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ON THE INTEGRAL MEANS SPECTRUM OF UNIVALENT

FUNCTIONS WITH QUASCONFORMAL EXTENSIONS

JIANJUN JIN

Abstract. In this note we show that the integral means spectrum of any uni-
valent function admitting a quasiconformal extension to the extended complex
plane is strictly less than the universal integral means spectrum. This gives
an affirmative answer to a question raised in our recent paper [8].

1. Introduction

Let ∆ = {z : |z| < 1} denote the unit disk in the complex plane C. We denote

the extended complex plane by Ĉ = C ∪ {∞} We denote the class of all univalent
functions f in ∆ by U . Let S be the class of all univalent functions f in ∆ with
f(0) = f ′(0)− 1 = 0 and let Sb be the subclass of S which consists of all bounded
univalent functions.

Let t ∈ R. The integral means spectrum βf (t) for f ∈ U is defined as

βf (t) = lim sup
r→1−

log
∫ 2π

0
|f ′(reiθ)|tdθ

| log(1− r)|
.

The universal integral mean spectrums B(t) and Bb(t) are defined as

B(t) = sup
f∈S

βf (t), Bb(t) = sup
f∈Sb

βf (t).

In the theory of univalent functions, it is an important topic to find out the exact
values of the universal integral mean spectrum B(t) or Bb(t). We recall some main
known results about B(t) and Bb(t).

• It was observed by Makarov in [11] that

B(t) = max{Bb(t), 3t− 1}, t ∈ R.

• For large t, Feng and MacGregor shown in [5] that

B(t) = 3t− 1, t ≥
2

5
.

• Kayumov proved in [9] that

B(t) >
t2

5
, 0 < t ≤

2

5
.

• It is known from [12] that

Bb(t) = t− 1, t ≥ 2.
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• In 1994, Carleson and Makarov obtained in [4] that, there is a constant t∗ < 0
such that

Bb(t) = B(t) = |t| − 1, t ≤ t∗.

Remark 1.1. An open problem is to determine the optimal t∗. It is known that
t∗ ≤ −2. It is conjectured that t∗ = −2, or equivalently, that B(−2) = 1, is usually
referred to as Brennan’s conjecture.

• By the experimental work, Kraetzer has conjectured in [10] that

Bb(t) =

®

t2

4 , if |t| ≤ 2,

|t| − 1, if |t| > 2.

• More results on the integral means spectrum and related topics can be found
in the monograph [6] and recent survey [7] and references cited therein.

Now, we let SQ be the class of all univalent functions f that belong to Sb and

admit a quasiconformal extension to Ĉ. By the fractal approximation principle, see
[11], [3], we know that

Theorem 1.2. For each t ∈ R, we have

Bb(t) = sup
f∈SQ

βf (t).

In views of Theorem 1.2, we see that determining the exact values of Bb(t)
can be thought of as an extremal problem in the class Sq. In a recent work [8],
we introduced and studied the integral means spectrum (IMS) functionals on the
Teichmüller spaces. It was proved in [8] that the IMS functionals on the closure of
the universal Teichmüller space and on the universal asymptotic Teichmüller space
are both continuous. In the last section of the paper [8], inspired by the theory of
holomorphic motions and the potential theory, we raised the following

Question 1.3. Whether βfµ(t) < Bb(t) for all µ ∈ M(∆∗) when t 6= 0?

The definitions of the notations in Question 1.3 will be given below. In this note,
we will give an affirmative answer to this question. We will present the main result
of this paper and its proof in the next section.

2. Main result and its proof

In this section, we shall give the main result of this paper and its proof. We
first introduce some notations and definitions. Let D be a simply connected proper
subdomain of C. We let ρD denote the hyperbolic metric with curvature −4 in D.
Then we have

ρD(w) =
|g′(w)|

1− |g(w)|2
, w ∈ D.

Here g is a univalent function from D to ∆. In particular, ρ∆(z) = (1−|z|2)−1, z ∈
∆. Let f be a locally univalent function in an open domain Ω of C. The Pre-
Schwarzian derivative of f , denoted by Nf , is defined as

Nf (w) =
f ′′(w)

f ′(w)
, w ∈ Ω.

It is well known that, for all f ∈ U ,

|Nf (z)|ρ
−1
∆ (z) = |Nf(z)|(1 − |z|2) ≤ 6.
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.
We say a sense-preserving homeomorphism f , from one open domain Ω in C to

another, is a quasiconformal mapping if it has locally square integral distributional
derivatives and satisfies the Beltrami equation ∂̄f = µf∂f with

‖µf‖∞ = ess sup
z∈Ω

|µf (z)| < 1.

Here the function µf (z) is called the Beltrami coefficient of f and

∂̄f :=
1

2

Å

∂

∂x
+ i

∂

∂y

ã

f, ∂f :=
1

2

Å

∂

∂x
− i

∂

∂y

ã

f.

Let ∆∗ = Ĉ − ∆ be the exterior of ∆. We use M(∆∗) to denote the open unit
ball of the Banach space L∞(∆∗) of essentially bounded measurable functions in

∆∗. For µ ∈ M(∆∗), let fµ be the quasiconformal mapping in Ĉ with complex
dilatation equal to µ in ∆∗, equal to 0 in ∆, normalized fµ ∈ S and fµ(∞) = ∞.

The following theorem is the main result of this paper, which seems surprising.

Theorem 2.1. For µ ∈ M(∆∗), t 6= 0, we have

(2.1) βfµ(t) < Bb(t).

To prove Theorem 2.1, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let µ ∈ M(∆∗). (1) If βfµ(t0) > 0 for some t0 > 0, then βfµ(t) is
strictly increasing on [t0,+∞). (2) If βfµ(t0) > 0 for some t0 < 0, then βfµ(t) is
strictly decreasing on (−∞, t0].

Proof. When t0 > 0, let β := βfµ(t0) > 0. Let ε < β be a positive number, which
will be fixed later. Then we see from the definition of integral means spectrum of
fµ that there is a sequences {rn}

∞
n=1 with rn < 1 and rn → 1 as n → ∞ and such

that
∫ 2π

0

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0dθ >
1

(1 − rn)β−ε
.

We let

An :=

∫ 2π

0

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0dθ, Dn :=
1

(1− rn)β−ε
, n ∈ N,

and define

En := {θ : |f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0 >
Dn

2π
, θ ∈ [0, 2π)},

Fn := {θ : |f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0 ≤
Dn

2π
, θ ∈ [0, 2π)}.

Then it is easy to see that En

⋃
Fn = [0, 2π) and En

⋂
Fn = ∅. We denote

IE =

∫

En

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0dθ, IF =

∫

Fn

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0dθ.
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(I) If IE ≥ 1
2An, then, for ∆t > 0, we have

∫ 2π

0

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0+∆tdθ ≥

∫

En

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0+∆tdθ

≥
(Dn

2π

)∆t
t0

∫

En

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0dθ

≥
1

2

(Dn

2π

)∆t
t0
An

≥
1

2
[2π]−

∆t
t0 [Dn]

1+∆t
t0 := C1(t0,∆t)[Dn]

1+∆t
t0 .

Consequently, we obtain that
∫ 2π

0

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0+∆tdθ ≥
C1(t0,∆t)

(1 − rn)
(β−ε)(1+∆t

t0
)
.(2.2)

(II) If IF ≥ 1
2An, we set

Gn := {θ : |f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0 ≤
1

16

Dn

2π
, θ ∈ [0, 2π)},

Hn := {θ :
1

16

Dn

2π
< |f ′

µ(rne
iθ)|t0 ≤

Dn

2π
, θ ∈ [0, 2π)}.

We easily see that Gn

⋃
Hn = Fn and Gn

⋂
Hn = ∅. Then we have

∫

Hn

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0dθ =

∫

Fn

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0dθ −

∫

Gn

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0dθ

≥
1

2
An − 2π

1

16

Dn

2π
≥

7

16
Dn.

Hence, we have
∫ 2π

0

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0+∆tdθ ≥

∫

Hn

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0+∆tdθ

≥
(Dn

32π

)∆t
t0

∫

Hn

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0dθ

≥
7

16
[32π]

−∆t
t0 [Dn]

1+∆t
t0 := C2(t0,∆t)[Dn]

1+∆t
t0 .

Consequently, we obtain that
∫ 2π

0

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0+∆tdθ ≥
C2(t0,∆t)

(1 − rn)
(β−ε)(1+∆t

t0
)
.(2.3)

Now, for any ∆t > 0, taking

ε =
1

2

β∆t

t0 +∆t
∈ (0, β),

we see that

(β − ε)(1 +
∆t

t0
) = β +

β∆t

2t0
.

Thus, it follows from (2.2) and (2.3) that
∫ 2π

0

|f ′
µ(rne

iθ)|t0+∆tdθ ≥
C2(t0,∆t)

(1− rn)
β+ β∆t

2t0

,
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since C2(t0,∆t) ≤ C1(t0,∆t). This implies that

βfµ(t0 +∆t)) ≥ β +
β∆t

3t0
> βfµ(t0) = β.

This proves the part (1) of the lemma.
When t0 < 0, βfµ(t0) > 0, replacing f ′

µ by 1
f ′

µ
in the above arguments, we can

similarly show that the part (2) also holds. The proof of Lemma 2.2 is finished. �

We next present the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. First, it is easy to see that if βfµ(t) = 0, then (2.1) obviously
holds. We consider the case when t > 0, βfµ(t) > 0. We define a locally univalent
function h on the domain Ω := fµ(∆) by

h(w) =

∫ w

0

[f ′
µ(g(ζ))]

εdζ, w ∈ fµ(∆).

Here g = f−1
µ and ε > 0 is a small number. Then

(2.4) h′ ◦ fµ(z) = [f ′
µ(z)]

ε, z ∈ ∆,

and

(2.5) h′′ ◦ fµ(z) · f
′
µ(z) = ε[f ′

µ(z)]
ε−1f ′′

µ (z), z ∈ ∆.

Consequently, we obtain from (2.4) and (2.5) that

|Nh(w)|ρ
−1
Ω (w) =

∣∣∣h
′′(w)

h′(w)

∣∣∣1− |g(w)|2

|g′(w)|

=
∣∣∣h

′′ ◦ fµ(z)

h′ ◦ fµ(z)

∣∣∣ · |f ′
µ(z)|(1− |z|2)

= ε|Nfµ(z)|ρ
−1
∆ (z) ≤ 6ε.

Hence, from [2] or [1], [13], we see that h is bounded univalent in Ω and admits a

quasiconformal extension (still denoted by h) to Ĉ when ε small enough. Now, we

consider the mapping F(z) = h◦fµ(z), z ∈ Ĉ. Then F is a quasiconformal mapping

from Ĉ to itself and it is bounded conformal in ∆. We let F = F|∆. Then we see

that F is bounded univalent in ∆ and admits a quasiconformal extension to Ĉ and

∫ 2π

0

|F ′(reiθ)|tdθ =

∫ 2π

0

|h′ ◦ fµ(re
iθ)|t|f ′

µ(re
iθ)|tdθ

=

∫ 2π

0

|f ′
µ(re

iθ)|t+tεdθ.

Thus, we see from the part (1) of Lemma 2.2 that βF (t) > βfµ(t), which implies
that βfµ(t) < Bb(t).

We next consider the case when t < 0, βfµ(t) > 0. Repeating the above argu-
ments and by using the part (2) of Lemma 2.2, we can show that βfµ(t) < Bb(t) is
true in this case. The theorem is proved. �

5



3. Remarks

Remark 3.1. For each θ ∈ [0, 2π), let Sθ be the class of all univalent functions f ∈ S

which admit a quasiconformal extension to Ĉ and satisfy that lim
∆∋z→eiθ

f(z) = ∞.

By checking the proof of Theorem 2.1, we can show that

Proposition 3.2. Let t 6= 0. (1) We have βf (t) < Bb(t) for any f ∈ SQ.
(2) For each θ ∈ [0, 2π), we have βf (t) < B(t) for any f ∈ Sθ.

Remark 3.3. Let
T := {φ : φ = Nf (z), f ∈ SQ}.

For any φ belonging to T , the closure of T , there is a unique univalent function
fφ(z) with fφ ∈ S and such that φ(z) = Nfφ(z). From [8, Proposition 5.5], we know
that

Proposition 3.4. For each t ∈ R, the IMS functional I
T
: φ 7→ βfφ(t) is continuous

on T .

If the IMS functional I
T

: φ 7→ βfφ(t) attains a maximum on T , then we can
see that Bb(t) must has an extremal function and the Pre-Schwarzian derivative of
the extremal function for Bb(t) must lie in ∂T . Here we say a function f ∈ S is an
extremal function for Bb(t) if βf (t) = Bb(t). The examples (I) and (II) listed in [8]
tell us that I

T
attains a maximum on ∂T when t ≥ 2 or t ≤ t∗. Hence we guess

that

Conjecture 3.5. For each t ∈ R, the IMS functional I
T

: φ 7→ βfφ(t) attains a

maximum on T .

It is easy to see that this conjecture implies that

Conjecture 3.6. For each t ∈ R, Bb(t) must has an extremal function and the
Pre-Schwarzian derivative of the extremal function for Bb(t) must lie in ∂T .
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