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Abstract. The paper is devoted to two problems pivotal in the generation theory. The first concerns
verifying whether a normalized holomorphic function is an infinitesimal generator. It is also important
to trace the influence of properties of a generator on the dynamic behavior of the generated semigroup.
Recently, these problems have been studied using the so-called filtrations of generators. In this paper we
study three filtrations. The study of the first began earlier, the second is a new one, while the third consists
of functions studied previously with no connection to complex dynamics. For all filtration classes studied
in the paper, dynamic properties of the corresponding semigroups are established and estimates for the
Fekete—Szego functional are given.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Semigroups of non-linear maps is a natural generalization of semigroups of linear operators.
As for the one-dimensional case, the breakthrough in the theory of semigroups holomorphic
self-mappings of the open unit disk is associated with the work by Berkson and Porta [2]. They
proved that every semigroup is generated and the structure of generators was discovered. Later,
the coherent generation theory in Banach spaces was established starting from the work [21]
by Simeon Reich and the third author. During the last decades, various characterizations of
semigroup generators have been found, see details in the monographs [3, 13, 14, 22] and the
references therein. It is especially interesting to trace the influence of properties of a generator
on the dynamic behavior of the generated semigroup.

Despite of the presence of various criteria for generators, in some specific situations it is
difficult to check whether a given function belongs to the set of all generators. It is even harder
to check special dynamic properties. At the same time, there are some sufficient conditions
providing that a function belongs to a proper subclass of all generators the verification of which
is easier. This idea served a basis for the so-called filtration theory of generators, beginning from
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the work [4]. Some concrete filtrations have been introduced and studied in [4, 11, 15, 26] and
other works.

In this paper, we focus on the one-dimensional case and provide certain sufficient conditions,
including a parameter, for a function to be a generator. We study three concrete filtrations with
an emphasis on dynamic properties of semigroups generated by elements of different filtration
families.

On the other hand, each filtration family is a class of analytic (and sometimes univalent)
functions in the open unit disk that is interesting itself. Since evaluation of certain functionals
over different classes of analytic (univalent) functions is one of the classical problems in geo-
metric function theory, we investigate this problem for linear and quadratic functionals over all
filtration classes we consider.

The structure of the paper is the following. After the preliminaries presented in Section 2, we
turn to study filtrations of generators. Section 3 is devoted to the so-called analytic filtration.
Families of this filtration are convex sets defined by some linear functionals. It was partially
studied in [4, 15, 26]. We supplement the previous results by expanding the range of the param-
eter from the interval [0, 1] to (—eo, 1], give a new characterization of the filtration sets as well
as sharp estimates of the generalized Zalcman’s functional over these sets. Another filtration,
presented in Section 4, is a new one. We call it the pseudo-analytic filtration since its sets are
defined by the absolute value of the same linear functional as ones of the analytic filtration. The
dynamic and geometric properties of pseudo-analytical filtration are established. The last filtra-
tion studied in this paper consists of prestarlike functions (Section 5). This term was introduced
by Ruscheweyh [24]. The embedding of the classes of prestarlike functions was established by
Suffridge [28]. Paying attention to the fact that these classes form a filtration of generators, we
study the dynamic behavior of semigroups generated by such generators. In addition, we give
estimates on the Fekete—Szeg6 functional over the classes of the prestarlike filtration.

It is worth to mention that an analytic function is a semigroup generator if and only if it
produces the so-called resolvent family. Every its element (non-linear resolvent) is a univalent
function. Thus each filtration of generators on a natural way produces parametrical-embedded
families of univalent functions (namely, resolvents). For these families sharp bounds on their
Taylor coefficients and the Fekete—Szego functional is established at the end of Section 5. For
the class of all generators, this problem was studied earlier in [8, 10].

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let D be the open unit disk in the complex plane C. Denote by Hol(ID,C) the set of
holomorphic functions on D, and by Hol(ID) := Hol(ID,C), the set of all holomorphic self-
mappings of I. Denote by o7 the subset of Hol(ID,C) consisting of functions normalized by
f(0) = f'(0) — 1 =0 and by & the Carathéodory class, that is, the class of normalized holo-
morphic functions with positive real part:

P :={q€Hol(D,C): Regq(z) >0, ze€D and ¢(0)=1}.

The Carathéodory class plays an important role in geometric function theory and in adjacent
fields. In particular, many famous classes of univalent functions are characterized by constrains
on some expression containing a tested function. For instance, the class .#*(a) of starlike



FILTRATIONS OF GENERATORS 15

functions of order ¢ € [0, 1) is defined by

/
Y*(a):{fegf: Rezf(z) 205}.
fz)
Let f,g € &/ and
Q={wecHol(D): o(0)=0}.
One says that f is subordinate g and write f < g if there exists a function @ € Q such that
f(z) = g(w(z)) for all z € D. In the case that g is univalent, conditions f < g and f(D) C g(D)
are equivalent.
We now turn to main notions and facts from semigroup theory.

Definition 2.1. A family {¢;},., C Hol(ID) is called a one-parameter continuous semigroup (or
just semigroup) if

(@) @145 =P 095, 1,5 > 0; and
(b) lil(l)l+ ¢; = Id, where Id is the identity map on D and the limit is taken with respect to the
t—

topology of uniform convergence on compact sets in .

Moreover, according to the fundamental result by Berkson and Porta [2], the family {¢;},-
is differentiable with respect to its parameter ¢ > 0, and the limit

1
= lim — (Id—
f=lim —(Id—¢),
exists, and defines a holomorphic function on ID. Furthermore, ¢; is the solution to the Cauchy
problem:
I (z
Y H0@)=0 and ) =zeD.

The function f is called the infinitesimal generator of the semigroup {¢;},-, C Hol(D). The
class of all holomorphic generators on I is denoted by ¥ .
The following assertion contains two characterizations of class ¢.

Theorem 2.1. Let f € Hol(D,C). Then f € ¢4 if and only if there are a point T € D and a
function g € Hol(D, C) with Req(z) > 0, z € D such that

f@Q)=(z—-1)(1-27)q(z), zeD. 2.1)

Moreover, this representation is unique.

We notice that formula (2.1) was obtained by Berkson and Porta in [2] and is called the
Berkson—Porta representation. Let us now return to the case 7 € . Up to a Mobius trans-
formation M, (MT (z) = f:}) of the unit disk, one can always consider generators such that

T
f(0) =0, or, what is the same, ¢;(0) = 0 for all # > 0. Then f € ¢/ is an infinitesimal generator

if and only if Re @ >0, ze€D\{0},see Theorem 2.1. We denote

%::%ﬂ%:{feHol(]D,C): @E@}

The class ¥ is very important for the study of non-autonomous problems and geometric func-
tion theory (see, for example, [3, 5, 12, 14, 22]).

Over the years, the study of the asymptotic behavior of semigroups was mainly focused on
the local/global rate of convergence and the growth estimates of a semigroup with respect to its
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parameter. Different estimates of the rate of convergence of semigroups were obtained. As for
the one-dimensional case, the reader can be referred to the books [3, 14, 25], the survey [19]
and the references therein. Regarding later results, recall that the semigroup {¢ },>¢ is called
exponentially squeezing with squeezing ratio k > 0 if it satisfies |¢;(z)| < |z]e ™ for all # > 0
and z € D.

Theorem 2.2 (see [3, 4, 13]). Let f € %y and {¢;}1>0 be the semigroup generated by f. Then

{: }>0 is exponentially squeezing with squeezing ratio k > 0 if and only if Re J@ >k on D.
Another direction in the study of the semigroup properties is focused on the possibility of

analytic extension with respect to the semigroup parameter into a complex domain. The prob-

lem is to find conditions that provide analytic extension of semigroups along with estimates of
that sector in C to which this extension is possible. The progress in this direction presented, for

example, in [1, 7, 16]. To be more specific, fix 0 € (0, %} and denote
AO)={cC:|argl| < 0}. (2.2)

Theorem 2.3 (Theorem 2.12 in [16]). Let {¢; },>0 be a semigroup of holomorphic self-mappings
of D generated by f € %, and let a € [0,1). Then {¢;},>0 extends analytically to the sector

A (—”(lga)> in C if and only if arg@ < on D\ {0}.

The above problems show that it is very important to classify generators up to dynamic prop-
erties of the semigroups they generate. To this end, we introduce filtration (or parametric em-
bedding) of infinitesimal generators.

Definition 2.2 (see [4]). Let J be a connected subset of R. A filtration of ¢ is a family § =
{Ss}ess 8s € %, such that §; C F; whenever 5,7 € J and s < 1.

Let a filtration § = {§},.; be given. The above problems induce the following questions:
e find the sharp squeezing ratio for all semigroups generated by elements of every filtra-
tion set §;
e find the maximal sector into which all these semigroups can be analytically extended.
Obviously, both these quantities are non-increasing with respect to the filtration parameter
s € J. We see below that there are filtrations for which the above quantities are decreasing, as
well as those for which they are constant on J.
To describe certain filtrations in more details, we introduce additional notions.

Definition 2.3 (see [4, 15]). Let § = {F,},c;, §s € %, be a filtration of %,. We say that the
filtration {§} ., is strictif §s C §; for s <t s,¢ € J. In this case for € J we set

T =5\ U - (2.3)
sed,s<t

Note that if the boundaries defined by (2.3) are not empty for every ¢ € J, then filtration § is
strict although for a strict filtration boundaries of its elements might be empty.

3. ANALYTIC FILTRATION

The analytic filtration was studied in several works [4, 15]. We extend the range of the
parameter from [0, 1] as in that works to (—oo, 1] and establish new properties of the analytic
filtration.
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Definition 3.1. We say that a function f € o7 belongs to the class 2(,, o < 1 if it satisfies the
inequality
f(z)

Re [aT—F(l—(x)f/(z)} >0, zeD)\{0}. (3.1

We first obtained some criteria of the membership of a function f € 7 in the class 2.

Theorem 3.1. Let f € o/. For a € (—oo, 1] denote

R
The following conditions are equivalent:
(1) a function f belongs to Uy,
(2) there is a function q € & such that
1
flz) =z /O q(t'"%z)ar; (3.3)
(3) there is a probability measure (L on the unit circle dD such that
f&) =z [ Fa(D)dn($). (34)

oD

Representation (3.3) for @ € [0, 1] was obtained in [4] (see also [15]). We prove it for all
a<l.

Proof. Let f € Ay. Then there is a function g of the Carathéodory class such that
f(z)
2
Solving this differential equation, we obtain (3.3). Assume now that f can be represented by

formula (3.3) with some function g € Z. In turn, g admits the Riesz—Herglotz representation,
that is, there is a probability measure t on the unit circle such that

a0 = § - au()

—
I %

+(1—0)f(z) = q(z). (3.5)

(04

Now, formula (3.3) becomes

l-a, 7
10 =< [f ) |

_ ¢l
Dl t1=ez¢

B 1] 4rl-agg B -
_ Za}nl){ ( [ mdt) au(©) =2 [ Falydu(0),

oD
so (3.4) holds. Assume that condition (3) is fulfilled and hence

1@ = [ FalDdu(@)+z [ FDTAn(E).

aD JD
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Therefore
& 0o = _ /
a—=+(1-a)f(z) = fb (z8)du(8)+ (1 Fy(z8)z8du(8)
1+z¢
= du(¢)
/ 1— ZC
by the definition of functions Fy in formula (3.2), which means that f € 2[,. The proof is
complete. 0

It is worth mentioning that the functions Fy, defined by formula (3.2) have important analytic
properties. In particular, they have been demonstrated in [4, 15] that F{; is a univalent function.
In addition, the condition (3) of Theorem 3.1 immediately implies

Corollary 3.1. Let o < 1. If f € g, then, for every A € C,

max Re (l @) <maxRe(AFy(z)). (3.6)

|z|=r z |z|=r

Our next aim is to prove that the sets 2(, form a filtration of % and to study properties of
this filtration. Moreover, the membership of a function f to a set of the analytic filtration means
that the semigroup generated by f owns certain dynamical properties, and we describe these
properties. To this end we following [4] denote

Pl—1 .

Theorem 3.2. The following assertions hold:

(@) The family A = {Uq } 4 is a filtration with A_o := g1 Ao = {Id} and A} =%,
(b) For a < 1 denote fo = 7F4(2). Then fy € 0Uq. Consequently, the filtration 2 is strict.
(c) Let a < 1, f € Ay and {¢;(z) },~ be the semigroup generated by f. Then

(i) this semigroup is exponentially squeezing with squeezing ratio z(a);

1-0
x( £ (OC)))

(i1) this semigroup extends analytically to the sector A < , where

2
o(ot):=—- F,
(o)1= - max argFa(e)

and Fy is defined by (3.2).

Note meanwhile that function s is decreasing with al_i>n_1 #(ot) =1 and 5(1) =0, see Fig. 1.
Function 9 is increasing with lim &6(a) =0and 8(1) = 1, see Fig. 2. Numerical calculations
O——oo
using Maple give »(—5) ~ 0.8075 and &(—5) ~ 0.2024.

Proof. First we prove that 2/ is a filtration of 4. Indeed, let &« < < 1 and f € 2. Write f in
the form f(z) = zp(z). Then inequality (3.1) means that

Re

—gP@ (@) 20, zeD. (3.8)



FILTRATIONS OF GENERATORS 19

084

0.74

FIGURE 1. The graph of s(c).

It follows from Lemma 3.5.3 in [25] that Re p(z) > 0 on D, and hence p € &, that is, f € %.
Moreover,

Re p(z)+zp'(2)| > 0.

: _lﬁp(z) +zp’(z)} > Re [1 _1
So f € Ug. Relation 2y = % follows directly.

To find the intersection (. 2y, We substitute f(z) = zp(z) in (3.1) and rewrite it in the
form (3.8). Letting @ — —oo, we obtain the inequality Rezp'(z) > 0 for all z € D, which is
possible only in the case p’ = 0. Thus 2A_. = {Id}, which completes the proof of assertion (a).

It follows from formula (3.2) that o f"‘T(Z) +(l—o)fy(z) = }—i’; . Therefore f € Ay. Now, we
prove that fo ¢ 2lg whenever < o < 1. Indeed, formula (3.7) implies that inf,cp Reﬁ"T(Z) =
»(a) < »(B), while Re @ > () forany f € 2lg by formula (3.6) with A = —1. So, assertion
(b) is proven.

Assertion (c) follows from Theorems 2.2-2.3 by Corollary 3.1. [

Now we turn to one of the classical problems in geometric function theory, namely, to es-
timation of different functionals over various classes of analytic functions. Let f € Hol(DD,C)

have Taylor expansion f(z) = Y. a,z". Estimates of the Taylor’s coefficients a, including the
n=0

05+
08+

0.7

FIGURE 2. The graph of § (o).
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Bieberbach conjecture (see for example, [5]) have a long history. Among other significant
functionals we emphasize the generalized Zalcman functional ®,,, ,(f,A) = a1amin—1 — Aamay
and its particular case the Fekete-Szego functional ®(f,A) := ®,,(f,A) = ajaz — Aa3. The
Fekete—Szego problem for a class of analytic functions is to find the sharp estimate on |®(f, 1)
over this class.

In this section we present estimates on the coefficient functionals over the class 24, @ < 1.

Theorem 3.3. Let f € 2y have the Taylor expansion f(z)=z+ Y an,z". For 2<k<m—1 de-
n=2

note
Ag(m k) = (oH—(l—aglzlc(jc_?—l(_l;)o;z)(m—k+l))‘ (3.9)
Then
i — A, K)agtim o |+ Aae(m k) [agam—g11] < m (3.10)
Consequently, |a,| < m and for any v € C,
\am—vakam_kmgmmax{l,‘l—m‘}. 3.11)

Inequalities (3.10)—(3.11) are sharp.

Proof. Since f € 24, the function ¢ defined by ¢(z) = o @ + (1 — o) f'(z) has positive real
part. Its Taylor coefficients are p, = [+ (1 — o) (n+1)]a,+1, n > 1. According to [6, Propo-
sition 2.2], we have |pn — %pkpn,k} + % |PiPn—i| <2,1 <k <n-—1,or, which is the same,

(@t —@k+1) (@t (- a)n—k+1)
Ant1 2(¢+(1—a)(n+1))
L (@t (1= @)k 1) (o4 (1 = @)(n—k+1)

1

ag+10n—k+1

Qg 10y —
2((X—|—( _a)(n+1)) | k+16n k+1|
2
< .
“(a+(1—a)(n+1))
This inequality is equivalent to (3.10) by (3.9). In its turn, (3.10) implies |a,| < Wz_a)m

by the triangle inequality. To proceed, we note that Lemma 2.1 in [6] can be reformulated as
follows:

Let a,b € C and D > 0. Then |a| + |b| < D if and only if |a+ ub| < Dmax {1, |u|} for all
ueC.

Applying this conclusion to inequality (3.10), we obtain

i — Ac(m, k) (1 — )t —1] < — max {1, 1]}

o+ (1—o)

Denote v := Ag(m,k)(1 — ). Then the last displayed formula is equivalent to (3.11). The
sharpness follows from the sharpness of the used estimates from [6, Proposition 2.2]. 0
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Corollary 3.2. Let f € 2y have the Taylor expansion f(z) =z+ Y, a,z". Then, for any v € C,
n=2

Consider the classes of functions defined as follows:
Ql}x::{fe;z{: f(z)+(1—a)f’(z)—1‘§2—a}, o<l1. 4.1)

Z
Note in passing that a similar classes were considered in a different context in [29].
For each a € (—eo, 1], the set Ql(lx is non-empty as the following example demonstrates.

~2v(3—2a)

T eay

200

2
B, V)| = |a3 — v g3—max{1,

4. PSEUDO-ANALYTIC FILTRATION

o

Example 4.1. Let ¢ < 1. For any 8 € R and n € N, the function

_ 20 o _n+l
f97n7a(z)_z+l+n(1_a)e <
belongs to the class .. Indeed,
a?2E) 4 (10 000) - 1
(2 —a)et®7" (n+1)2—a)e®z"
= l+ ——— 1— 1 —1
O‘( rat—a) Ot T

= |(2—Ot)zei6| <2—a.

Moreover, it follows immediately from (4.1) and the Schwarz lemma that f & Ql} if and only
if it admits the representation f(z) = z(1 + @(z)), @ € Q. Our first result presents a one-to-one
correspondence between the sets 2., and Q.

Theorem 4.1. Let a < 1. For each f € U, there is the unique & €  such that

o

f(z) :z(1+2_—a-/1sl—a(o(sz)ds>. (4.2)
0

l—o
Consequently, if f € L, then @ —1 € Q. Conversely, for any @ € Q, the function f defined
by (4.2) belongs to Ql(lx.

Proof. Let f € A}, Denote g(z) := a%z) + (1 —a)f'(z) — 1. Since g(0) = 0, the Schwarz
Lemma implies that |g(z)| < (2 — a)|z|, which is equivalent to g(z) < (2 — a)z. Therefore there
exists @ € € such that

a@—F(l—(X)f/(Z)—l =2—-a)o(z). (4.3)

Solving this differential equation, we obtain (4.2). Therefore,

1@ 2_—O‘-/Olslfcaa)(sz)ds

Tz l—-«o

Z

2—o Ly

—/ sT-ads = 1.
l1—a Jo

2—o

1 o
<=7% [ s w(s2)|d
1 & /Os «|w(sz)|ds
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The converse assertion follows from the equivalence of (4.2) and (4.3). ]
Corollary 4.1. ), C Ql{ C % forany a < 1.

Now we are ready to show that these sets form a filtration and to establish its main properties.

Theorem 4.2. The following assertions hold:
(a) The family A' = {A} Y o<1 is a filtration of %.
(b) For every 0 € R and n € N\ {1}, the function fg , o, defined in Example 4.1, belongs
to dA.,. Hence the filtration A' is strict.
(c) For any o < 1, the semigroup generated by fg 1 o € 2L, is not exponentially squeezing
and cannot be analytically extended to a domain in C.

Proof. Note that f € 2., if and only if, for every fixed z € D, the value f’(z) belongs to the
disk of radius 2 1T and centered at —5 a (1 - @) . Hence, in order to prove that Qltlx - 2[17[3
whenever a < 8 < 1, we need to ensure that such disks are included one into another. To this

end,wedenotew:ﬁ(l— f()>+e’92 <=2 and show that ‘w—] ﬁ( ﬁf )‘_zg

Indeed,
1 f(2) 02— 1 fz)
m(l—“T)“em—m(l‘ﬁT)‘
B (@_1) o—p p2—0
~ Iz == ¢ 1-a
f(z) B—a 2—a
= _1"(1—05)(1—[3)*1_05'
By Theorem 4.1, we have
f(z) B—a 2—a B—a 2—a 2-P

—1/- + < + = ;
: ‘ (1-a)(1-p) T-a-(1-a)1-p) 1-a 1-§
which proves assertion (a).

Assume now that & < 8 < 1 and calculate

'afe’"’Tﬁ(Z)+(1—°‘>fév"ﬁ(Z)_l‘

_ (2—B)e7" (4 D@ )"

_ P(H717T35>+“_W(L+ ey )_4
P

Since (2 — ) Ln(l B; > 2 — « for every natural n > 1, then there exists z € D such that

1+n(1
afe,n,ﬁ (Z)
Z

+U—®ﬁﬂﬂd—4>2—w

Thus fg . p € Q[llg \ 2}, which implies fonp € 891113. So, assertion (b) follows.
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Since fp 1.4(z) = z+ €92 € AL for every a < 1 by Exagmple 4.1, one concludes

inf Re 78008 _ infRe(1+¢?)=0
zeR Z zeR
and
, T
Supargw — Sup arg(l —|—el9)‘ = —,
z€R z z€R 2
This implies assertion (c) by Theorems 2.2-2.3. The proof is complete. U

Definition 4.1. We denote 2! = {Qltlx} (oo, 1] and call it the pseudo-analytic filtration.

Corollary 4.2. The set A :=Ng1 ALY, ={f € F 1 |f(2) — 2f'(2)| < |2|} is not a singleton

since it containes al the convex combinations of functions fg , = 7+ %eiez”J“l, neN.

We now establish estimates for coefficient functionals related to the pseudo-analytic filtration.

Theorem 4.3. Let f € Ql(lx have the Taylor expansion f(z) =z+ Y, ayzF. The following asser-
k=2

tions hold:
— 2—-«

() |ags1] < mfor all k € N. Moreover, |a3| < Y (1—|az|?) and |ag| <

2—o 2

(1= .
21 mP)
2—-a

(ii) For every A € C we have |®(f,A)| < max (3 a \M)

Proof. Let f € 2),. Then, by Theorem 4.1, there exists a unique function 0 € Q, w(z) = ¥, Bid*
k=1
such that (4.2) holds. Then, for any fixed z € D,

2—o 1 _a >
flz) = z(l—km-/o sT-a (kzlﬁkzksk> ds)

- ﬁk k+1
= 2—a . -
er@-a) ,;Ik—l-l—kocz
Thus ( )B
2—0o)Br
= ke N. 4.4
Ak+1 k—f-l—ka, S ( )

Since |Bi| < 1 for all k € N, the estimates on |ai 1| follow. Assume that ¥, k € N, with || <1
are the Schur parameters of w, then by Schur’s recurrence relation (see for details [27], see also
[8]) we have

Bil="Inl;

B = (1= |nP)nl < (1~ nP); ws

Bsl= (1—=In»)|0A-1nP)r-nn| '
< (1=|nP)max(|nl,|In) < (1 =n).

For k = 1, formula (4.4) implies a, = ¥;. For k = 2, it follows from (4.4)—(4.5) that

5 (1 laaP).
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For k = 3, formula (4.5) implies |B3] < (1 — |az|?). Similarly to the above,

2—«

2
<2 (- laP).

lag| <

Thus assertion (i) is proven.
Next, we use formulas (4.4) and (4.5) to estimate the Fekete—Szego functional over Q[(lx and
obtain

o B 2—a)B} _ 12
a3 —Aqy| = |5 A (2—a)2 _3 e \(1 FARAREAR
2— 2 2—-a
< — . < .
< (P2 Al max(3 =)
This proves assertion (ii). ]

5. PRESTARLIKE FILTRATION

The term ‘prestarlike function” was introduce by Ruscheweyh in [24] after the previous works
[23] and [28]. To define it, recall that the Hadamard product of two functions f, g € Hol(DD,C)

with Taylor expansions f(z) = ): a,7" and g(z) = Z b,7", respectively, is defined by
n=0

fxg(z) Zan W', zeD. (5.1)

Definition 5.1. One says that a function f € <7 is prestarlike of order o € [0, 1) if

4

f(z)*m e ().

We denote by R, the class of all prestarlike functions of order ¢. In addition, we set

R :{fed: Re@>%, ZED\{O}}.

The following description of prestarlike functions partially follows from [24]. We provide its
proof for the sake of completeness.
Proposition 5.1. Let f € o7 and o € |0, 1]. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) function f belongs to Ry;
J@)* =
U E

(3) f(z)* ﬂ;&OforallCEMDandeD\{O}.

( )3 2a

(2) Re

1
> =5 forall z€ D\ {0};
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Proof. According to the definition, f € Ry if and only if

/ /
oo [ 2@ i) oo [ £@ 2 (i)
(¢ > 0 <—— Re >
flz)* m f(z)* W
o 2
f(Z) * ((1,527205 + ((12722)(3{)505>
<= Re Z >
f(Z) * (I,Z)272a
2
f(@)* 7=55=ma
— iR =7 ) o, (5.2)
2 f(z) )7
which implies the first condition. As for the second one, we note that
(1=zf) _ (1-0) L
(1 _ Z)372(x (1 _Z)372(x (1 _Z)272a '
Therefore f(z) * (f(jz‘)fﬂa # 0 if and only if
d(1-§) 24 f@x = |, —¢
2 = :
f(Z)*(l_Z)3—2a 7é f(Z>*(1_Z)27205 f(z)*m 7& 1_€
This is equivalent to the last inequality in (5.2). 0

In the next theorem, we present properties of the family of sets R = {Ry } acl0,1]-

Theorem 5.1. The following assertion hold:

(a) The family fR is a strict filtration of %,

(b) Let fo, o € (0,1], be defined by fo(z) = z+ ﬁzz, then fo € ONRe;

(c) Forany a € [0,1], the semigroup generated by f € Ry is exponentially squeezing with
squeezing ratio at least % At the same time, there is [ € Rq that generates the semi-
group with sharp squeezing ratio % and cannot be analytically extended to a domain in

C.

Proof. Let 0 < B < o < 1. The inclusion 9%5 C Ry was proved by Suffridge in [28] (see also
[24]). Furthermore, SR C %, by definition. Thus fR is a filtration of ¥.
Consider the functions fy, & € (0,1], defined by fu(z) = z+ ﬁzz. If a =1, then

Re f1(z) =Re <z+§> > % asz€D. So, fieR. Ifa < 1, thenfa(z)*m :z—i-é:—gzz.
It is easy to see that the last function belongs to .*( ), hence fy € Re.

We show now that fo ¢ Rg for B < . Indeed, h(z) := fu(z) * m =z+ %zz. Then
the value of ZZ(S) at the point z = —1 is fﬁ;% < B since B < a. So, h ¢ /*(B) and fo & Rg.
Therefore f, € Ry and the filtration is strict. This proves assertion (a) and (b). To proceed,

let us remind that, for any @ € [0, 1]

inf infRe& > inf infRe® = l
fER zED z fER| z€D Z 2
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and
2
— sup sup |arg f(z)‘ < — sup sup |arg f(Z)' =1.
T feRq z€D Z T feR) zeD Z
On the other hand,
Z Z < *
1—z * (1 _Z)Z(l—a) - (1 _Z)2(1—a) €S (O‘)-
Hence %, € Ry for any « € [0, 1]. Therefore
inf infReE < infReL = 1
fERG z€D z zed 11—z 2
and
2 ‘ 1
— sup sup arg— —sup arg =
T feRy z€D T 2eD —Z
This completes our proof. U

Further, we present the solution of the Fekete—Szeg6 problem for the classes SR

1
Theorem 5.2. For every a € [0, 1], we have }161%); |D(f,A)] = max{3_2a, |A — 1|}

Proof. Let f € Ry have the Taylor expansion f(z) =z+ Y, a,z". Then

n=2

() 2 W f2) =z+ i e,

where
02:2(1—06)612 and c3 = (1—&)(3—206)613
It follows from [20, Theorem 1] that |c3 — pc3| < (1 — o) max {1,]2(1 — o) (2 — 1) — 1]} for
any U € C or, equivalently,
|(3—2a)az —4p(1 — at)a3| < max {1, [4p(1—a)— (3—2a)|}.

4u(l—a)
3—2a

Denote A = . The last displayed inequality means that

1
D(f,A)] gmax{3_2a,u_1y}.

It remains to show that this estimate is sharp, more precisely, that for every A there is a function
f € Ry for which it becomes equality

First assume that |4 — 1| > 5= 2 - As we already saw 1 - € Rq for every a. Since the Taylor
coefficients of this functions are a» = a3 = 1, we have a3 — 7La2 = 1 — A, then the equality holds.
Otherwise, in tne case where |A — 1| < ﬁ, let consider the function fy € o7 defined by its
Taylor expansion:

S
=1 2 206 Zkk' '
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It follows from (5.1) that

Z o (1—a) ¢
fa(z)*mzz_i‘z o k22k+1 :m

Since the last function is starlike of order &, we conclude that f, € R(. In this case ap = 0 and
az = ﬁ. Thus a3 — ka% = ﬁ which completes the proof. U

Note that for & = 1 this result is known (see, for example, Theorem 2.2 in [10]).
To complete the paper, we recall that one of the main properties of generators is the following
result by Simeon Reich and the third author (see [21], see also [13, 22, 25]):

Theorem 5.3. Let f € Hol(D,C). Then f € & if and only if for every z € D and every r > O the
functional equation w+rf(w) = z has the unique solution w = G,(z) such that G, € Hol(D).

The functions G,, r > 0, are called the non-linear resolvents of f € 4. Coefficient inequal-
ities over the classes of nonlinear resolvents were recently studied in [8, 10, 15] (and also in
multi-dimensional settings in [9, 17, 18]). Here we complete the previous result by a more
qualified estimates for generators belonging to the filtration sets studied in the paper.

Theorem 5.4. Let A € C, f € %y and let G, be its non-linear resolvent with r > 0. Then

|®(Gr,A)| = [(f, V) (5.3)

-
(1+r)
with v = (2— A) 1. Consequently,

1) If f e™Aq with o0 < 1, then

2r
|®(Gr,A)| < (3—206)(1—|—r)5 max{l,

(i) If f € AL, with o < 1, then

r 2—o r
(G, A)| < , 2-2]).
(G ”—(1+rﬁnmx(3—2a s |)

(iii) If f € R with a < 1, then

0G| < (g5t 1

Proof. Let f have the Taylor expansion f(z) =z+ Y a,z". Assume that for some r > 0

n=2

23-2a) r
1_(2—af'1+rc_14}'

3—2a—T£7@—zﬂ}.

its resolvent has the Taylor expansion G,(z) = Z bn7". Differentiating the equality G,(z) +

2}" (l2 ra3
(1+r)5 — (14r)

rf(G.(z)) =z at z=0, we find b; = % by
[8, 10]). Therefore

2 and by =

) Ay (see also

az—(2—1) r a%,

biby — Ab2 = —
13 2 (1—|—r)5 1+r

which proves (5.3).
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To verify assertion (i), let f € 2. Then |®(f, V)| < ﬁ maX{L 1-— % } by Corol-
lary 3.2. Thus formula (5.3) implies
2r 2v(3—2a)
P(G,A)| < maxq 1, |l ———=| 5,
[ ) (3—20)(1+7r)? 2—a)?

which is equivalent to the required inequality in assertion (i).
Assertion (i1) follows directly from assertion (i1) in Theorem 4.3 by the formula (5.3).
Finally, let f € Rq. Then |P(f, V)| = max { 355, |v — 1|} by Theorem 5.2. Similarly to the
above, we apply this inequality to relation (5.3) and obtain

r 1
(G 1) < s man 1)

r
1+r

1-(2-1)

r ma 1
= X _— .
(1+7r) 3—2a’

This completes our proof. ]
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