the Brennan conjecture for conformal mappings or before de Branges
by use of this concept, was able to prove the famous Bieberbach’s conjecture [2]. We
recall that the logarithmic coefficients y, of every function f(z) = z+Y ,-, an" € S
satisfy the inequalities

1
lyil <1, |l < 5(1 +2¢7%) ~ 0.635
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and
00 2
b4
DIl =
n=1

The sharp estimate of |y,| whenn > 3 and f € S is still open.
In the sequel, we derive some inequalities involving the logarithmic coefficients in
the class S (p, q).

Theorem 3.2 [f a function f € A belongs to the class S; (p, q) and y, is the loga-
rithmic coefficient of f, then the following sharp inequality holds

1Upl+1gD), p # q&lp +4q| = 1;

Vil < =, Inl =

N —

pl. p=q&|p|>1/2
and
1
lysl < EH(p, 7)
with
p =22, ©="2U,

where H(p, T) is of the form as in Lemma 3.2, and 21y and A3 are defined in (3.8) and
(3.9), respectively. All inequalities are sharp.

Proof Let the function f € A belong to the class ;' (p, g). Then by definition we

have
'@ f@1Y
f@ _1_Z<log{ Z }> < Kpal@)

where k),  is given by (1.2). Now, by (1.2) and (3.13), the last subordination relation
implies that

o0 o0
2Znynz” <z+ ZQ[,,Z”,
n=1 n=2

where 2, are defined in (1.3). By definition of subordination and (3.1) the last relation
implies that

ZZnynz" =w(z) + Zmnw"(z)

n=1 n=2
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=ciz+ (62 + %c%) 2+ (c3 +2¢1002 + %c?) 24 (3.14)
It follows from (3.14) that
2y1 =c1, 4y =+ et
and
6y3 = c3 4+ 2c1c2% + Ql3c%.

By Lemma 3.1, we obtain 2|y;| = |c1]| < 1 or |y1] < 1/2. Thus the first inequality
holds true. To obtain the second inequality by using Lemma 3.1 and (3.8) we get

4yl = lea + el < leal + 120ller? < 1 — et > + [2a]ler |2
= (W] = Dlc1?+1< (2| — 1)+ 1= A

or
4

This proves the second inequality. To estimate the third inequality it is enough to set
p =22 and T = 23 in Lemma 3.2.

For the sharpness we consider the function f), ;, defined by (1.5). A simple check
gives that

o0
() 1 1 —qz
Z2y,,(fp,q)z" = log { Jra } = log 4
z pP—q 1—-pz

n=1
1 1
=2+ 5P+ 97+ 307+ pg+g))7
1
+ 3P g+ pg’ )
Comparison of the corresponding coefficients and an application of Lemma 3.2 show

the result is sharp, therefore the proof is completed. O

For the next result we need the following theorem. By using this theorem we give the
sharp inequality for sums involving logarithmic coefficients.

Theorem 3.3 Let the function f € A belong to the class S (p, q) and kj 4(z) be
defined by (1.2). Then

< t

log{&} < fz Mdt.
0
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Moreover
Kp.q(2) :=/ kg, (z €A, (3.15)
0

is a convex univalent function.

Proof The proof is similar to the proof of [9, Theorem 2.1], and thus we omit the
details. O

By (1.2), it is easy to see that K, ,(z) has the following series expansion:

o0

2y
Kpq(2) = Z 71" @ =1, (3.16)

n=1
where 2, are defined in (1.3).

Theorem 3.4 Let the f € A belong to the class S (p, q). Then the logarithmic coef-
ficients of f satisfy the following sharp inequality

el e P = d" P p#q.p #0.q #0;
%0 app Li2(lpl). p#0=g;
>l <
n=1 aigr Li2(al?). q#0=p;
1 —
A= p=q7*l

where Liy is the well-known dilogarithm function.
Proof If afunction f € Abelongs to the class S}/ (p, ¢), then by the previous Theorem
3.3 we have
Tkpg(t
log{&} </ L()dz. (3.17)
Z 0 t
Replacing (3.13) and (3.16) into (3.17) we get

Z2m <Z—z" @& = 1). (3.18)

n=1

Applying Rogosinski’s theorem [31], we can obtain

4Z|y |2<Z |2, |
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ﬁ Yot n—12|l7n -q"% p#q:
Sonoy IplPh, pP=4q.

We consider the following cases:
Case 1. Let ¢ = 0 # p. Then we have

oo 1 00 1 1
2 - o 2n — Li 2 2 <1
n§71:|yn| < g n}ﬂjngm opeeP) (el <,

where Lip denotes the dilogarithm function.
Case 2. Let p = 0 # q. In this case we have

2 2 _ Lir(lal2 2y
n§_lj|yn| =S n§_1j gl = gostiaaP) (ol < 1)

Case 3. Let p = g # =£1. Thus we get

ad 1
lynl? < IplP Y =
,; ! Z 41 —1pP)

For the sharpness, it is enough to consider the function

El);q (z) == zexp(Kp,4(2)),

where K, , is defined by (3.15). It is easily seen that fp,q(z) € S,f (p,q) and

- A,
Yu(Kpg(2) = E

Thus the proof is complete. O
Remark 3.1 Since K, ,(z) is convex univalent in A, it follows from (3.18) and

Rogosinski’s theorem that 2|y,| < 1 or |y,| < 1/2. This means that in Theorem
3.2 in the third inequality we have

1
sl = 2H(p,7) =

| =

Therefore H(p, 7) < 3/2 and consequently (p, 7) ¢ 21 U Q2 where p and 7 are as
Theorem 3.2.
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