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Abstract. We present necessary and sufficient conditions on the pre-Schwarzian f”/f’ for
G = f(D) to be a John disk. Our results extend theorems proved by Chuaqui, Osgood and
Pommerenke. In the last part of this paper we obtain some new results connecting a functional of
f"/f introduced by Gehring and Pommerenke with John disks.

1. Introduction

This paper is concerned with the connection between the pre-Schwarzian or
logarithmic derivative f”/f’ and certain geometrical properties of G = f(D)
when f is a conformal mapping of the unit disc D in C. In particular, we study
the situation when G is a (bounded) John disk. We are able to give a sufficient
condition on the norm

f”(Z)
f'(z)

17/ £/l = sup (1 —[2]*)
zeD

for G to be a John disk. This is the main result of the present paper. Simi-
lar results on the Schwarzian and the pre-Schwarzian derivatives for G to be a
quasidisk are proved earlier by Ahlfors and Weill, [AW], and by Becker and Pom-
merenke [BP]. Our proof is based on ideas in a paper of Chuaqui, Osgood and
Pommerenke, [COP], which again rely on a theorem of Pommerenke. In Section 2
we prove a quantitatively refined version of Pommerenke’s theorem, and this im-
provement is used later in our paper. In Section 3 we give a new sufficient condition
on the pre-Schwarzian for G = f(D) to be a John disk, and in Section 4 we also
obtain a necessary condition on f”/f’ when G is a John disk. Theorem 4.3 is the
main result mentioned above. In Section 5 we prove some new results concerning
a function o introduced in [COP].

We thank Bruce Palka and Frederick W. Gehring for useful discussions and
comments during the preparation of this paper and also Yngve Lamo for reading
the first draft of Section 5 of the manuscript very carefully.
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2. Bounded John disks and conformal mappings

In this section we first give a new proof of one version of Pommerenke’s
theorem mentioned in the introduction. The growth condition on f’ is expressed
by constants that are related to the constant ¢ € [1,00), G being a c-John disk
in the terminology of Nékki and Vaisala, [NV]. Our proof will hopefully also shed
more light on the geometric ideas in the argument, and at the same time we fill in
a gap in the (original) proof both in [P1] and [P2] in using Corollary 1.6, [P2]. But
the main reason for giving this proof is that a closer inspection of the argument
leads to a sharper version of Pommerenke’s result.

We first need some definitions and basic results. The following definition is
based on the classical definition by John, [J].

Definition 2.1. A bounded simply connected plane domain G is called a
c-John disk for ¢ > 1 with John center wy € G if for each wy € G there exists a
rectifiable arc v, called a John curve, in G with end points w; and wy such that

(1) o1(w) < cd(w, 0G)

for all w on ~, where o;(w) denotes the euclidean length of ~v[w;,w], the subarc
of 7 between w; and w, and d(w,0G) denotes the distance between w and the

boundary 0G of G.

Remark. Unbounded John disks, and more generally unbounded John do-
mains, are introduced in [NV], but for the rest of this paper we will understand
by a John disk a bounded John disk.

Using the terminology of [NV] the following set is called a length carrot with
core v and vertexr wi:

(2) cary (v, ¢) = U{B(w, ov(w)/c); w € v\ {wo, w1 }}

where: B(z,r) = {y;|z —y| < r}.
We also need the following result from [GHM] or [NV]:

Theorem 2.2. A bounded simply connected domain G is a c-John disk

with John center wy € G if and only if, up to constants, car;(vy,c) C G for every
hyperbolic segment ~ in G terminating in wy.

Remark. It is well known that any point wy € G can be chosen as John
center by modifying the constant ¢ if necessary.
The following result is due to Pommerenke, ([P1]; see also [P2, p. 97]).

Theorem 2.3. Let f map D = B(0,1) conformally onto G. Then the
following conditions are equivalent:

(i) G is a John disk.
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(ii) There exist constants M > 0 and § € (0,1) such that for each ¢ € T, the
unit circle, and for 0 <r <p <1

o—1
F(e0)] < MIF/(rO) G%f) |

Proof. (i) = (ii): Knowing that G is a John disk, we choose wy = f(0)
as the John center and the hyperbolic segments as the John curves; G can be

assumed to be a c-John disk with respect to this choice, where ¢ € [1,00). Hence
for w= f(r{) and wy; = f(o(), we have

o1(w) < cd(w, 0G) for all p € [r,1).

Equivalently:
1
[ 1£6)at < cdtw, 06),

By the well-known distortion inequality, [P2, p. 9], we obtain from this inequality

3) / PO dE < el £ (rOl(L - r2) < 26| £/ (rO)|(1 — ).

We next define

) = (1—r) 12 / F(60)] dt,

and we obtain

1

1
W) = o110 [ de = (1= )2

== Laen [irera- 1) <o

where the inequality follows from (3). Therefore v is non-increasing on (0, 1) and
hence

(4) (1—p) 12 / PO dt > (1 - ) V% / £(t0)] dt,

for0<r<op<l1.
Now we need the following:

Lemma 2.4. If o <t < $(1+ ), then |f'(o¢)| < 16| f'(tC)].
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Proof. From [O] we have that for every conformal mapping f: D — C, the
following inequality is valid

")/ f ()l < 41— 2) 7

Hence

‘ ‘f’ H sc /—<1°g16

when r <t < 5(1 + ), and the mequahty of the lemma follows. o

From this lemma we obtain
1 . (1+0)/2 / 1., (1+0)/2 1,
[ireona= [l e ol [ d= g0l - o).
e 4 4

Combining this inequality with (4) we obtain
1
(1= 0)' 029 f"(00)] < 32(1 — Q)_l/zc/ |f(tC)] dt
0

1
— 32¢(g) < 320(r) = 32(1 — )" 1/% / F/(60)] d
< 6dc(1 — ) =029 £ (rQ),

where the last inequality is a consequence of (3). In other words,

f'(0€) 1—o\/?)!
f’(rC)’ : 64C<1 —r)

whenever 0 < r < p < 1. This is (ii) of our theorem, with M = 64¢ and § = 1/2c¢.
(ii) = (i): We assume that (ii) holds and want to calculate:

0 N
= [Mireota<onreor [(151) a
MO0 [
= MIF O~ )05 (1 )

<SP Ol - ) < 2 d(w, 0G).

The last inequality is a consequence of the well-known distortion inequality. Hence
G is a 4M/6-John disk with John center in wy = f(0) and with the hyperbolic
lines terminating in wqy as the John curves. o
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Remarks. (a) In [P1] and [P2] two more conditions are proved to be equiva-
lent to (i) and (ii) of Theorem 2.3. We omit these conditions since they are of less
interest in the following.

(b) If we take a closer look at the constants of our theorem, we observe that
if 4M /6 < 1, our proof will lead to the impossible conclusion that

o(w) < d(w, 0G),

since inequality should hold for every w; on the hyperbolic line connecting f(0)
with the boundary. Hence we must have 4M > §.

From the fact that
(1-0°<(1-0)"

when s < s < 0 for p € (0,1), we also make the following observation. If we

assume that
f'(€) 1-0\""
F00) <M - ; 0<r<op«li

for all ( € T, with M < % (and of course 4M > §), then we obtain that G is a
c-John disk with John center f(0), with hyperbolic lines as John curves, and with

c=4M/s.

Starting with this fact, from the second implication of Theorem 2.3 we obtain the
inequality

IN

; 0<r<op«<li

F100)] _ 256M (1 — o\ /8M)~1
f’(TC)‘ 5 (1_T>

for all ( € T. For r =0, we observe that

(5) 1f/(0Q)] = O((1 — 0)®/8M)=1) a5 o — 1—,

while our starting assumption was

(6) 1f'(00)|=0((1—0)°"") aso—1-—.

Since in this case §/8M > ¢, (5) is a stronger condition than (6). Hence we may
as well assume that M > & in Theorem 2.3(ii).
We therefore have
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Theorem 2.5. Let f: D — G be a conformal bijection. Then the following
are true:

(i) If G is a c-John disk with ¢ > 1 with John center f(0) and with hyperbolic
lines as the John curves, then for all ( € T and 0 <r < o <1, we have

f'(e¢) 1—o\/?7!
f’(rolgmc(l—r) |

(ii) If there exist constants M >0 and 6 € (0,1) with 4M > 6 and M > g
such that for all ( € T and all 0 <r <p<1,

el < (=)

then G is a 4M/é-John disk with John center f(0) and with hyperbolic lines as
the John curves.

Proof. Follows from the proof of Theorem 2.3 and the remarks above. o

3. The Nehari class

We recall the definition of the Schwarzian derivative of a locally injective
mermorphic function f: D — C ( C the Riemann sphere):

HONRYSAON.
Sy(z) = < , -
f'(2) 2\ f'(z)
at each point where f is analytic, and by Sy(z) = Si,f(z) at the poles of f. We
also introduce the norm on the family of Schwarzian derivatives:

1S¢ll2 = sup(1 —|2[*)?[S¢(2)]-
z€D

We have the following classical result proved by Nehari, [N] in 1949:

Theorem 3.1. If f is locally injective and meromorphic on D and [|S¢|2 <
2, then f is injective.

Remarks. Hille, [H], proved that the constant 2 is sharp. Chuaqui, Osgood
and Pommerenke, [COP], introduced the notation the Nehari class N for the
functions satisfying the assumption of Theorem 3.1.

Gehring and Pommerenke studied the class N in a paper in 1984, [GP]. They
proved that f(D) is a Jordan domain on the Riemann sphere except for the case
when f(D) is the image of a parallel strip

{z; |Imz| < 7}
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under a Mobius transformation. Such a domain is clearly not a John disk. In par-
ticular, the case when f € N and f”(0) = 0 has been studied in [GP]. Theorem 2
of this paper claims that either f(D) is a Jordan domain on C or the image of a
parallell strip under a similarity map. However, the function

f(z) = {bg{e—”/‘*%} - z(% + 2)] B

is in the class N, f”(0) = 0, f(1) = f(—i) = 0 and f(D) is bounded. Hence
f(D) is the domain bounded by two circles with a common tangent at origin, and
consequently not of the type discribed above.

Definition 3.2. A K-quasidisk is the image in C of a disk or a half plane
under a K -quasiconformal mapping f: C — C. The boundary of a K -quasidisk
is a K -quasicircle.

(For this definition and the definition of a quasiconformal mapping, see [L].)

It is a well-known fact that every bounded quasidisk is a John disk; [NV,
pp. 40-42]. The opposite does not hold.

We also have the following classical result proved by Ahlfors and Weill in
1962, [AW]:

Theorem 3.3. If f: D — C is locally injective and meromorphic and
Stlle < 2, then f(D) is a quasidisk.
f

In view of this result and the results in [GP], one may be tempted to believe
that if f € N and f(D) is a Jordan domain, then f(D) is a quasidisk. However,
according to [COP] there are f € N such that f(D) is a Jordan domain on C
but f(D) is not a John disk, and hence f(D) is not a quasidisk. But in [COP]
the following surprising result is proved:

Theorem 3.4. If f € N and f(D) is a John disk, then f(D) is a quasidisk.
We also need the following
Definition 3.5. The class N is given by

No = {f € N; f(0) =0, f'(0)=1, f"(0) =0}.
In [COP] also the following is proved:

Theorem 3.6. Let f € Ny. Then the following are equivalent:
(i) f(D) is a John disk.
i) timsup(1 ~ ) Re{ o5 <
ii) limsup(l — |z z .
2|1 f'(z)
f"(z)

7(2) ‘ <%

(iii) limsup(1 — |z|?)

|z]—1
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We are able to prove a result of the same type in a more general setting.

Theorem 3.7. If f: D — C is conformal and

1mmmx1—pﬁﬂm{z§g?}<z

|z[—1

then f(D) is a John disk.

Proof. By the assumption there exists a § € (0,2) and r¢ € (0,1) such that
when 79 < 7 < 1, then

12
R ST
Q) f S 1-7

for all ¢ € T. Choosing ¢ € (0, 2 — (3), we also have an r; € (0,1), r1 > r¢, such
that

when 7 € [r1,1) forall ( € T.
From this we obtain, when 0 <r; <r <p <1,

(SN - [ () )

< /9 dr €4 140 1—7r
—£ —— = ——1]0 .
T et P

or equivalently

-1
FO| _ (1) T 11— 0\
; 0< <r< 1.
f(r¢) =i+ 1—7r ’ STSTS S

Consequently, for all ( € T and 0 <r; <r < p <1, we have

f@o‘<(1—gy””*
TGSl |

To apply Theorem 2.3 in order to conclude that G = f(D) is a John disk, we
must remove the restriction r > r; above. To do this we first observe that from
the proof of Theorem 2.3 it follows that the inequality (7) implies that o;(w) <
cd(w,0G) for wy = f(of) and w = f(r{) when 0 < r; <r < p < 1 and v
denotes the hyperbolic segment, where ¢ = ¢(¢) > 1. This implies immediately
that

(7)

(8) diam (y[w, w]) < ed(w, OG)
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for such choice of w and wy . If we next consider f(A;) where Ay = {z;|z| <ri},
we have

9) diam (f(A1)) = Ao < 00
and
(10) dist (f(A1),0G) = 6o > 0.

If v(w,w1) denotes the geodesic segment from f(0) to w1 = f(o¢), and if
w = f(r{) now assuming that 0 < r < r; < p < 1, we obtain

diam (y(w, w)) < diam (y(w, wp)) + diam (y(wo, w1))
where wo = f(r1¢). Hence:
(11) diam (y(w,w1)) < Ao + cd(wo, OG) < Ag + ¢(do + Xo)

from (8), (9) and (10).

If we now introduce

Cc1 = (1+C) ')\0/50,

we obtain from (11) that
diam (y(w,wo)) < (¢ + 1) - §o < cad(w, OG)

if cg=c+eq.
The remaining case when 0 <7 < p < r; <1 is treated similarly. Hence we
obtain

diam (y(w, wo)) < cod(w, 0G)

for some cp > 1 and all 0 <r < p < 1. The constant ¢( is independent of ( € T,

so we have proved with the notations of [NV] that G € cary, and by Lemma 2.10,
p. 9, [NV], it follows that G = f(D) is a John disk. o

Remark. The proof is quite similar to the proof of Theorem 3.6 in [COP],
except that our proof also considers the case when r < rq.
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4. The pre-Schwarzian derivative

Let f: D — C be analytic and locally injective. Then we introduce the
notation

Ly(z) = " (2)/f'(2),

the pre-Schwarzian derivative of f. Also, we introduce the norm

f//(z)
f'(2) |
This notation was introduced by Astala and Gehring in 1986, [AG]. But the same
quantities were actually studied earlier by Becker in 1971, [B], and by Becker
and Pommerenke in 1984, [BP]. It is interesting to notice that there are several

analogies between the Schwarzian and the pre-Schwarzian derivatives (see also
[AG] and [AH]). Becker proved in [B], the following analogue of Nehari’s theorem:

L]l = sup(1 - |z[?)
zeD

Theorem 4.1. If f: D — C is analytic and locally injective and ||Ls|[1 <1,
then f is injective.

In 1984 the following analogue of the Ahlfors/Weill theorem (Theorem 3.3),
was proved by Becker and Pommerenke, [BP]:

Theorem 4.2. If f: D — C is analytic and locally injective and ||Ls||; <1,
then G = f(D) is a quasidisk.

As a direct consequence of Theorem 3.7 of the present paper we obtain

Theorem 4.3. If f: D — C is conformal and ||L¢||; < 2, then G = f(D)
is a John disk. The constant 2 is the best possible.

Proof. We have by our assumption

f"(2)
f'(z)

<2,

lim sup (1 — |z|?) Re{z];///((j))} < Sgg(l — |2?)

and the result follows from Theorem 3.7.

If Fy(z) = 1log[(1+ 2)/(1 — 2)], then |Lg,|1 =2 and Fy(D) is an infinite

strip and hence not a John disk. o

|z|—1

Remark. Returning to the Schwarzian derivative for a moment, it is a natural
question to ask at this point whether there exists a constant K > 0 such that when
f is conformal and ||S¢|l2 < K, then G = f(D) is a John disk. The answer to
this question is no. This can be seen in the following way. If f is a Mgbius
transformation mapping D onto a half plane, then ||Sf|2 = 0 but f(D) is not
a John disk in our language. But if we add the assumption f”(0) = 0, it follows
from [GP| and [AW] that if ||Sf|2 < 2, then f(D) is a bounded quasidisk and
hence a John disk. The constant 2 is the best possible, since for the function Fj
introduced above, we have F{/(0) = 0 and ||Sg,|l2 = 2 but Fy(D) is not a John
disk. (For the case of unbounded John disks we refer to [NV, Section 9].)
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Theorem 3.7 gives a sufficient condition for f(D) to be a John disk. Can this
condition also be necessary? (From Theorem 3.6 it follows that this is the case
whenever f € Ny.) We have not been able to settle this question completely, but
we can give one necessary condition for f(D) to be a John disk.

Proposition 4.4. If f: D — C is conformal and f(D) is a c-John disk for
¢ > 1 with respect to the hyperbolic segments terminating at f(0), then for each
¢ € T we have

o f"(r¢) 1
(12) hgﬂﬁ“ —r?) Re{C 70 } <2-— o

Proof. Assume for contradiction that f(D) is a c-John disk in the sense of
our assumption and at the same time that there exists a (; € T such that (12)
does not hold. Hence, there is an r¢ € (0,1) and an € > 0 such that for 7 € [rg, 1)

we have
f"(1¢o)
f'(7¢o)

From this follows for 0 < rg <r <p<1:

=) = [ (9} )
[

- 1 | 1+7r 1—0p
— —¢|lo . )
2c & 1+0 1—7

1 [1-p (1/2¢)—1—¢
>
i)

for 0 <7rg <r <p<1. But from Theorem 2.5 we also have

(1/2¢)—1
1 _
< 640(1 Q)

(1—72)Re{§0 }>2—%+25.

Therefore

f'(0¢o)

(13) f'(rco)

(14)

-Tr

‘ f'(06o)
f'(r¢o)

for 0 <r <p<1 when f(D) is a ¢c-John disk in our sense. Letting o — 1— and
fixing r, we observe that (13) is in contradiction with (14). o
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5. The function o
In [COP] the following function is introduced:

o¢(r) = Re{¢*S5(r¢)} — 5[Im{¢Ly (r()}]?

for ¢ € T and r € [0,1). This function is defined for f analytic and locally
injective in the unit disk. It will follow from this section that certain properties
of the function o¢(r) are closely related to the question whether 2 = f(D) is a
John disk or not.

Let f: D — Q be a conformal equivalence and suppose that f has an angular
limit at ¢ € T. Then f(() is said to be well-accessible if there is a Jordan arc ~y
in D ending at ¢ and a constant M > 0 such that

diam (f(v(2))) < Md(f(z),09),

where v(z) denotes the part of v from z to ¢ and diam denotes the diameter.
The following result is proved in [COP, Theorem 9, p. 104]):

Proposition 5.1. If f: D — Q is a conformal equivalence and

liminf(1 — r?)20¢(r) = 2,

r—1

then f(() is not well-accessible.

Remark. The assumption in [COP] is that f is analytic and locally univalent.
But the argument is leaning on previous results in the same paper where the
assumption that f is conformal is essential. In [COP] also the assumption stated
is liminf,_1(1 — 72)%0¢(r) > 2, but we will show later in this section that the
case liminf,_1(1 —r?)%0¢(r) > 2 is not compatible with the assumption that f
is analytic in D.

If f is a conformal mapping onto a John disk, then all the boundary points are
well-accessible with a constant M independent of (. Conversely, if all boundary
points are uniformly well-accessible, then 2 is a John disk, [COP, p. 81].

In [GP] the authors introduce another function p = p.: R — R which is
closely related to the function o defined above. For completeness we will give a
short explanation of how p¢ is used in the proof of the theorem in [GP] mentioned
in the remark after Theorem 3.1 in our present paper.

The assumption is that f is locally univalent and meromorphic in D, ||S¢[]2 <
2 and f”(0) = 0. It follows immediately from Nehari’s theorem (Theorem 3.1),
that f is univalent. For each fixed ( € T we introduce the function

et —1 T T
he(t) = teT = ——= <1 — 7.
¢(t) Cet—i—l’ S {w, 2< mw<2}
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Next we study the function

gc = fohe.
For ¢t € R, we introduce r = |h¢(t)] = (' —1)/(e* + 1). After some calculations
we obtain

(15) Im{Ly ()} = 5(1 = r*) Im{¢Ly (r()}
for each z = t( that is not a pole of f, and
(16) Re{Sg (1)} = —5 + (1 —1%)* Re{¢*S; (r()}.

Next we introduce the function v¢.: R — R by

_ [lge@I71? for ge(t) # oo,
velt) = {O ‘ for gg(t) = 0.

Clearly v¢ is a non-negative, continuous function with possible zeros only at the
poles of g¢. If we now introduce the function

2
(17) pe(t) = =3 Re{S ()} + (5 Im{Ly ()})",
we obtain after some calculations
except where g has a pole. From the assumption ||S¢||2 < 2 it follows that
(1 =7%)*Re{¢*Sp(r()} < 2.

Combining this with (16), we obtain that Re{Sy. ()} < 0, and from (17) we
then obtain that p¢(t) > 0. From (18) and the continuity of ve this leads to
the conclusion that v is a non-negative and convex function on R. Using the
condition f”(0) = 0, we obtain that v/(0) = 0, which then implies that v¢ has
its minimum at ¢t = 0 where v¢(0) > 0 since the condition f”(0) =0 implies that
g¢ has no pole at 0. These observations now lead to the conclusion that v¢(t) > 0
for all t € R, i.e. g¢ has no poles. Since this is true for all ¢ € T, we conclude f
must be analytic and hence conformal.

Observe that the condition ||S¢|l2 <2 so far has only been used to establish
the fact that p¢(t) > 0 wherever it is defined. Hence we will obtain the same
information about v¢ by simply assuming p¢(t) > 0 for a fixed ¢ € T. The more
restrictive assumption p¢(t) > 0 for all t € R and all ( € T likewise implies that
f is analytic in D. It is therefore a natural question to ask what we can conclude
about ) = f(D) under the condition p¢(¢) > 0 for all t € R and all ¢ € T. It
turns out that we obtain some of the same information about €2 as in the case
when we assume that f € N. But a natural condition should relate to f and not
to g¢. To this end, we need the following:
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Lemma 5.2. If f is analytic and locally univalent in D and p; and o are
defined as above, we have

pe(t) = 5[2 = oc(r)(1 —r%)7]
where ( € T and t =log(1 —r)/(1 —7r).
Proof. From (15), (16) and (17) we obtain

pe(t) = —%Re{Sg t }+ (llm{qu (t })2

:i—%(l—r Re{g“ S¢(r¢) }+% 1—r2)2(1m{CLf(rC)})2
=§2-0- (Re{c Sr(rQ)} = 3 (m{¢Ls(r0)})")]
:%[2—0'( —r?)?]. o

We are now able to prove the following analogue of Theorem 2, [GP]:

Proposition 5.3. If f: D — Q is a conformal eqivalence satisfying f"”(0) =0
and

(19) sup (1 — T2)20'C(7“) <2 (z =1r()
zeD

then either

(i) Q is unbounded, or -
(ii) f has a continuous extension to D, and there exist positive constants M
and My such that

3

e -s e 2) T e D)

and

£(r¢) — F(O)] < My[dist (£(r¢),00)]"*  (re0,1), CeT).

Proof. According to Lemma 5.2 the assumption (19) is equivalent to p¢(t) > 0
forall t € R and all ¢ € T. Returning to the proof of Theorem 2, [GP], we observe
that under the assumptions p¢(t) > 0 and f”(0) = 0, we can conclude that v¢
is convex and non-negative on R with its minimum at ¢ = 0. However, at this
point our argument deviates from the course of the proof of [GP], since we cannot
conclude in our case that Im{L, ()} = 0 on an interval [0, o] if p¢(t) = 0 on this
interval. (To do this we would need Re{¢S¢(r¢)}(1 —7r?)? < 2.) We now consider
two different cases:

(a) p¢,(t) =0 on [0,00) for at least one (o € T.
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(b) pc(t1) > 0 for some t1 =t1(¢) for all ( € T.

Case (a): It follows from equation (18) that v/ =0 on [0,00), and therefore
ve(t) = ve(0) = a > 0 since v (0) = 0. Hence |g;(t)] = @™ = A > 0 by the
definition of v¢. Therefore

K%NW=AMMW@=A¢

for all ¢ € [0,00). In particular I(f[0,¢)) = (g¢[0,00)) = co. Also, the connection
between gc and f implies that

POl =201 =) Mgh(t)] = 201 — %) - A.

The well-known distortion inequalities now give
3A= (1= (Ol < d(f(r¢),89) < (1 —r2)[f'(r¢)| = 2A.

Assume now for contradiction that v = £([0,¢)) is a bounded set in C. Then the
set

E={z€ C;d(z,7) < A}

is a compact subset of ) containing v as a subset. Since f~!':  — D is contin-
uous, f~1(E) is a compact subset of D. But [0,¢) C f~}(E), and [0,() is not
contained in a compact subset of D. Hence v is unbounded and therefore 2 is
unbounded.

Case (b): We first claim that our assumption leads to the existence of a
smallest to = to(¢) < oo for each ¢ € T such that v/(¢) > 0 for all ¢ > £o(().
We first observe that the assumption that p¢(¢1) > 0 and the fact that v, is
non-decreasing leads to the fact that

v¢ (t1) > pe(t1) - ve(0) = B > 0.

Hence there exists a 6 > 0 such that ¢; — 0 <t < t; + ¢ implies that v{(t) >
%B > 0. By the mean value theorem from calculus we then obtain vé(tl) =
ve(t1 —0) +v¢(r) - 6 for some 7 € (11 — d,¢1) and hence by the convexity of v
and the fact that v;(0) = 0, we have

ve(t1) > $B-6 > 0.
By the convexity of v¢ we then obtain

ve(t) >0  forall t >t;.



220 Kari and Per Hag
For fixed ¢, we will introduce the notation
to(¢) = inf{t; ve(t) > 0}.

Next we claim that 7o = sup{to(¢);¢ € T} < .

Assume for contradiction that there is a sequence {(,} in T such that
lim,, o0 t0((n) = 00. Without loss of generality we may assume that {(,} con-
verges to a (o € T. We claim that this together with the fact that to({p) < oo
will lead to a contradiction. In fact, v (?) is continuous as a function of ¢ and ¢
by the definition. Hence since vy (t2) = C' > 0 for some t3 € (t0(Co), 00), there
exists 6 > 0 and € > 0 such that when

te (tz — 5, to + 5) /\C € {eiSCO; |S’ < 8},

then v (t) > 1C', and consequently to(¢) < t2 — 4 for all such ¢. But choosing n
large enough, we obtain t((,) > to — 6 and ¢, € {€**Co; |s| < €}, a contradiction.

Let o = min{vi (70 + 1); ¢ € T}. Clearly o > 0. Hence v/(t) > « for
t > 1+ 1 for all {, and we can continue the argument as in the proof of the
corresponding case of Theorem 2 in [GP].

Remark. We have not been able to prove that f has a homeomorphic
extension to D as in the corresponding cases in the [GP] approach, neither to prove
that € in the unbounded case is the image of a strip 1" = {w; —%7‘(’ <Imw < %77}
under a Mobius transformation. o

We will now take a closer look at the connection between o¢(t) and John
disks. We will first return to our remark following Proposition 5.1.
We can prove the following:

Proposition 5.4. If f: D — C is analytic and locally univalent, then

liminf(1 — r?)20¢(r) < 2

r—1

for each ( € T.
To prove this result we need the classical Sturm’s comparison theorem:

Lemma 5.5. If y = y;(z) is a nontrivial solution of the differential equation
(fiy) +gy=0, =12

and furthermore, f1 > fo > 0 and g1 < g2, then there is at least one zero of ys
between each pair of consecutive zeros of y1, or y» = Cyy in the interval between
these two zeros.

(Proof of Lemma [K, p. 125].)
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Proof of Proposition 5.4. We assume for contradiction that for some ¢
lim inf(1 — )20 (r) > 2.
r—
From Lemma 5.2, this assumption is equivalent to

lim sup p¢ () < 0.
t—o0

Hence, there exists an ¢ > 0 and a ¢ty € R such that for ¢ > t; we have p¢(t) < —¢.
The differential equation

y'+ey=0
has the (non-trivial) general solution
(20) y = C} cos(\/g . t) + Cy sin(\/g . t)

where (C1,C3) # (0,0).

Using Lemma 5.5 with f; = fo =1, g1 = ¢ and g2 = —p¢, we conclude that
a non-trivial solution of

Ug —pc-ve =0
has at least one zero between two of the zeros of (20). This leads to the situation
that f has a pole at z = t( if v¢(f) = 0, while the case when v¢(t) =0 for ¢ > ¢
implies that gé = oco. Hence we can conclude that under the assumption that f
is analytic in D,
lim inf (1 — r?)20c(r) < 2.0
In the remaining part of this paper we shall need the following lemma.
Lemma 5.6. If v, w, P and @ are real continuous functions on [0, c0)

satisfying the following conditions:
(i) "+ Pv >0 and v >0,
(ii)) w” +Qw <0 and w >0,
(ii) Q> P,
(iv) v(0) = w(0) and v'(0) > w'(0),
then
o(t) _ w(t)
v(to) — wto)
Proof. We introduce the function w(t) = v(t)/w(t). Our goal is to prove that
this function is non-decreasing. From our assumption it follows that
w(0) =1 and W' (0) = [v'(0) — w'(0)]/w(0) > 0.

Furthermore we obtain

for allt >ty > 0.

U// w//

(w'wQ)':(v’-w—v~w’)':v”'w_v'w":w'vlj_?} Zw.v[_P+Q] > 0.

2 is non-decreasing, and in particular
W'(t) - w(t)? = w'(0) - w(0)?,

and since w’(0) > 0, this implies that w'(¢) > 0. o

Hence w'w
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(The idea of this proof is due to N. Steinmetz, [S].)
Theorem 5.7. If f: D — C is conformal and f”(0) =0 and furthermore

(21) sup (1 —72)%o¢(r) < 2,
r¢eD

then Q = f(D) is a John disk.

Proof. We can without loss of generality assume that |f’(0)| = 2 by multipli-
cation with a constant if necessary. Introducing v¢ as before for each ¢ € T we
obtain that

v —peve =0, ve(0) = |gz(0)] =2 = (2/1£(0)])

and v((0) = 0 since f”(0) = 0. The condition (21) is by Lemma 5.2 equivalent to
the condition that there exists an a > 0 such that

1/2:1

pc(t) >a >0 forallte[0,00) and for all ¢ € T.
In order to apply Lemma 5.6, we consider the initial value problem
w” —aw =0, w(0) =1, w'(0) =0,

which has the solution

w(t) =1 [et‘/a + e_t‘/a}.
Clearly w > 0, and with P = —p; and ) = —«, all the conditions of Lemma 5.6
are satisfied. We also obtain

tv/a —tv/a 1
w(t)/w(to) = efwa 1 Z—twa > Sel VA for ¢ > 40 > 0.

By the lemma we conclude that
(22) ve(t)/ve(to) > %e(t*f“)‘/a for t >ty > 0.

As before we have
el—to — 1+ ) I—rg

Cl—7r 1471
where
el -1 e —1
T_et+1’ 7no_e’f—l—l’

and from (22) we then obtain

1147 1—r */a>1 17\ V™
> .

(23) ve®)/vc(to) 2 5\ T T
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Again, using the connection between f, g and v¢ and (23) we obtain
1—r2
1—1r2
2 2
ve(to) 1—rg
ve(t) 1—1r2
1—r\2Vo 12\ 71
<2 : ,
1—17p 1—7r§

1—p\2Vet
§2< ) for 0 <rg<r<1.
1—7"0

’ f(r¢) ‘ ‘ 9¢:(®)
F1(ro¢) | [ gL(to)

This condition holds for all ¢ € T with the same constant «. Hence the conclusion
follows from Theorem 2.3. o

Closing remark. It seems as the condition f”(0) = 0 is essential for the
proof of Theorem 5.7. It is an open question whether or not this condition can be
omitted. Another question is whether condition (21) can be weakened to

(24) limsup(1 — r?)%0¢(r) < a < 2,

r—1

where a does not depend on (. It seems likely that condition (24) should be
sufficient to conclude that 2 = f(D) is a John disk, but our argument does not
seem to work immediately in this case. Nevertheless, we have a feeling that the
function o¢(r) rather than the Schwarzian or the pre-Schwarzian is the natural
function to study in connection with John disks.

Another natural question to ask is if there is a condition on the pre-Schwarzian
derivative which is both necessary and sufficient for f(D) to be a John disk.

Is it possible to obtain similar results as in [COP] and in the present paper
concerning John disks that are not necessarily bounded?
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