S Taylor & Francis
Compiex Val'iables Taylor & Francis Group

d Elliptic Equati . . .. .

TESELEEEE ] Complex Variables and Elliptic Equations

An International Journal

ISSN: 1747-6933 (Print) 1747-6941 (Online) Journal homepage: http://www.tandfonline.com/loi/gcov20

The generalized Matsaev theorem on growth of
subharmonic functions admitting a lower bound in

n
R
Yan Hui Zhang, Kit lan Kou, Guan Tie Deng & Tao Qian

To cite this article: Yan Hui Zhang, Kit lan Kou, Guan Tie Deng & Tao Qian (2017) The

generalized Matsaev theorem on growth of subharmonic functions admitting a lower bound in R",
Complex Variables and Elliptic Equations, 62:5, 642-653, DOI: 10.1080/17476933.2016.1234464

To link to this article: http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17476933.2016.1234464

ﬁ Published online: 25 Sep 2016.

N\
[:J/ Submit your article to this journal &

||I| Article views: 19

A
h View related articles &'

S

{!) View Crossmark data ('

CrossMark

Full Terms & Conditions of access and use can be found at
http://www.tandfonline.com/action/journalinformation?journalCode=gcov20

(Download by: [University of Macau Library] Date: 21 March 2017, At: 01:27 )



http://www.tandfonline.com/action/journalInformation?journalCode=gcov20
http://www.tandfonline.com/loi/gcov20
http://www.tandfonline.com/action/showCitFormats?doi=10.1080/17476933.2016.1234464
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17476933.2016.1234464
http://www.tandfonline.com/action/authorSubmission?journalCode=gcov20&show=instructions
http://www.tandfonline.com/action/authorSubmission?journalCode=gcov20&show=instructions
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/mlt/10.1080/17476933.2016.1234464
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/mlt/10.1080/17476933.2016.1234464
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1080/17476933.2016.1234464&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2016-09-25
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1080/17476933.2016.1234464&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2016-09-25

Taylor & Francis

VOL. 62, NO. 5, 642-653 >
Taylor &Francis Group

COMPLEX VARIABLES AND ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS, 2017 e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17476933.2016.1234464

The generalized Matsaev theorem on growth of subharmonic
functions admitting a lower bound in R"

Yan Hui Zhang?, Kit lan Kou®, Guan Tie Deng® and Tao Qian®

aDepartment of Mathematics, Beijing Technology and Business University, Beijing, China; IC’Faculty of Science
and Technology, Department of Mathematics, University of Macau, Macau; “Key Laboratory of Mathematics
and Complex Systems of Ministry of Education, School of Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University,
Beijing, China

ABSTRACT ARTICLE HISTORY

We generalize Matsaev's theorem for subharmonic functions from two Received 11 July 2016
to higher dimension. The proofs are nontrivial and constructive. Accepted 30 August 2016

COMMUNICATED BY
Y. Xu

KEYWORDS
Lower bound; upper bound;
Cartwright's class; growth

AMS SUBJECT
CLASSIFICATIONS
31C05; 31C99

1. Introduction

In 1960, Matsaev [1] proved the following Theorem.

Theorem 1.1:  Suppose an entire function f (z) in complex plane C has a lower bound

If ()| = exp {—Mrp } z=re” e C, (1)

| sin o[k
r>0, p>1, k>0.

Then the function f (z) is of order p and finite type.

Note: Throughout, M stands for various values which may depend on p or k, but not on z
or f(z), not necessarily the same on any two occurrences.

The Matsaev Theorem has been found various applications in mathematics.[2-7] The
inequalities like (1) are crucial in many problems, since they are intrinsically connected
with the estimates of the Cauchy-type integrals.[8] A special attention of the related studies
has been paid to dealing with the Matsaev theorem on subharmonic functions in the half
space of R".[8,9]

The proof of Matsaev theorem consists of two steps, each having an independent
interest. In the first step, a certain upper bound is significantly improved from the lower
bound by using Carleman’s and R.Nevanlinna’s formulas studied in [10]. Then in the
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second step, the theorem is derived from this upper bound. This two-step procedure has
also applied to many related studies by others.

Matseav proved the following result of subharmonic functions on the upper bound in
the plane which plays a basic role in proving Matsaev’s theorem ([11, p.212, Theorem 3]),
which can be viewed as a far-reaching generalization of the well-known Liouville theorem
on bounded entire functions.[8]

Theorem 1.2: Let u(z) be a subharmonic function in the complex plane C which satisfies

the estimate
1+rP

|sina|’
Then u(z) is of order p and finite type.

u(z) <M z=re" eC,p>11>0. )

Other results of this type can be seen in [11]. Govorrov and Zhuravleva [5] generalized
Theorem 1.2 to analytic functions in the upper half-plane. One form of related estimates
are seen in [6], where Rashkovskii proved a version of Matsaev’s theorem for subharmonic
functions u(z) in the complex plane C and his assumptions were imposed on an integral
norm of the negative part u~ = ut — u with u™*(z) = max{u(z), 0}.

Most recently Kheyfits [8] extended Rashkovskii’s result to subharmonic functions
(Theorem 1.3) with respect to the stationary Schrodinger operator L., i.e. the weak solutions
of the inequality

—Liu=Au—c(x)u >0,

where A is the Laplace operator. Subsolutions of this inequality are called c-subharmonic
functions. Correspondingly, solutions of the equation

Au—c(x)u=20

are called c-harmonic functions. Kheyfits’s result on the upper bound is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.3: Let u be a c-harmonic function in H U —H, c-subharmonic or continuous

in R", such that
1+7r”

| cos6; ]!
in which py is a constant with respect to n and k < co. Then

u(x) <M P> pp 1 >0, (3)

u(x) <MQA+r"), xeR", (4)
where the spherical coordinates in R" are defined by

X = (x1>x2a- . -axn—bxn) = (7’,9), 0= (91>92a- . -aen—l)a

such that
cosbth = x,/r, 0<60; <.
Here H = {x = (x1,%2,...,%4) € R",x, > 0} is the upper half space of R".

By using Theorem 1.3, Kheyfits obtained an interesting version of Matsaev theorem
on c-harmonic functions. Let B(r) be the open ball of radius r centred at the point 0
R", S(r) = dB(r) and B4 (r) = B(r) N H. Set

K(r) = dH\S(r), 1 <r< oo, and K(1,r) = K(r)\K().
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Kheyfits’s version of Matsaev theorem is the following result.

Theorem 1.4: Let ¢ belong to C(H), and u(x) be a c-harmonic function in H, which is
continuous up to the boundary OH. Suppose

lu(x)| =M

in the unit half-ball B Also suppose that the negative part of u has an integral estimate

/ u (r,0) cosO1do () < M(1 +rP), (5)
Sy
with p > pr = 258 and its boundary values satisfy
W /
iy [ o 2D gy < pa 4y, ©)
K(L,r) 'l
in which
Vi(r) = Mr® "2 (1 4 o(1)), r — oo,
and

Wi(r) = Mr® "= 10/2(1 4 0(1)), r — o0,

are two solutions of
—y —(n=Dr Y a2+ q(r)y(r) =0, 0<r<oo,A=n—1,
where xx = ~/n?> + 4k. Then for all x in H

max u(x) < M(1 + [x|”),
0eS

that is, u has the growth of at most order p and normal type in H.

In this paper, we present generalized Matsaev results on growth of subharmonic func-
tions admitting a lower bound in R”. Different from all the others, my approach is based
on techniques developed in papers.[10,12-14]

The generalization in this paper not only includes Theorem 1.1 as a special case, but
also generalizes the half space result in Theorem 1.4 to the entire space. The work in this
paper is a continuation of the study on the growth of harmonic functions and subharmonic
functions in the upper half-space conducted in [8,10,12-16]. Itis also a further development
of the study of the Maximum Principle (e.g. [8,10,17]) and operator theory (e.g. [2,4]).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some basic concepts
to be used throughout the paper. The refinement of the upper bound for a subharmonic
function in H will be presented and proved in Section 3. This is a high-dimensional version
of Theorem 1.2.

The statement and proof of the generalized Matsaev theorem of subharmonic functions
admitting a lower bound for p > 1 and p < 1are provided in Sections 4 and 5, respectively.
Both Sections 4 and 5 generalize the results in Theorems 1.1 and 1.4.
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2. Preliminaries

This section introduces some notations, please refer to [10,18] for more details.
For n > 2, the hyperplane R"~! x {0} = R""! is the boundary of H, which is also
denoted by dH. One can define the lower half-space by

—H = {x = (x1,x2,...,Xn), X, <0}

Taking
x/ = (xl)xZ) EECIEY )xl’l—l)
into account, set
/
X = (X1,%2,...,%n) = (X', x).

In the sense of Lebesgue measure
dx’ =dx; - -dx,—;, dx = dx'dx,.
Let |x| denote the Euclidean norm. Then
PP =xl x4+ x, x)P = W+

The unit vector based on x( #% 0) will be denoted by ﬁ, x # 0. For simplicity, a point
x' € R""1 is often identified with (x/,0) in R” and is identified with the projection of x
onto the hyperplane dH. The notation B(x;j, p;) represents the open ball on R" with centre
xj € R" and radius p; > 0.

According to [19], let ¢ be the angle between x € dH and the nth unit coordinate vector,
ie.

. ’ T
X, = |x|sing, |x'| = |x|cosp, 0<¢< 7

A function u defined in H with values in [—00, 00) is called subharmonic [20] if

(1) u is upper semicontinuous;
(2) for every compact subset K of H and every continuous function v on K which is
harmonic in the interior of K, the inequality ¥ < v is valid in K if it holds in dK.

Let f be a complex-valued function defined in an open set D contained in the complex
plane C,ie. D C C. Write
f=uly +ivixy),

Whelf uand v are real valued. We may induce a function 7) from f, defined on the induced
set D C R", as follows:

— x —

[ () = u(x'],xn) + mv(lx/l,xn),x €D. (7)
The function 7) will be called the induced function from f .

Let I be a domain on the unit sphere S C R”. We always assume that the boundary oH
with respect to S is not a polar set in the light of the classical potential theory. Let

Kl'={x=(r,0) e R"0<r<o00,6 €l}
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be a cone generated by the domain I. Truncated cones are denoted by
K! = KI n B(0, 7).
Recall that a subharmonic function h(x) belongs to Cartwright’s class C, if
[h(x)| < (0 +&)|x|, x>M, (8)

in which 0 < o < +00 is a constant, and

('
/ RAICPIFVISINS ©)
om 1+ |x/|"

The following two lemmas [14] will be used in this paper.

Lemma 2.1:  For a Cartwright’s class C function h(x),

h(x) = o4x, + o(|x]), x4 > 0;

h(x) = o_x, + o(|x]), x4 <0,

hold in H\G and —HN\G, respectively, where 0 < o+ < 400,G = Uf; B(x;j, pj), and pj >0

such that
Zm_pj, j=12....
=17

Lemma 2.2: For a subharmonic function h(x) in R" to belong to the Cartwright’s class C
it is sufficient and necessary that the function h(x) have positive harmonic majorants in the
upper and lower half-space H and —H, respectively, here —H is the lower half space defined
as above.

3. Refinement of the upper bound

We now investigate the refinement of the upper bound for subharmonic functions in H.
To begin, we cite the following Phragmen-Lindelsf theorem [21] for the subharmonic
functions.

Theorem 3.1:  Let u(x) be a subharmonic function in a cone K, where I is a regular
domain on R" and

M(r,u) = sup{u(x) X € K,I}
If

lim inf r_’ﬁM(r, u) <0 and sup u(x) <M,
T xedK]!

Then
u(x) <M, x¢€ K.

The positive solution ™ of the quadratic equation

mlp+n—2) =2
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is called the characteristics constants of the domain I, here g is the least positive eigenvalue
of the Beltrami operator in cone KI N {|x| = 1} for functions vanishing at the boundary of
this region.

By Theorem 3.1 and the methods of [8,11], we will be able to prove the following
theorem, which is similar to Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 3.2: Let u(x) be a subharmonic function in R" which satisfies the estimate

1+
u(x) <M _||, p>1,1>0, xeR", (10)
| sin |}
|x'| = |x| cos @, x, = |x|sing, 0<¢ <.
Then
u(x)gM(l-i—rzP),xe]R”. (11)

T 7
Proof: Without loss of generality, we assume [ > 1. Then — < =. We consider the triangle
4 81 2

abc having the vertices

b4
a= (chc—,O,.. ,0),
8l
b1
b= (0,0,...,Zsec—>,
8l
T
c= <—2csc—,0,.. ,0),
8l
and a point
T
d= (0,0,...,—28€C—>,
8l

denote by I' the boundary of the rhombus with vertices at the points a, b, ¢, d.

Similar to [8], we set .

x4 alPlx — al?

h(x)

for x on side ab.

Ifl < g, h(x) is subharmonic within I', and the following can be shown:

M
h(x) > W (12)

onT.
In fact, we first apply the Sine Rule in Aoax to obtain

x—al x|

sinf  sinZ’
0 is the angle between vectors ox and oa. Applying the Sine Rule again in Aaxc, we get

lx+al |x—adl

. T - . >
sin g; sin

where 1 is the angle between vectors 0x 4 oa and oa. Then we have
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h(x) =

lx + al?!|x — a|?

_ (sin ZyH (sin y)?

x|2!| sin? 6]
Letting
(sin %)2l(sin v)2 T " bid
= ) _—< < —.
|| 81— " — 8l

We see that (12) is proved.
Noting that I' contains the projection of unit sphere to the plane of rhombus and
applying the maximum principle to the function
u(rx) — h(x),

we see u(x) is bounded above inside I" and

u(x) < max h(x) + max[u(rx) — h(x)]
[x|=1 xel

<M+ MrP M
max - .
- 0<6<z \ |sin@]' |sinf|?

Since

MrP M )
max v ik ;) =Mr e,
0<6<m \ | sin@| | sin 6|2

applying Theorem 3.1 within cone K’, we obtain the desired inequality in the theorem. [

4. Growth of subharmonic functions for p > 1

In this section, we present the generalized Matsaev theorem of subharmonic functions
admitting a lower bound for p > 1. To prove the result, we need the following theorem [10]
that provides a lower bound derived from an upper one for harmonic functions in H.

Theorem 4.1:  Let u(x) be a harmonic function in the half space H with continuous
boundary values on the boundary hyperplane R"~1. Suppose

u(x) <K, xeRr=|x|>1,p>n—1, (13)
and
lu(x)| < K, |x] = 1, x, > 0. (14)
Then A
’
u(x) > —CK———, (15)
| sin |1
where .
Xn = |x|sing, |x'| = |x|cosg, 0 < ¢ < >

The estimate provided by the above theorem is important for studying harmonic
functions and their growth properties since the assumption of the theorem is weaker
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than that of the Maximum Principle. Note that the theorem reduces to the well-known
theorem in [11] when n = 2.

The following is the generalized Matsaev theorem on growth of subharmonic functions
admitting a lower for p > 1.

Theorem 4.2:  Suppose a subharmonic function u(x) has the lower bound

u(x) > —MrP ——, p > 1,k >0, x e R", (16)

| sin |k’
X, = |x|sin .

Then u has the growth of order p and normal type in R".

Proof: Let u(x) be a subharmonic function satisfying (16). Without loss of generality, we
assume that u(x) # 0 for |x| < 1, and hence

lu()| = M, |x| <1. (17)

We choose y and ¢ such that

1
1<y<min(2,p),0<(p<n<1——>,
v

and consider the function :
Uy p(y) =u ()’70)) >
in whichy = (¥, y,) € H with

1 1 1

¥y =l|ylcosf and y, = |y|sinf, yv = (yf’,...,y,ﬁ),

and w = (o', w,) € H with
lw| = 1,|0| = cos f, and w, = sin f’
2 2
1

here 6 and ¥ are the angles between y and é,, w and é,, respectively. y¥ w is the induced

1. .
function from §7e1%,§ =re? € C.

Note that u,, ,, () isa harmonic function in the closed upper half-space H, which satisfies
the following

|x|? 1
lu(x)| < — < — , x| =lyrw| < 1.
|sing|k ~ |sing|k
Recall that y and w are in the induced space of H,
M

- . - ¢k
|sm<%+%)|k | csc 5]

Therefore u, ,(y) satisfies the following estimate

L 0 L
ty o () = —Iyl7 | esc (% - ;) = Myl esc (%) 1% (18)
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By Theorem 4.1 and —u,, ,,(y), the estimates (17) and (18) yield the upper bound
uye(y) = M|)’|§| csc (%) 1k csco.

In order to estimate the function u(x), we know that 0 < y% <m,andsety = (rw)? in
(18). By the definition of u,, ,(y) we obtain the estimate

u(x) = uy o[ (rw)’] < Mr’| csc (%) ¥ csc ? < Mr”(csc <p)k+1, (19)

1
{er,0<(p<n<1——)}.
Y

In the same way the estimate is proved for

1
0><p>—7r(1——>.
v

If we replace u(x) by u( — x), we find that (19) holds within the cone

fremim—gien(1- )]

It remains to obtain the estimate of u(x) within the cone

within the cone

1
{x € H, |x'| = |x| cos @, x, = |x|sing, 7 <1 — —> <p< —} .
14
For this purpose we set y = v” in (18), where

v=(,v,) € H with V:rcos(gb—%) and vn:rsin<¢)—§>,

and obtain
u(y) = [uy,<p(v)]y < M@0 +1").

The same estimate is obviously true for

T 1
__<n<_n@__).
14 14

Combining all the estimates, we obtain

ux) < M(1 + [x]”)

| sin !
with | = k + 1. Then, Theorem 4.2 follows immediately from Theorem 3.2. O

When n = 2, the above theorem reduces to Theorem 1.1 where u(z) = log|f(z)|. In
addition, the theorem generalizes the half space result in Theorem 1.4 to the entire space.
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5. Growth of subharmonic functions for p < 1

As for the subharmonic functions admitting a lower bound for p < 1, we have the
following generalized Matsaev result, whose proof utilizes an approach different from that
in the previous section.

Theorem 5.1:  Suppose a subharmonic function h(x) in R" has the lower bound

1+ |x|”

k
Xn

h(x) > —M

, Xy = |x|sing,0<p<1,k>0. (20)

Then it belongs to Cartwright’s class C.

Proof: To begin with, we consider the subharmonic function —h(x) in the half-space
{x € R",x, > 1}. By (20)

—h(x) < =MQA+ [x|?), p<1,x,>1. (21)

Hence —h(x) has a positive harmonic majorant in the upper half-space H, and then has
the following representation [20] (P)23, Theorem 3.1.8’ and P46, Theorem 3.3.16)

1 1 1
h) = ———— | h - d
0 (n—szH (y+e)[|x——y+e|"—2 |x—?+el"—2} Y

2(xp — 1 h(y'
_ 26— 1) y +e dy' + M(xp = 1), %0 > 1,
nwy - Jam |Ix — =y +el"
in which
e = (0,...,0;1)’
and

y = ()/ls e syn—ls —}’n)
is the reflection of y onto the hyperplane dH, where

h
/ OOy, o, (22)
w14 [yl"
and o + o)
/ Ty < oo (23)
om L+ y'"
By Lemma 2.1

—h(x) < (0 +¢&)|x|, o = max (oy,0_),

holds for |x| > M, x € R". Therefore,
h(x) < (o +¢&)lx|, |x] > M, (24)

in the half-space
H; = {x = (x',x,) € R", x, > 1}

and
x =, x,) e R", x, < —1}.
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Applying Theorem 4.1 in
{ynl =13
for
—h(x) — Mx/,
we have
| =h()| < (0 +&)lx.
Note that condition (23) yields the convergence of the integral
2(x, — 1) hy +e)
wn o Jom Ix — =y +el”

dy', x, > 1,

which defines a positive harmonic function in H; with boundary values on the hyperplane
(x = (,x,) € R, x, = 1}
coinciding with h(y" + e). Thus h(x) has a positive harmonic majorant in the half-space
(x = (,x,) € R, x, < 1}.
Similarly, h(x) has a positive harmonic majorant in the half-space
{x = («,x,) € R", x, > —1}.

Therefore, h(x) has a positive majorant in both H and —H. Applying Lemma 2.2, we
conclude that h(x) belongs to the Cartwright’s class C. O
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