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ON THE ELLIPTIC HARMONIC MAPPINGS AND

SENSE-PRESERVING HARMONIC MAPPINGS

MING-SHENG LIU ∗ AND HAO XU

Abstract. In this paper, we first establish two versions of Landau-Bloch type theorem
for (K,K ′)-elliptic harmonic mappings with a bounded minimum distortion. Next, we
provide several coefficient estimates and a conjecture for (K,K ′)-elliptic harmonic map-
pings. Then, we establish three new versions of Landau-Bloch type theorem for sense-
preserving harmonic mappings. Finally, we establish two sharp versions of Landau-Bloch
type theorem for certain harmonic mappings. These results are sharp in some given cases
and improve the related results of different authors.

1. Introduction and Preliminaries

Suppose that f(z) = u(z) + iv(z) is a twice continuously differentiable function in the
unit disk D = {z ∈ C : |z| < 1}. Then f is a harmonic mapping in D if and only if f

satisfies ∆f = 4fzz̄ = ∂2f
∂x2 + ∂2f

∂y2
= 0 for all z = x + iy ∈ D (cf. [13]), where we use the

common notations for its formal derivatives:

fz =
1

2
(fx − ify) , fz̄ =

1

2
(fx + ify) .

For such function f , we define the maximum and minimum distortions [3] as follows:

Λf = max
06θ62π

∣

∣fz + e−2iθfz̄
∣

∣ = |fz|+ |fz̄| ,

and

λf = min
06θ62π

∣

∣fz + e−2iθfz̄
∣

∣ = ‖fz| − |fz̄||.

Since D is simply connected, f(z) can be written as f = h + ḡ with f(0) = h(0), g(z)
and h(z) are analytic in D (cf. [13]). Thus the Jacobian of f is given by

Jf = |fz|2 − |fz|2 = |h′|2 − |g′|2 .
Notice that |Jf | = λf ·Λf . It is known [18] that a harmonic mapping is locally univalent

if and only if Jf 6= 0. A harmonic mappings f is said to be sense-preserving if Jf > 0.
Therefore, a sense-preserving harmonic mapping f is said to be K-quasiregular harmonic
(K ≥ 1) on D if Λf(z) ≤ Kλf (z) for all z ∈ D. There is currently great interest in
harmonic mappings due to their relevance for fluid flows (please refer to the discussion in
[1, 10]).
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Definition 1.1. ([24]) Let Ω ⊂ C be a domain. A mapping f : Ω → C is said to be
absolutely continuous on lines, ACL in brief, in a domain Ω if for every closed rectan-
gle R ⊂ Ω with sides parallel to the axes x and y, f is absolutely continuous on almost
every horizontal line and almost every vertical line in R. Such a mapping f has partial
derivatives fx and fy a.e. in Ω. Moreover, we say f ∈ ACL2 if f ∈ ACL and its partial
derivatives are locally L2 integrable in Ω.

Definition 1.2. ([14]) A sense-preserving and continuous mapping f of D onto C is
said to be (K,K ′)-elliptic mapping if

(1) f is ACL2 in D, Jf 6= 0 a.e. in D;

(2) ∃K ≥ 1 and K ′ ≥ 0 such that ‖Df‖2 ≤ KJf +K ′ a.e. in D.

It is easy to see that ‖Df(z)‖ = Λf(z). Thus, a (K, 0)-elliptic mapping becomes K-
quasiregular mapping. For more details on elliptic mappings, please refer to ([8, 9, 14, 23]).

The classical Landau theorem asserts that if f is holomorphic in D such that f ′(0) = 1
and |f(z)| < M for z ∈ D, then f is univalent in the disk Dρ0 = {z ∈ C : |z| < ρ0}, and
f(Dρ0) contains a disk DR0

, where

ρ0 =
1

M +
√
M2 − 1

= M −
√
M2 − 1 and R0 = Mρ20.(1.1)

This result is sharp, with the extremal function

f0(z) = Mz

(

1−Mz

M − z

)

.(1.2)

The Bloch theorem asserts the existence of a positive constant number b such that if
f is an analytic function on the unit disk D with f ′(0) = 1, then f(D) contains a disk of
radius b, that is, a disk of radius b which is the univalent image of some region in D. Such
a disk is called “schlicht disk” for f . The supremum of all such constants b is called the
Bloch constant (see [3, 15]).

In 2000, H.H. Chen et al. [3] obtained two versions of Laudau-type theorems for
bounded harmonic mappings in the unit disk D. However, their results are not sharp.
Dorff and Nowak [11], Grigoryan [12], S.L. Chen et al. [5, 6, 7], Huang et al. [16, 25],
Liu et al. [19, 20, 22] and H.H. Chen et al. [4] improved their results respectively. In
particular, the following sharp version of Landau-type theorem for harmonic mappings
with bounded maximum distortion was obtained in [16, 20, 22].

Theorem A. ([16, 20, 22]) Let f = h + g be a harmonic mapping in the unit disk D

such that f(0) = 0 and λf(0) = 1.

(1) If Λf(z) ≤ 1 for all z ∈ D, then f is univalent in D and f(D) contains a schlicht
disk D, and the result is sharp.

(2) If Λf(z) < Λ for all z ∈ D, then Λ > 1 and f is univalent in the disk Dρ with
ρ = 1

Λ
, and f(Dρ) contains a schlicht disk DR, where

R = Λ+ (Λ3 − Λ) ln
(

1− 1

Λ2

)

.

The result is sharp.
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The sharp form of Landau-type theorem for harmonic mappings with f(0) = 0, λf(0) =
1 and |f(z)| ≤ 1 in the unit disk was also obtained in [19]. In 2020, Liu et al. proved
the sharp result of Landau-Bloch type theorem for strongly-bounded harmonic mappings
when M > 1 in [21], and obtained several new sharp versions of Landau-Bloch type
theorems of harmonic mappings. We recall one of these results as follows.

Theorem B. ([21, Theorem 3.5]) Suppose that M > 1. Let f(z) be a harmonic
mapping in the unit disk D with f(0) = λf(0)− 1 = 0, and

f(z) =
∞
∑

n=1

anz
n +

∞
∑

n=1

bnzn

satisfying the following inequality

∞
∑

n=2

n(|an|+ |bn|)rn−1 ≤ (M2 − 1)(2Mr − r2)

(M − r)2
, 0 ≤ r ≤ ρ0 = M −

√
M2 − 1.

Then f(z) is univalent in the disk Dρ0 and f(Dρ0) contains a schlicht disk DR0
, where

R0 = Mρ20. This result is sharp, with f0(z) = Mz 1−Mz
M−z

being an extremal mapping.
Recently, Allu and Kumar [2] established two new versions of Laudau-Bloch type the-

orem for (K,K
′

)-elliptic harmonic mappings and K-quasiregular mappings as follows.
Theorem C. ([2, Theorem 2.5]) Let f = h+g be a (K,K

′

)-elliptic harmonic mapping
in D such that f(0) = 0, λf(0) = 1 and λf(z) ≤ Λ for z ∈ D. Then f is univalent in the
disk Dρ1 and f(Dρ1) contains a schlicht disk DR1

, where

ρ1 =
1

1 +KΛ +
√
K ′

, R1 = 1 + (KΛ +
√
K ′) ln

(

1− 1

1 +KΛ +
√
K ′

)

.

Theorem D. ([2, Theorem 2.7]) Let f = h+g be a K-quasiregular mapping in D such
that f(0) = 0, Jf(0) = 1 and λf(z) ≤ Λ for z ∈ D. Then f is univalent in the disk Dρ2

and f(Dρ2) contains a schlicht disk DR2
, where

ρ2 =
1

1 +K3/2Λ
, R2 =

1√
K

+KΛ ln
(

1− 1

1 +K3/2Λ

)

.

However, Theorems C and D are not sharp. It is then natural to raise the following
problems:

Problem 1. Can we improve the results in Theorems C and D? Can we establish several
sharp results?

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present statements of our theorems
which improve Theorems C and D, and several new versions of Landau-Bloch type theorem
and coefficient estimates for sense-preserving harmonic mappings and normalized (K,K

′

)-
elliptic harmonic mappings, K-quasiregular mappings are also provided. In particular,
these results are sharp in some given cases. In Section 3, we state a couple of lemmas
which are needed for the proofs of our main results. In Section 4, we present the proofs of
the main results. In particular, Theorem 1, Corollary 2, Theorems 5, 6, 8 and 9 provide
an affirmative answer to Problem 1.
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2. Statement of Main Results

We first improve Theorems C and D as follows:

Theorem 1. Let f = h + g be a (K,K
′

)-elliptic harmonic mapping defined in the unit
disk D such that f(0) = 0, λf(0) = 1 and λf (z) < Λ for all z ∈ D. Then Λ > 1, f is
univalent in the disk Dr1 with

r1 =
2

KΛ +
√
K2Λ2 + 4K ′

≥ 1

KΛ +
√
K ′

> ρ1,

and f(Dr1) contains a schlicht disk with radius

σ1 =
1

r1
+
( 1

r31
− 1

r1

)

ln
(

1− r21

)

> R1.

When K = 1, K ′ = 0, the radii r1 =
1
Λ
and σ1 = Λ + (Λ3 − Λ) ln

(

1− 1
Λ2

)

are sharp.

Remark 1. We remark that Theorem 1 improves Theorem C. In order to be more explicit,
we compute the approximate values obtained from Theorem 1 and the corresponding
values obtained from Theorem C for various choices of K, K ′ and Λ. From Table 1, we
can see that, for the same K, K ′ and Λ, r1 > ρ1, σ1 > R1.

Table 1. Values of r1, ρ1; σ1, R1 in Theorem 1, Theorem C

(K, K ′, Λ) (1.0,1.1,1.2) (1.2,1.3,1.4) (1.4,1.5,1.6) (1.6,1.7,1.8) (1.8,1.9,2.0) (2.0,2.1,2.2)
r1 0.5530 0.4432 0.3598 0.2956 0.2459 0.2069
ρ1 0.3078 0.2618 0.2240 0.1929 0.1673 0.1460
σ1 0.3100 0.2377 0.1882 0.1523 0.1255 0.1049
R1 0.1727 0.1441 0.1214 0.1003 0.0887 0.0768

Setting K ′ = 0 in Theorem 1, we get the following improved version of [2, Corollary
2.6].

Corollary 1. Let f = h+ g be a K-quasiregular mapping defined in the unit disk D such
that f(0) = 0, λf(0) = 1 and λf (z) < Λ for all z ∈ D. Then f is univalent in Dr2 and
f(Dr2) contains a schlicht disk Dσ2

, where

r2 = r2(K,Λ) =
1

KΛ
, σ2 = KΛ + (K3Λ3 −KΛ) ln

(

1− 1

K2Λ2

)

.

When K = 1, the result is sharp with an extremal function being f1(z) = Λ
∫ z

0
Λz−1
Λ−z

dz.

Theorem 2. Let f = h + g be a (K,K
′

)-elliptic harmonic mapping in D such that
f(0) = 0, Jf(0) = 1 and λf(z) < Λ for all z ∈ D. Then Λ > 1√

K+K ′
, f is univalent in the

disk Dr3 and f(Dr3) contains a schlicht disk Dσ3
, where

r3 = r3(K,K ′,Λ) =
2√

K +K ′ (KΛ +
√
K2Λ2 + 4K ′)

,

σ3 =
1√

K +K ′

{

1

r3
+
( 1

r33
− 1

r3

)

ln
(

1− r23

)

}

.
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When K = 1, K ′ = 0, the radii r3 =
1
Λ
and σ3 = Λ + (Λ3 − Λ) ln

(

1− 1
Λ2

)

are sharp.

Setting K ′ = 0 in Theorem 2, we get the following result, which improves Theorem D.

Corollary 2. Let f = h + g be a K-quasiregular mapping defined on unit disk D such
that f(0) = 0, Jf(0) = 1 and λf(z) < Λ for all z ∈ D. Then Λ > 1√

K
, f is univalent in

the disk Dr′
3
and f(Dr′

3
) contains a schlicht disk Dσ′

3
, where

r′3 =
1

K3/2Λ
> ρ2, σ′

3 = KΛ + (K4Λ3 −KΛ) ln
(

1− 1

K3Λ2

)

> R2.

When K = 1, the radii r′3 = 1
Λ

and σ′
3 = Λ + (Λ3 − Λ) ln

(

1 − 1
Λ2

)

are sharp with an

extremal function being f1(z) = Λ
∫ z

0
Λz−1
Λ−z

dz.

Remark 2. From Table 2, we can see that, for the same K and Λ, r′3 > ρ2, σ
′
3 > R2.

Table 2. Values of r′3, ρ3; σ
′
3, R3 in Corollary 2, Theorem D

(K, Λ) (1.0, 1.2) (1.2, 1.4) (1.4, 1.6) (1.6, 1.8) (1.8, 2.0) (2.0, 2.2) (2.2, 2.4)
r′3 0.8333 0.5434 0.3773 0.2745 0.2070 0.1607 0.1277
ρ2 0.4545 0.3521 0.2739 0.2154 0.1715 0.1385 0.1132
σ′
3 0.5740 0.2768 0.1676 0.1113 0.0783 0.0573 0.0433

R2 0.2726 0.1838 0.1281 0.0920 0.0679 0.0514 0.0397

Next, we provide several results and a conjecture of coefficient estimates for normalized
(K,K

′

)-elliptic harmonic mappings.

Theorem 3. Let f = h + g be a (K,K
′

)-elliptic harmonic mapping in D such that
f(0) = 0, Jf(0) = 1 and λf(z) ≤ Λ for all z ∈ D, and

h(z) =
∞
∑

n=1

anz
n, g(z) =

∞
∑

n=1

bnz
n.(2.1)

Then, we have that

1√
K +K ′ ≤ |a1|+ |b1| ≤

√
K +K ′,

and

|an|+ |bn| ≤
(K +K ′)(KΛ +

√
K2Λ2 + 4K ′)2 − 4

2n(K +K ′)(KΛ +
√
K2Λ2 + 4K ′)

, n = 2, 3, . . . .

When K = 1, K ′ = 0, the above estimates are sharp for all n = 2, 3, . . ., with the extremal
functions

fn(z) = Λ2z −
∫ z

0

Λ3 − Λ

Λ + zn−1
dz.(2.2)

Applying a similar method as for that used in Theorem 3, we have the following result.
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Corollary 3. Let f = h + g be a (K,K
′

)-elliptic harmonic mapping in D such that
f(0) = 0, λf(0) = 1 and λf(z) ≤ Λ for all z ∈ D, and let h, g be given by (2.1). Then, we
have that

1 ≤ |a1|+ |b1| ≤
K +

√
K2 + 4K ′

2
,

and

|an|+ |bn| ≤
(KΛ +

√
K2Λ2 + 4K ′)2 − 4

2n(KΛ +
√
K2Λ2 + 4K ′)

, n = 2, 3, . . . .

When K = 1, K ′ = 0, the above estimates are sharp for all n = 2, 3, . . ., with the extremal
functions given by (2.2).

Setting K ′ = 0 in Theorem 3, we get the following result.

Corollary 4. Let f = h+g be a K-quasiregular mapping in D such that f(0) = 0, Jf(0) =
1 and λf(z) ≤ Λ for all z ∈ D, and let h, g be given by (2.1). Then

1√
K

≤ |a1|+ |b1| ≤
√
K, |an|+ |bn| ≤

K3Λ2 − 1

nΛK2
, n = 2, 3, . . . .

When K = 1, the above estimates are sharp for all n = 2, 3, . . ., with the extremal functions
given by (2.2).

Setting K ′ = 0 in Corollary 3, we get the following result.

Corollary 5. Let f = h+g be a K-quasiregular mapping in D such that f(0) = 0, λf(0) =
1 and λf(z) ≤ Λ for all z ∈ D, and let h, g be given by (2.1). Then,

1 ≤ |a1|+ |b1| ≤ K, |an|+ |bn| ≤
K2Λ2 − 1

nΛK
, n = 2, 3, . . . .

When K = 1, the above estimates are sharp for all n = 2, 3, . . ., with the extremal functions
fn(z) given by (2.2).

Note that
K2Λ2 − 1

nΛK
= K

Λ2 − 1
K2

nΛ
,

we propose the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1. Let F = h + g be a K-quasiregular mapping in unit disk D such that
F (0) = 0, λF (0) = 1 and λF (z) ≤ Λ for all z ∈ D, and let h, g be given by (2.1). Then,

|an|+ |bn| ≤ K
Λ2 − 1

nΛ
, n = 2, 3, . . . ,

and the above estimates are sharp for all n = 2, 3 . . ., with the extremal functions:

Fn(z) =
K + 1

2

(

Λ2z −
∫ z

0

Λ3 − Λ

Λ + zn−1
dz

)

+
K − 1

2

(

Λ2z −
∫ z

0

Λ3 − Λ

Λ+ zn−1
dz

)

.

Now, we establish three versions of Landau-Bloch type theorem for sense-preserving
harmonic mappings and a new version of Landau-Bloch type theorem for K-quasiregular
mapping as follows:
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Theorem 4. Let f = h + g be a sense-preserving harmonic mapping in the unit disk D

such that f(0) = 0, h′(0)− 1 = g′(0) = 0 and λf(z) ≤ λ for all z ∈ D. Then λ ≥ 1, f is
univalent in the disk Dr4 with r4 = r4(λ) =

1
2(
√
2+1)λ

, and f(Dr4) contains a schlicht disk

with radius

σ4 =
(
√
2 + 1)λ

2

{

1 +
(

(
√
2 + 1)2λ2 − 1

)

ln
(

1− (
√
2− 1)2

λ2

)

}

.

Theorem 5. Suppose that M > 1. Let f = h+g be a sense-preserving harmonic mapping
in the unit disk D such that f(0) = fz(0)− 1 = fz(0) = 0 and |h(z)| ≤ M for all z ∈ D.
Then f(z) is univalent in Dρ0 with ρ0 = 1

M+
√
M2−1

. The radius ρ0 is sharp with the

extremal function f0(z) = Mz 1−Mz
M−z

.

Theorem 6. Suppose that Λ > 1. Let f = h+g be a sense-preserving harmonic mapping
in the unit disk D such that f(0) = fz(0)− 1 = fz(0) = 0 and |h′(z)| < Λ for all z ∈ D.
Then f(z) is univalent in Dr6 with r6 = 1

Λ
. The radius r6 is sharp with the extremal

function f1(z) =
∫ z

0
Λ1−Λz

Λ−z
dz.

Theorem 7. Let f = h+ g be a K-quasiregular mapping defined on unit disk D such that
f(0) = 0, λf(0) = 1 and |h(z)| ≤ M for all z ∈ D. Then f is univalent in the disk Dr7

and f(Dr7) contains a schlicht disk DR7
, where

r7 =
K + 1

8KM
, σ7 =

2KM

K + 1

{

1 +
(( 4KM

K + 1

)2

− 1
)

ln

(

1− (K + 1)2

16K2M2

)}

.

Finally, we establish two sharp versions of Landau-Bloch type theorems for certain
harmonic mappings.

Theorem 8. Suppose that M > 1. Let f = h+ g be a harmonic mapping in the unit disk
D such that f(0) = 0, λf (0) = 1, and let h(z), g(z) satisfy

h(z) =

∞
∑

n=1

anz
n, g(z) =

∞
∑

n=1

bnz
n, z ∈ D,

and for |z| < ρ0 =
1

M+
√
M2−1

, we have

|h′(z)− h′(0)|+ |g′(z)− g′(0)| ≤ (M2 − 1)(2M |z| − |z|2)
(M − |z|)2 .

Then f(z) is univalent in Dρ0 and f(Dρ0) contains a schlicht disk DR0
, where R0 = Mρ20.

This result is sharp, with an extremal function being f0(z) = Mz 1−Mz
M−z

.

Remark 3. Theorem 8 improves Theorem B, since for |z| = r < 1, we have

|h′(z)− h′(0)|+ |g′(z)− g′(0)| ≤
∞
∑

n=2

n(|an|+ |bn|)rn−1.

Theorem 9. Let f(z) = h(z)+ g(z) be a harmonic mapping in D with h(z) g(z) given by
(2.1), such that f(0) = 0, λf(0) = 1 and |zfz(z)+ zfz(z)| < Λ for all z ∈ D, and anbn = 0
for n = 2, 3, . . .. Then Λ ≥ 1 and f(z) is univalent in Dr9, and f(Dr9) contains a schlicht
disk Dσ9

, where r9 = 1
Λ
, σ9 = Λ −

√
Λ2 − 1. The radius r9 is sharp, with the extremal

functions f1(z) = Λ
∫ z

0
1−Λz
Λ−z

dz. Moreover, when Λ = 1, σ9 = 1 is also sharp.
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3. Key lemmas

In order to establish our main results, we need the following lemmas.
Lemma E. (see, for example, p.35 in [15]) Let f(z) = a0 + a1z + . . . + anz

n + . . . be
analytic in D and let |f(z)| ≤ 1 for all z ∈ D. Then |an| ≤ 1− |a0|2 for n = 1, 2, . . ..

Lemma F. ([21, Lemma 2.2]) Suppose that ρ > 0, σ > 0, h(z) and g(z) are holo-
morphic in D with h(0) = g(0) = 0. Then, for every complex number λ with |λ| = 1,
fλ(z) = h(z) + λg(z) is univalent in Dρ and fλ(Dρ) ⊇ Dσ if and only if for every complex

number λ with |λ| = 1, Fλ(z) = h(z) + λg(z) is univalent on Dρ and Fλ(Dρ) ⊇ Dσ.
Lemma G. (see, for example, p.297 in [17]) If 0 < x < 1. Then ln x > 1

2
(x− 1

x
).

Next, we establish a new lemma, which play a key role in the proof of our main results.
Lemma H. Suppose that x ≥ 1. Then 1 + x ln x

1+x
< 1

2(x+0.5)
.

Proof: Let f(x) = 1 + x ln x
1+x

− 1
2x+1

. Then, a direct computation yields

f ′(x) = ln
x

1 + x
+

1

1 + x
+

1

2(x+ 0.5)2
,

f ′(1) = 1
2
+ 2

9
− ln 2 > 0 and

lim
x→+∞

f ′(x) = 0.

Also, for x ≥ 1, we have

f ′′(x) =
1

x(1 + x)
− 1

(1 + x)2
− 1

(x+ 0.5)3
=

1

x(1 + x)2
− 1

(x+ 0.5)3

= −
1
2
x2 + 1

8
(2x− 1)

x(1 + x)2(x+ 0.5)3
< 0,

showing that f ′(x) is strictly decreasing on [1,∞), and thus, we have that f ′(x) > 0
in [1,∞). This implies that f(x) is strictly increasing in [1,∞). We note that f(1) =
1− ln 2− 1

3
< 0 and

lim
x→+∞

f(x) = 0,

and therefore, we obtain that f(x) < 0 in [1,∞), and the proof is complete. �

4. Proofs of the main results

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1. Since f = h+ g is a (K,K
′

)-elliptic harmonic mapping and
λf(z) < Λ for all z ∈ D, we have that Λ > λf(0) = 1, and for each z ∈ D,

Λ2
f(z) ≤ KJf (z) +K ′ ≤ KΛf(z)λf (z) +K ′ < KΛΛf(z) +K ′,

that is,

Λ2
f(z)−KΛΛf(z)−K ′ < 0.

Hence, for z ∈ D, we have that

Λf(z) <
KΛ +

√
K2Λ2 + 4K ′

2
.(4.1)
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Note that f = h + g is a harmonic mapping in D with f(0) = 0, λf(0) = 1, it follows
from Theorem A that f(z) is univalent in the disk Dr1 with

r1 =
2

KΛ +
√
K2Λ2 + 4K ′

≥ 1

KΛ +
√
K ′

> ρ1,

and f(Dr1) contains a schlicht disk with radius

σ1 =
1

r1
+
( 1

r31
− 1

r1

)

ln
(

1− r21

)

.

When K = 1, K ′ = 0, we have that Λ(z) = λ(z) < Λ for z ∈ D, it follows from

Theorem A that the radii r1 =
1
Λ
and σ1 = Λ + (Λ3 − Λ) ln

(

1− 1
Λ2

)

are sharp.

Finally, we verify that σ1 > R1. In fact, it follows from Lemmas G and H that

σ1 ≥ KΛ +
√
K ′ +

(

(KΛ +
√
K ′)3 −KΛ−

√
K ′

)

ln
(

1− 1

(KΛ +
√
K ′)2

)

> KΛ +
√
K ′ +

(

(KΛ +
√
K ′)3 −KΛ−

√
K ′

)

·

·1
2

((KΛ +
√
K ′)2 − 1

(KΛ +
√
K ′)2

− (KΛ +
√
K ′)2

(KΛ +
√
K ′)2 − 1

)

=
1

2(KΛ +
√
K ′)

>
1

2(KΛ +
√
K ′ + 0.5)

> 1 + (KΛ +
√
K ′) ln

(

1− 1

1 +KΛ +
√
K ′

)

= R1. �

4.2. Proof of Theorem 2. Since f = h + g is a (K,K
′

)-elliptic harmonic mapping,
Jf(0) = 1 and λf(z) < Λ for all z ∈ D, we have that Λ > λf(0), and

Λ2
f(0) ≤ KJf (0) +K ′ = K +K ′,

that is,
Λf(0) ≤

√
K +K ′.

Hence,

Λ > λf(0) =
Jf(0)

Λf(0)
≥ 1√

K +K ′ .(4.2)

Let F (z) = f(z)
λf (0)

, then F (z) is a harmonic mapping in D, λF (0) = 1, and by (4.1), we

have

ΛF (z) =
Λf(z)

λf(0)
≤

√
K +K ′ · KΛ +

√
K2Λ2 + 4K ′

2

for z ∈ D. So, it follows from Theorem A that F (z) is univalent in the disk Dr3 with

r3 =
2√

K +K ′ (KΛ +
√
K2Λ2 + 4K ′)

,

and F (Dr3) contains a schlicht disk with radius

σ′′
3 =

1

r3
+
( 1

r33
− 1

r3

)

ln
(

1− r23

)

.
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Note that

λf(0)σ
′′
3 ≥ 1√

K +K ′

{

1

r3
+
( 1

r33
− 1

r3

)

ln
(

1− r23

)

}

= σ3.

Hence, f(z) is univalent in the disk Dr3 and f(Dr3) contains a schlicht disk Dσ3
.

When K = 1, K ′ = 0, we have that Λ(z) = λ(z) < Λ for z ∈ D, it follows from

Theorem A that the radii r3 =
1
Λ
and σ3 = Λ + (Λ3 − Λ) ln

(

1− 1
Λ2

)

are sharp. �

4.3. Proof of Corollary 2. By Theorem 2, we only need to verify that σ′
3 > R3. In fact,

it follows from Lemmas G and H that

σ′
3 > KΛ + (K4Λ3 −KΛ) · 1

2

(K3Λ2 − 1

K3Λ2
− K3Λ2

K3Λ2 − 1

)

=
1

2K2Λ

>
1√
K

· 1

2(K3/2Λ + 0.5)

>
1√
K

(

1 +K3/2Λ ln
(

1− 1

1 +K3/2Λ

)

)

= R3. �

4.4. Proof of Theorem 3. Since f = h + g is a (K,K
′

)-elliptic harmonic mapping,
Jf(0) = 1 and λf(z) < Λ for all z ∈ D, it follows from (4.1) and (4.2) that

||a1| − |b1|| = λf(0) ≥
1√

K +K ′ ,

Λf(z) < Λ1 :=
KΛ +

√
K2Λ2 + 4K ′

2
, z ∈ D.

Hence

1√
K +K ′ ≤ λf(0) ≤ |a1|+ |b1| =

Jf(0)

λf (0)
=

1

λf (0)
≤

√
K +K ′.

Let H(z) = h(z) + eiαg(z), 0 ≤ α ≤ 2π, then H is holomorphic in D and for z ∈ D,

|H ′(z)| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

n=1

n(an + eiαbn)z
n−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Λf(z) < Λ1.

By Lemma E, we have that
∣

∣

∣

n(an + eiαbn)

Λ1

∣

∣

∣
≤ 1−

∣

∣

∣

a1 + eiαb1
Λ1

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ 1−
∣

∣

∣

|a1| − |b1|
Λ1

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ 1−
∣

∣

∣

1√
K +K ′Λ1

∣

∣

∣

2

.

Then, it follows from the arbitrary of α that

|an|+ |bn| ≤
(K +K ′)Λ2

1 − 1

n(K +K ′)Λ1
=

(K +K ′)(KΛ +
√
K2Λ2 + 4K ′)2 − 4

2n(K +K ′)(KΛ+
√
K2Λ2 + 4K ′)

, n = 2, 3, . . . .

When K = 1, K ′ = 0, the above estimates are sharp for all n = 2, 3, . . ., with the
extremal functions

fn(z) = Λ2z −
∫ z

0

Λ3 − Λ

Λ + zn−1
dz = z +

Λ2 − 1

nΛ
zn +

∞
∑

k=2

(−1)k+1(Λ2 − 1)

(kn− k + 1)Λk
zkn−k+1. �
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4.5. Proof of Theorem 4. Since f = h + g is a sense-preserving harmonic mapping
defined on unit disk D such that f(0) = 0, h′(0) − 1 = g′(0) = 0, we have that |h′(z)| >
|g′(z)| for z ∈ D, this implies that w(z) = g′(z)

h′(z)
is holomorphic in D, w(0) = 0 and

|w(z)| < 1 for z ∈ D.
By Schwarz’s lemma, we have that |w(z)| ≤ |z|, i.e., |g′(z)| ≤ |z||h′(z)|.
Since λf (z) = |h′(z)| − |g′(z)| ≤ λ, we have that

|h′(z)| ≤ λ

1− |z| and |g′(z)| ≤ λ|z|
1− |z| for z ∈ D.

So,

Λf(z) = |h′(z)|+ |g′(z)| ≤ λ(1 + |z|)
1− |z| .

Let P (z) = (
√
2+1)f( z√

2+1
), z ∈ D, a simple computation yields that λP (0) = λf(0) =

1, and

ΛP (z) = Λf (
z

(
√
2 + 1)

) ≤ λ(1 + |z/(
√
2 + 1)|)

1− |z/(
√
2 + 1)|

≤ (
√
2 + 1)λ.

Therefore, by Theorem A, we obtain that P (z) is univalent in the disk Dr′
4
and F (Dr′

4
)

contains a schlicht disk Dσ′

4
, where

r′4 =
1

(
√
2 + 1)λ

, σ′
4 = (

√
2 + 1)λ+

(

(
√
2 + 1)3λ3 − (

√
2 + 1)λ

)

ln
(

1− 1

(
√
2 + 1)2λ2

)

.

Hence, f is univalent in Dr4 and f(Dr4) contains a schlicht disk Dσ4
, where

r4 =
r′4
2

=
1

2(
√
2 + 1)λ

,

σ4 =
σ′
4

2
=

(
√
2 + 1)λ

2

{

1 +
(

(
√
2 + 1)2λ2 − 1

)

ln
(

1− (
√
2− 1)2

λ2

)

}

. �

4.6. Proof of Theorem 5. We adopt a similar method as for that used in [4, Theorem
2]. Let F (z) =

∫ z

0
fz(z)dz for z ∈ D, then it follows from fz(z) is holomorphic in D that

F (z) is holomorphic in D. Since f(0) = fz(0)− 1 = fz(0) = 0 and |h(z)| ≤ M for z ∈ D,
we have that

F (0) = 0, F ′(0) = fz(0) = 1, |F (z)| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ z

0

fz(z)dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ z

0

h′(z)dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

= |h(z)| ≤ M.

By the classical Landau theorem, we have that F (z) is univalent in Dρ0 and F (Dρ0)
contains a disk DR0

, where ρ0 is given by (1.1) and R0 = Mρ20.
Since f(z) is a sense-preserving harmonic mapping in D, we have that |fz(z)| > |fz(z)|

for all z ∈ D, this implies that fz(z) 6= 0 for all z ∈ D. Thus, the function fz
fz

is holomorphic

and has its modulus less than 1 on D.
Let ∆ = F (Dρ0), then F (z) is biholomorphic from Dρ0 onto ∆. By applying Schwarz’s

lemma to F (z), it is easy to verify that ∆ ⊂ D, therefore, the composition mapping
g(ζ) = f ◦ F−1(ζ) is a harmonic mapping in ∆ (⊂ D), and

gζ =
fz(z)

F ′(z)
= 1, |gζ| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

fz

fz

∣

∣

∣

∣

< 1
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for ζ = F (z) ∈ ∆. Thus, for any ζ1, ζ2 ∈ ∆ with ζ1 6= ζ2, we have

|g(ζ1)− g(ζ2)| ≥
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

ζ1,ζ2

gζdζ

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

ζ1,ζ2

gζdζ

∣

∣

∣

∣

> 0.

This shows that g is univalent on ∆ and, consequently, f(z) is univalent on Dρ0 .
Finally, we prove the sharpness of ρ0. To this end, we consider the harmonic mapping

f(z) = h(z) = Mz
1 −Mz

M − z
.

Note that f(0) = 0, fz(z) ≡ 0 and for z ∈ D,

|h(z)| = |f(z)| =
∣

∣

∣
Mz

1 −Mz

M − z

∣

∣

∣
< M, f ′(z) = M2 (z −M −

√
M2 − 1)(z − ρ0)

(M − z)2
,

we obtain that fz(0)−1 = fz(0) = 0, |fz(z)| > |fz(z)| ≡ 0 for z ∈ D\{ρ0}, and f ′(ρ0) = 0,
which proves the sharpness of ρ0. �

4.7. Proof of Theorem 6. As in the proof of Theorem 5, the function F (z) :=
∫ z

0
fz(z)dz

is holomorphic in D. Since f(0) = fz(0) − 1 = fz(0) = 0 and |h′(z)| < Λ for z ∈ D, we
have that

F (0) = 0, F ′(0) = fz(0) = 1, |F ′(z)| = |fz(z)| = |h′(z)| < Λ for z ∈ D.

By Theorem A, we obtain that F (z) is univalent in the disk Dr6 with r6 =
1
Λ
.

Note that

|F (z)| =
∣

∣

∣

∫ z

0

h′(t)dt
∣

∣

∣
≤

∫ z

0

|h′(t)||dt| ≤ Λ|z| < Λ for z ∈ D.

By using an analogous proof of Theorem 5 and the extremal function f1(z) = h(z) =
∫ z

0
Λ1−Λz

Λ−z
dz, we may prove that f(z) is univalent on Dr6, and the radius r6 is sharp. �

4.8. Proof of Theorem 7. Since f is a K-quasiregular mapping in D, we have that

|fz|+ |fz| ≤ K(|fz| − |fz|),
that is,

|fz| ≤
K − 1

K + 1
|fz|.

Because h(0) = 0 and |h(z)| < M for z ∈ D, by Cauchy’s estimates theorem, we have

|fz(z)| = |h′(z)| ≤ M

1− |z|
for z ∈ D. Then

Λf(z) = |fz|+ |fz| ≤
2KM

(K + 1)(1− |z|) .

Let P (z) = 2f( z
2
), z ∈ D. Then λP (0) = λf(0) = 1, and

ΛP (z) = Λf(
z

2
) ≤ 2KM

(K + 1)(1− |z/2|) ≤ 4KM

K + 1
.
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Therefore, by Theorem A, we obtain that P (z) is univalent in the disk Dr′
7
and F (Dr′

7
)

contains a schlicht disk Dσ′

7
, where

r′7 =
K + 1

4KM
, σ′

7 =
4KM

K + 1
+
(( 4KM

K + 1

)3

− 4KM

K + 1

)

ln

(

1− (K + 1)2

16K2M2

)

.

Hence, f is univalent in Dr7 and f(Dr7) contains a schlicht disk Dσ7
, where

r7 =
r′7
2

=
K + 1

8KM
,

σ7 =
σ′
7

2
=

2KM

K + 1

{

1 +
(( 4KM

K + 1

)2

− 1
)

ln

(

1− (K + 1)2

16K2M2

)}

. �

4.9. Proof of Theorem 8. Since λf(0) = 1, we have that ||a1| − |b1|| = λf(0) = 1.
For every complex number λ with |λ| = 1, let

fλ(z) = h(z) + λg(z) =

∞
∑

n=1

(an + λbn)z
n.

Since |h′(z)− h′(0)|+ |g′(z)− g′(0)| ≤ (M2−1)(2M |z|−|z|2)
(M−|z|)2 for |z| < ρ0, we have

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

n=2

n(an + λbn)z
n−1

∣

∣

∣
≤ |h′(z)− h′(0)|+ |g′(z)− g′(0)|

≤ (M2 − 1)(2M |z| − |z|2)
(M − |z|)2

<
(M2 − 1)(2Mρ0 − ρ20)

(M − ρ0)2

for |z| < ρ0.
We first prove fλ(z) is univalent in Dρ0. To this end, for any z1 6= z2 ∈ Dρ0 , we have

|fλ(z1)− fλ(z2)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

[z1,z2]

∞
∑

n=1

n(an + λbn)z
n−1dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

[z1,z2]

(a1 + λb1)dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

[z1,z2]

∞
∑

n=2

n(an + λbn)z
n−1dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ |z1 − z2|||a1| − |b1|| −
∫

[z1,z2]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

n=2

n(an + λbn)z
n−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

|dz|

> |z1 − z2| −
∫

[z1,z2]

(M2 − 1)(2Mρ0 − ρ20)

(M − ρ0)2
|dz|

≥ |z1 − z2|
(

1− (M2 − 1)(2Mρ0 − ρ20)

(M − ρ0)2

)

= 0.

Thus, we have that fλ(z1) 6= fλ(z2), which proves the univalence of fλ(z) in Dρ0 .
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Next, noticing that f(0) = 0, for any z′ ∈ ∂Dρ0 , we have

|fλ(z′)| = |Σ∞
n=1(an + λbn)z

′n| ≥ λf(0)ρ0 − |Σ∞
n=2(an + λbn)z

′n|

≥ ρ0 −
∫

[0,z′]

|Σ∞
n=2n(an + λbn)z

n−1||dz|

≥ ρ0 −
∫

[0,z′]

(M2 − 1)(2M |z| − |z|2)
(M − |z|)2 |dz|

= ρ0 −
∫ 1

0

(M2 − 1)(2Mtρ0 − t2ρ20)

(M − tρ0)2
d(tρ0)

= ρ0 −
(M2 − 1)ρ20
M − ρ0

= Mρ0
1−Mρ0
M − ρ0

= Mρ20 = R0.

Hence, fλ(Dρ0) contains a schlicht disk DR0
. By Lemma F, we obtain that f(z) is univalent

on Dρ0 and f(Dρ0) contains a schlicht disk DR0
.

Finally, we prove the sharpness of ρ0 and R0. We consider the harmonic mapping
f0(z) = Mz 1−Mz

M−z
. Note that f0(0) = 0, λf0(0) = 1 and

f0(z) = Mz
1 −Mz

M − z
= z −

∞
∑

n=2

M2 − 1

Mn−1
zn, z ∈ D,

direct computation yields
∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

n=2

n
M2 − 1

Mn−1
zn−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∞
∑

n=2

n
M2 − 1

Mn−1
|z|n−1 =

(M2 − 1)(2M |z| − |z|2)
(M − |z|)2 , 0 ≤ r < 1,

thus it follows from the above results that f0(z) is univalent in Dρ0 and f(Dρ0) contains
a schlicht disk DR0

.
Since

f ′
0(z) = M2 (z −M −

√
M2 − 1)(z − ρ0)

(M − z)2
,

we obtain that f ′
0(ρ0) = 0, which proves the sharpness of ρ0.

Noticing that f0(0) = 0, z′ = ρ0 ∈ ∂Dρ0 , we have

|f0(z′)− f0(0)| = |f0(z′)| = Mρ0
1−Mρ0
M − ρ0

= Mρ20 = R0.

Hence, the radius R0 is also sharp. This completes the proof. �

4.10. Proof of Theorem 9. Let z = reiθ, r ∈ [0, 1), θ ∈ [0, 2π), then

f(reiθ) =
∞
∑

n=1

anr
neinθ +

∞
∑

n=1

bnr
ne−inθ.

Since |zfz(z) + zfz(z)| < Λ for all z ∈ D, by Parseval’s identity, we have that

∞
∑

n=1

n2(|an|2 + |bn|2)r2n =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

|reiθfz(reiθ) + reiθfz(re
iθ)|2dθ ≤ Λ2.
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Notice that λf(0) = ||a1| − |b1|| = 1, let r → 1−, we have that Λ ≥ 1, and

∞
∑

n=2

n2(|an|2 + |bn|2) =
∞
∑

n=1

n2(|an|2 + |bn|2)− (|a1|2 + |b1|2) ≤ Λ2 − 1.

Since anbn = 0 for n = 2, 3, . . ., we have that

∞
∑

n=2

n2(|an|+ |bn|)2 =
∞
∑

n=2

n2(|an|2 + |bn|2) ≤ Λ2 − 1.

For any complex number λ with |λ| = 1, let

fλ(z) = h(z) + λg(z) =

∫ z

0

∞
∑

n=1

n(an + λbn)z
n−1dz.

We first prove fλ(z) is univalent in the Dr9 with r9 =
1
Λ
. To this end, for any z1, z2 ∈ Dr

with z1 6= z2 and 0 < r < r9, we have

|fλ(z1)− fλ(z2)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

[z1,z2]

∞
∑

n=1

n(an + λbn)z
n−1dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

[z1,z2]

(a1 + λb1)dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

[z1,z2]

∞
∑

n=2

n(an + λbn)z
n−1dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ |z1 − z2|||a1| − |b1|| −
∫

[z1,z2]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

n=2

n(an + λbn)z
n−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

|dz|

≥ |z1 − z2|
(

1−
∞
∑

n=2

n(|an|+ |bn|)rn−1

)

≥ |z1 − z2|
(

1−

√

√

√

√

∞
∑

n=2

n2(|an|+ |bn|)2
∞
∑

n=2

r2n−2

)

≥ |z1 − z2|
(

1−

√

√

√

√(Λ2 − 1)
∞
∑

n=2

r2n−2

)

= |z1 − z2|
(

1− r
√
Λ2 − 1√
1− r2

)

> 0,

which implies that fλ(z1) 6= fλ(z2), this proves the univalence of fλ(z) in the Dr9.
Next, noticing that fλ(0) = 0, for any z′ ∈ ∂Dr9 , we have

|fλ(z
′

)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

[0,z′]

∞
∑

n=1

n(an + λbn)z
n−1dz

∣

∣

∣

∣
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≥ |z′|||a1| − |b1|| −
∫

[0,z′]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

n=2

n(an + λbn)z
n−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

|dz|

≥ r9 −
∫ r9

0

Σ∞
n=2n(|an|+ |bn|)rn−1dr

≥ r9 −
∫ r9

0

√

√

√

√

∞
∑

n=2

n2(|an|+ |bn|)2
∞
∑

n=2

r2n−2 dr

≥ r9 −
√
Λ2 − 1

∫ r9

0

r√
1− r2

dr

= r9 +
√
Λ2 − 1(

√

1− r29 − 1) = Λ−
√
Λ2 − 1 = σ9.

Hence, fλ(Dr9) contains a schlicht disk Dσ9
. By Lemma F, we have that f(z) is univalent

in Dr9 and f(Dr9) contains a schlicht disk Dσ9
.

Now, we prove the sharpness of r9. We consider the harmonic mapping

f1(z) =

∫ z

0

Λ
1− Λz

Λ− z
dz.

It is easy to verify that f1(z) satisfy all of the hypothesis of Theorem 9. Then it follows
from the above results that the harmonic mapping f1(z) is univalent in Dr9 and f(Dr9)
contains a schlicht disk Dσ9

. By f ′
1(r9) = 0, we get that the radius r9 is sharp.

Finally, when Λ = 1, it is obvious that σ9 = r9 = 1 are sharp with the extremal mapping
f2(z) = z. �

Acknowledgments. This research is supported by Guangdong Natural Science Foun-
dations (Grant No. 2021A1515010058).

Conflict of Interests. The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest, re-
garding the publication of this paper.

Data Availability Statement. The authors declare that this research is purely theo-
retical and does not associate with any data.

References

1. A. Aleman and A. Constantin, Harmonic maps and ideal fluid flows, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 204
(2012), 479–513;

2. V. Allu and R. Kumar, Landau-Bloch type theorem for elliptic and quasiregular harmonic mappings,
J. Math. Anal. Appl. (2024), 128215, doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2024.128215.

3. H.H. Chen, P.M.Gauthier and W. Hengartner, Bloch constants for planar harmonic mappings, Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc., 128, 3231–3240 (2000)

4. H.H. Chen, P.M.Gauthier, The Landau theorem and Bloch theorem for planar harmonic and pluri-
harmonic mappings, Proc Amer Math Soc, 139(2), 583–595 (2011)

5. S. Chen, S. Ponnusamy and A. Rasila, Coefficient estimates, Landau’s theorem and Lipschitz-type
spaces on planar harmonic mappings, J Aust Math Soc, 96(2), 198–215 (2014)

6. S. Chen, S. Ponnusamy and X. Wang, Properties of some classes of planar harmonic and planar
biharmonic mappings, Complex Anal Oper Theory, 2011, 5, 901–916 (2011)



On the elliptic and sense-preserving harmonic mappings 17

7. S. Chen, S. Ponnusamy and X. Wang, Coefficient estimates and Landau-Bloch’s constant for planar
harmonic mappings, Bulletin of the Malaysian Mathematical Sciences Society, Second Series, 34(2),
255–265 (2011)

8. S. Chen and S. Ponnusamy, On certain quasiconformal and elliptic mappings, J. Math. Anal. Appl.,
486, 1–16 (2020)

9. S. Chen, S. Ponnusamy and X. Wang, Remarks on norm estimates of the partial derivabtives for
harmonic mappings and harmonic quasiregular mappings, J. Goem. Anal., 31, 11051–11060 (2021)

10. O. Constantin and M. J. Martin, A harmonic maps approach to fluid flows, Math. Ann., 369 (2017),
1–16.

11. M. Dorff and M. Nowak, Landau’s theorem for planar harmonic mappings, Comput Meth Funct

Theory, 4(1), 151–158 (2000)
12. A. Grigoryan, Landau and Bloch theorems for harmonic mappings, Complex Variable Theory Appl,

51(1): 81–87 (2006)
13. P.L. Duren, Harmonic mapping in the plan, Cambridge University Press, (2004)
14. R. Finn and J. Serrin, On the Holder continuity of quasiconformal and elliptic mappings, Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc. , 89, 1–15 (1958)
15. I. Graham and G. Kohr, Geometric Function Theory in One and Higher Dimensions, Marcel Dekker

Inc, New York., (2003)
16. X.-Z. Huang, Sharp estimate on univalent radius for planar harmonic mappings with bounded Fréchet
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