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Abstract. The main aim of this article is to establish a sharp improvement of
the classical Bohr inequality for bounded holomorphic mappings in the polydisk
P∆(0; 1n). We also prove two other sharp versions of the Bohr inequality in the
setting of several complex variables by replacing the constant term with the absolute
value of the function and the square of the absolute value of the function, respectively.
All the results are shown to be sharp.

1. Preliminaries and some basic questions

The classical theorem of Harald Bohr [12], originally examined a century ago, con-
tinues to generate intensive research on what is now known as Bohr’s phenomenon.
Renewed interest surged in the 1990s due to successful extensions to holomorphic
functions of several complex variables and to more abstract functional analytic set-
tings.For instance, in 1997, Boas and Khavinson [11] introduced and determined the
n-dimensional Bohr radius for the family of holomorphic functions bounded by unity
on the polydisk (see Section 1.3 for a detailed discussion). This seminal work stimu-
lated significant research interest in Bohr-type questions across diverse mathematical
domains.Subsequent investigations have yielded further results on Bohr’s phenomenon
for multidimensional power series. Notable contributions in this area include those by
Aizenberg [5, 7, 9], Aizenberg et al. [4, 6, 8], Defant and Frerick [16], and Djakov and
Ramanujan [19]. A comprehensive overview of various aspects and generalizations of
Bohr’s inequality can be found in [3, 10, 17, 21, 29, 31–34], the monographs by Kresin
and Maz’ya [28], and the references cited therein. In particular, [28, Section 6.4] on
Bohr-type theorems highlights rich opportunities to extend several existing inequalities
to holomorphic functions of several complex variables and, significantly, to solutions of
PDEs.

1.1. Classical Bohr inequality and its recent implications. Let B denote the
class of analytic functions in the unit disk D := {z ∈ C : |z| < 1} of the form
f(z) =

∑∞
k=0 akz

k such that |f(z)| < 1 in D. In the study of Dirichlet series, in 1914,
Harald Bohr [12] discovered the following interesting phenomenon that if f ∈ B, then
its associated majorant series

Mf (r) :=
∞∑
k=0

|ak|rk ≤ 1 for |z| = r ≤ 1

3
. (1.1)
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The constant 1/3, known as the Bohr radius for the class B, is the best possible.
Furthermore, for ψa(z) = (a− z)/(1− az), a ∈ [0, 1), it follows easily thatMψa(r) > 1
if, and only if, r > 1/(1 + 2a) and hence the radius 1/3 is optimal as a→ 1. For other
proofs of this theorem, we refer to the articles [12,38,39]. It is worth pointing out that
there is no extremal function in B such that the Bohr radius is precisely 1/3 (see [36]).

This result has generated substantial interest in Bohr’s inequality across various
settings; see, for instance, [10, 11], [33], [35] and the recent survey by Ali et al. [3],
[22], [20, Chapter 8], along with the references therein. Several of these works employ
methods from complex analysis, functional analysis, number theory, and probability,
and they further develop new theory and applications of Bohr’s ideas on Dirichlet
series. For example, various multidimensional generalizations of this result have been
obtained in [4, 6, 7, 11, 19,24].

Our primary interest in this paper is to establish several multidimensional analogues
of the improved Bohr’s inequality for the analytic case and to prove that these results
are sharp.

1.2. The improved versions of the classical Bohr’s inequality. Throughout this
paper Sr(f) denotes the area of the image of the subdisk |z| < r under the mapping
f . If f(z) =

∑∞
k=0 akz

k, then from the definition of Sr, we see that

Sr
π

=
1

π

∫ ∫
|z|<r

|f ′(z)|2 dx dy =
∑
k=1

k|ak|2r2k.

Recently, Kayumov and Ponnusamy [26] improved the classical Bohr inequality and
established the result.

Theorem A. Suppose that f(z) =
∑∞

k=0 akz
k is analytic in D and |f(z)| ≤ 1 in D.

Then

|a0|+
∞∑
k=1

|ak|rk +
16

9

(
Sr
π

)
≤ 1 for |z| = r ≤ 1

3
(1.2)

and the numbers 1/3 and 16/9 cannot be improved.

It is worth recalling that if the first term |a0| in (1.2) is replaced by |a0|2, the constants
1/3 and 16/9 are replaced by 1/2 and 9/8, respectively (see [26]). More recently, the
authors of [22] improved Theorem A by replacing the quantity Sr/π in inequality
(1.2) with Sr/(π − Sr). Further generalizations of Bohr’s results were also obtained
(see [22, Corollary 3]). Subsequently, Liu et al. [30] employed the ideas developed
in [22] to advance the study of Bohr’s inequality.

Theorem B. Suppose that f(z) =
∑∞

k=0 akz
k is analytic in D and |f(z)| ≤ 1 in D.

Then

(a) |f(z)|+
∑∞

k=1 |ak|rk ≤ 1 for |z| = r ≤
√
5−2 ≈ 0.236068. The constant

√
5−2

is the best possible. Moreover,
(b) |f(z)|2 +

∑∞
k=1 |ak|rk ≤ 1 for |z| = r ≤ 1

3
. The constant 1

3
is the best possible.

Ismagilov et al. [23] derived a sharp version of Theorems A and B in 2020. These
results reveal the presence of an extremal function confirming that the value 1/3 is the
maximum constant (i.e., it cannot be increased).
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Theorem C. Suppose that f(z) =
∑∞

k=0 akz
k is analytic in D and |f(z)| ≤ 1 in D.

Then

M(r) :=
∞∑
k=0

|ak|rk +
16

9

(
Sr
π

)
+ λ1

(
Sr
π

)2

≤ 1 for r ≤ 1/3, (1.3)

where λ1 =
4(486−261a−324a2+2a3+30a4+3a5)

81(1+a)3(3−5a)
= 18.6095 . . . , and a ≈ 0.567284 is the unique

root in (0, 1) of the equation ψ1(t) = 0, where ψ1(t) = −405+473t+402t2+38t3+3t4+t5.
The equality is achieved for the function ψa(z).

The next result follows from the fact that there is a concrete extremal function for
which equality in (1.3) holds, meaning no strictly positive terms can be added.

Theorem D. Suppose that f(z) =
∑∞

k=0 akz
k is analytic in D and |f(z)| ≤ 1 in D.

Then

M(z, r) := |f(z)|2 +
∞∑
k=1

|ak|rk +
16

9

(
Sr
π

)
+ λ2

(
Sr
π

)2

≤ 1 for |z| = r ≤ 1/3,

where λ2 =
−81+1044a+54a2−116a3−5a4

162(a+1)2(2a−1)
= 16.4618 . . . , and a ≈ 0.537869 is the unique root

in (0, 1) of the equation ψ2(t) = 0, where ψ2(t) = −513 + 910t + 80t2 + 2t3 + t4. The
equality is achieved for the function ψa(z).

Ismagilov et al. [23] replaced |f(z)|2 by |f(z)| in Theorem D; however, this resulted
in a smaller Bohr radius.

Theorem E. Suppose that f(z) =
∑∞

k=0 akz
k is analytic in D and |f(z)| ≤ 1 in D.

Then

|f(z)|+
∞∑
k=1

|ak|rk + p

(
Sr
π

)
≤ 1 for |z| = r ≤

√
5− 2 ≈ 0.236068.

The constants r0 =
√
5− 2 and p = 2(

√
5− 1) are sharp.

1.3. Basic Notations in several complex variables. For z = (z1, . . . , zn) and

w = (w1, . . . , wn) in Cn, we denote ⟨z, w⟩ = z1w1 + . . . + znwn and ||z|| =
√
⟨z, z⟩.

The absolute value of a complex number z1 is denoted by |z1| and for z ∈ Cn, we
define ||z||∞ = max

1≤i≤n
|zi|. An open polydisk (or open polycylinder) in Cn is a subset

P∆(a; r) ⊂ Cn of the form

P∆(a; r) =
∏n

j=1
∆(aj; rj) = {z ∈ Cn : |zi − ai| < ri, i = 1, 2, . . . , n},

the point a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Cn is called the centre of the polydisk and r = (r1, . . . , rn) ∈
Rn (ri > 0) is called the polyradius. It is easy to see that

P∆(0; 1) = P∆(0; 1n) =
∏n

j=1
∆(0n; 1n).

A multi-index α = (α1, . . . , αn) of dimension n consists of n non-negative integers
αj, 1 ≤ j ≤ n; the degree of a multi-index α is the sum |α| =

∑n
j=1 αj and we denote
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α! = α1! . . . αn!. For z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn and a multi-index α = (α1, . . . , αn), we
define

zα =
∏n

j=1
z
αj

j and |z|α =
∏n

j=1
|zj|αj .

It is natural to raise the following.

Problem 1.1. Can we establish the multidimensional versions of Theorems C-E?

The primary goal of this article is to provide an affirmative answer to Problem 1.1.
The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we state the main results of this paper.
In Section 3, we prove several lemmas that will play a key role in establishing our main
results. Section 4 then presents the detailed proofs of these main results.

2. Main Results

Let f(z) =
∑

|α|=0 aαz
α be a holomorphic function in the polydisk P∆(0; 1n) such

that |f(z)| ≤ 1 for all z ∈ P∆(0; 1/n) and define Mf (|z|) =
∑∞

|α|=0 |aα||z|α. We now
state our first result, which is a multidimensional version of Theorem C.

Theorem 2.1. Let f(z) =
∑

|α|=0 aαz
α be a holomorphic function in the polydisk

P∆(0; 1n) such that |f(z)| ≤ 1 for all z ∈ P∆(0; 1/n). Then

Af (r) :=Mf (|z|) +
16

9

∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2α + λ1

 ∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2α
2

≤ 1, (2.1)

for r ≤ 1/3n, where z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ P∆(0; 1/n) and r = (r1, r2, . . . , rn) such that
r = ||z||∞, where λ1, |a0| = a ≈ 0.567284 is the unique root of the equation ψ1(t) = 0,
are defined in Theorem C. The equality is attained by the holomorphic function fa in
the polydisk P∆(0; 1/n)

fa(z) =
a− (z1 + z2 + · · ·+ zn)

1− a(z1 + z2 + · · ·+ zn)
, for a ∈ [0, 1). (2.2)

Next, we state our second result, which is a multidimensional version of Theorem D.

Theorem 2.2. Let f(z) =
∑

|α|=0 aαz
α be a holomorphic function in the polydisk

P∆(0; 1n) such that |f(z)| ≤ 1 for all z ∈ P∆(0; 1/n). Then

B(z, r) := |f(z)|2 +Af (r) ≤ 1, for r ≤ 1

3n
, (2.3)

where z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ P∆(0; 1/n) and r = (r1, r2, . . . , rn) such that r = ||z||∞, where
λ, a ≈ 0.537869 is the unique root in (0, 1) of the equation ψ2(t) = 0, are defined as in
Theorem D. The equality is attained by the function fa as defined in (2.2).

Our final result is the multidimensional generalization of Theorem E.

Theorem 2.3. Let f(z) =
∑

|α|=0 aαz
α be a holomorphic function in the polydisk

P∆(0; 1n) such that |f(z)| ≤ 1 for all z ∈ P∆(0; 1/n). Then

Cf (r) := |f(z)|+Af (r) + p

 ∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2α
 ≤ 1, (2.4)
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for nr ≤
√
5−2 ≈ 0.236068, where z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ P∆(0; 1/n) and r = (r1, r2, . . . , rn)

such that r = ||z||∞ and the constants nr0 =
√
5− 2 and p = 2(

√
5− 1) are sharp.

3. Key lemmas and proofs

We now recall here some lemmas for functions of single complex variable.

Lemma A. [25, 26] Let |b0| < 1 and g(z) =
∑∞

k=1 bkz
k be analytic and satisfies

|g(z)| < 1 in D.
(a). If 0 < r ≤ 1√

2
, then

∑∞
k=1 k|bk|2r2k ≤ r2 (1−|b0|2)2

(1−|b0|2 r2)2 .

(b). If 0 < R ≤ 1, then
∑∞

k=1 |bk|2Rk ≤ R (1−|b0|2)2
1−|b0|2R .

The following key lemma is established as a multidimensional analogue of parts (a)
and (b) of Lemma A, serving as the foundation for the proof of our main results.

Lemma 3.1. Let f be a holomorphic function in the polydisk P∆(0; 1n) such that
|f(z)| ≤ 1 for all z ∈ P∆(0; 1n) and f(z) =

∑∞
|α|=0 aαz

α for all z ∈ P∆(0; 1n). Then,

for r = (r1, r2, . . . , rn) and r = ||r||∞, we have the estimates

(a).

∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2|α| ≤ r2
(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2
, for 0 < r ≤ 1/

√
2. (3.1)

(b).

∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

||aα|2 r|α| ≤ r
(1− |a0|2)2

1− |a0|2 r
, for 0 < r < 1. (3.2)

(c).

∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα|rα ≤
∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα|rα ≤


√
nr

1− |a0|2

1− n|a0|r
for |a0| ≥ r

√
nr

√
1− |a0|2√
1− nr2

for |a0| < r.

The inequalities (3.1) and (3.2) are sharp.

Proof. The function f has the following series expansion in terms of the homogeneous
polynomials

f(z) = a0 + P1(z) + P2(z) + . . . , (3.3)

where the term Pk(z) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree k.

For any z ∈ P∆(0;1n), the theorem holds trivially if z = 0n; otherwise (if z ̸= 0n),
we proceed to define

g(t) = f

(
z

||z||∞
t

)
= a0 + P1

(
z

||z||∞

)
t+ P2

(
z

||z||∞

)
t2 + . . . , (3.4)

where t ∈ C such that |t| < 1.
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Proof of (a). For a fixed z ∈ P∆(0; 1n), the function g(t) is analytic in the disk
|t| < 1. Since |f(z)| ≤ 1, it follows from Eq. (3.4) that |g(t)| ≤ 1 in |t| < 1. Thus, we
have

∞∑
k=1

k

∣∣∣∣Pk ( z

||z||∞

)∣∣∣∣2 |t|2k ≤ |t|2 (1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 |t|2)2
for 0 < |t| < 1. (3.5)

Let z = (z1, z2, . . . , zn) ∈ P∆(0; 1n) such that |zi| = ri for i = 1, 2, . . . , n and r =
||r||∞ = ||z||∞, where r = (r1, r2, . . . , rn). Then from (3.5), we obtain

∞∑
k=1

k
∣∣∣Pk (z

r

)∣∣∣2 r2k ≤ r2
(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2
, for 0 < r < 1, (3.6)

where

Pk

(z
r

)
=
∑
|α|=k

aα

(z
r

)α
.

We set zj = rje
iθj (0 ≤ θj ≤ 2π), where 0 < rj < 1, j = 1, 2, . . . , n and consider the

integration of
∣∣∣Pk ( r1eiθ1r

, . . . , rne
iθn

r

)∣∣∣2. Noting that
∫ 2π

0
ei(β−γ)θdθ = 2πδβ,γ Kronecker’s

symbol, we have
∞∑
k=1

|aα|2r2α
1

r2|α|
=

1

(2π)n

∫ 2π

0

· · ·
∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣∣Pk (r1eiθ1r
, . . . ,

rne
iθn

r

)∣∣∣∣2 dθ1 · · · dθn
≤ max

Cn(0,r)

∣∣∣∣Pk (r1eiθ1r
, . . . ,

rne
iθn

r

)∣∣∣∣2 ,
i.e., ∑

|α|=k

|aα|2r2α
1

r2|α|
≤ max

Cn(0,r)

∣∣∣∣Pk (r1eiθ1r
, . . . ,

rne
iθn

r

)∣∣∣∣2 , (3.7)

where k ≥ 1 and r = (r1, r2, . . . , rn). On the other hand, from (3.6), we obtain
∞∑
k=1

k max
Cn(0,r)

∣∣∣Pk (z
r

)∣∣∣2 r2k ≤ r2
(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2
, for 0 < r < 1. (3.8)

In view of (3.7) to (3.8), we obtain
∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2r2α ||aαrα||21 ≤ r2
(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2
, for 0 < r < 1. (3.9)

Letting ri → r for i = 1, 2, . . . , n, we obtain from (3.9) that
∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2|α| ≤ r2
(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2
, for 0 < r < 1.

For 0 < r ≤ 1/
√
2, the sequence {|α|r2|α|} is non-increasing for all |α| ≥ 1, which is

equivalent to the condition (k + 1)r2(α+1) ≤ kr2α. i.e., if

r ≤
√

k

k + 1
k = 1, 2, . . .
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Since the last bound is smallest for k = 1, the condition is equivalent to r ≤ 1√
2
.

To show the inequality (3.1) is sharp, we consider the function

f(z) =
a− 1

n
(z1 + z2 + . . .+ zn)

1− a
n
(z1 + z2 + . . .+ zn)

, where a = |a0| ̸= 0. (3.10)

The function f is easily verified to be holomorphic in the polydisk P∆(0;1n). Since∣∣ a
n
(z1 + z2 + . . .+ zn)

∣∣ < 1, we se that f has the following series expansion

f(z) =
∞∑

|α|=0

aαz
α = a− (1− a2)

∞∑
k=1

ak−1

(
z1 + z2 + . . .+ zn

n

)k
for all z ∈ P∆(0; 1n). For the point z = (r, r, . . . , r), we find that

f(z) =
∞∑

|α|=0

aαr
α = a− (1− a2)

∞∑
k=1

ak−1rk. (3.11)

Thus, we see that

∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2|α| =
(1− a2)

a2
(ar)2

∞∑
k=0

(a2r2)k = r2
(1− a2)2

(1− a2r2)2
,

which shows that the inequality (3.1) is sharp.

Proof of (b). The function f has the series expansion (3.3). Let g be defined as in
(3.4). Because |f(z)| ≤ 1, we deduce from (3.4) that |g(t)| ≤ 1 for |t| < 1. Applying
Lemma B yields that

∞∑
k=1

∣∣∣∣Pk ( z

||z||∞

)∣∣∣∣2 |t|k ≤ |t| (1− |a0|2)2

1− |a0|2 |t|
, for 0 < |t| < 1. (3.12)

If 0 < r < 1, then Eq. (3.12) yields

∞∑
k=1

∣∣∣∣Pk ( z

||z||∞

)∣∣∣∣2 rk ≤ r
(1− |a0|2)2

1− |a0|2 r
for 0 < r < 1. (3.13)

Using similar arguments as those applied in part (a), we can prove that∑
|α|=k

|aα|2r2α
1

r2|α|
≤ max

Cn(0,r)

∣∣∣∣Pk (r1eiθ1r
, . . . ,

rne
iθn

r

)∣∣∣∣2 . (3.14)

Furthermore, it follows from (3.13) that

∞∑
k=1

max
Cn(0,r)

|Pk(z)|2 rk ≤ r
(1− |a0|2)2

1− |a0|2 r
, for 0 < r < 1. (3.15)

By substituting (3.14) into (3.15), we obtain

∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα|2r2α
1

r|α|
≤ r

(1− |a0|2)2

1− |a0|2 r
, for 0 < r < 1. (3.16)
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Taking the limit ri → r, Eq. (3.16) yields that desired inequality (3.2) as
∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r|α| ≤ r
(1− |a0|2)2

1− |a0|2 r
for 0 < r < 1.

The function f defined by (3.10) is considered to show that this inequality is sharp. In
fact, we see that

∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r|α| =
(1− a2)

a2
(a
√
r)2

∞∑
k=0

(a2r)k = r
(1− a2)2

1− a2r
,

which shows that the inequality (3.2) is sharp.

Proof of (c). Choose any ρ > 1 such that ρr ≤ 1 and nρ−1r < 1. Then, using the
classical Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Eq. (3.2) (with ρr substituted for r), we have
the estimate

∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα|rα ≤
∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα|rα ≤

√√√√ ∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα|2ρ|α|r|α|
√√√√ ∞∑

k=1

∑
|α|=k

ρ−|α|r|α| (3.17)

≤

√
ρr

(1− |a0|2)2
1− |a0|2ρr

√√√√ ∞∑
k=1

(ρ−1r)k
∑
|α|=k

1

≤

√
ρr

(1− |a0|2)2
1− |a0|2ρr

√√√√ ∞∑
k=1

(nρ−1r)k

≤

√
ρr

(1− |a0|2)2
1− |a0|2ρr

√
nρ−1r

1− nρ−1r

=

√
nr(1− |a0|2)√

1− |a0|2ρr
√
1− nρ−1r

.

We independently consider the cases where |a0| ≥ r (setting ρ = 1/|a0|) and |a0| < r
(setting ρ = 1/r), noting that 1 − n|a0|r < 1 − |a0|r, which allows us to obtain the
following inequality from Eq. (3.17)

∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα|rα ≤
∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα|rα ≤


√
nr

1− |a0|2

1− n|a0|r
, for |a0| ≥ r

√
nr

√
1− |a0|2√
1− nr2

, for |a0| < r.

This completes the proof. □

We have the following lemma which is a special case of [15, Theorem 2.2].

Lemma 3.2. Let f be holomorphic in the polydisk P∆(0; 1n) such that |f(z)| ≤ 1 for
all z ∈ P∆(0; 1n). Then for all z ∈ P∆(0; 1n), we have

|f(z)| ≤ |f(0)|+ ||z||∞
1 + |f(0)|||z||∞

.
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4. Proof of the main results

In this section, we present the proof of the main results.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Assuming the given condition, the function f(z) = a0 +∑∞
|α|=1 aαz

α is holomorphic and bounded (|f(z)| ≤ 1) in the polydisk P∆(0;1n), where

we define the maximum norm of z = (z1, . . . , zn) as r = ||z||∞. Note that

∞∑
|α|=0

|aα||z|α ≤
∞∑

|α|=0

|aα| ||z|||α|∞ =
∞∑

|α|=0

|aα| r|α| = |a0|+
∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα| r|α|. (4.1)

Applying Lemma 3.1 (c), we find that

∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα|rα ≤
∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα| r|α| ≤


A(r) :=

√
nr

1− |a0|2

1− n|a0|r
, for |a0| ≥ r

B(r) :=
√
nr

√
1− |a0|2√
1− nr2

, for |a0| < r.
(4.2)

By Lemma 3.1 (a), we see that

∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2α ≤
∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2|α| ≤ r2
(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2
, (4.3)

for 0 < r ≤ 1/
√
2. Since |a0|r2 ≤ |a0|n2r

2
, it follows from (4.3) that

r2
(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2
≤ n2r

2 (1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 n2r2)2
. (4.4)

In view of (4.1), an easy computation shows that

Af (r) =
∞∑

|α|=0

|aα||z|α +
16

9

∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2α + λ

 ∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2α
2

(4.5)

≤ |a0|+
∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα| r|α| +
16

9

∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2|α| + λ

 ∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2|α|
2

:= Af (r).

Since Af (r) is an increasing function of r, we have Af (r) ≤ Af

(
1
3n

)
, for 0 ≤ r ≤ 1/3n

and thus, it suffices to prove the inequality (2.1) for r = 1/3n.

To complete the proof, we discuss the following two cases:

Case 1. Let a = |a0| ≥ 1/3n. In this case, for |a0| ≥ r, we see from Eq. (4.2) that

A(r) :=
√
nr

(
1− |a0|2

1− n|a0|r

)
≤ nr

(
1− |a0|2

1− n|a0|r

)
. (4.6)
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Substituting (4.4) and (4.6) (with r = 1/3n) into Equation (4.5), a straightforward
computation shows that

Af (r) ≤ a+ A

(
1

3n

)
+

16

9

(
r2

(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2

)
+ λ

(
r2

(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2

)2

(4.7)

≤ a+ A

(
1

3n

)
+

16

9

(
n2r

2 (1− a2)2

(1− a2 n2r2)2

)
+ λ

(
n2r

2 (1− a2)2

(1− a2 n2r2)2

)2

≤ a+
1− a2

3− a
+ 16

(1− a2)2

(9− a2)2
+ 81λ

(1− a2)4

(9− a2)4
= 1− (1− a)3

(9− a2)4
Φ(a),

where

Φ(t) := 3078 + 1944t− 522t2 − 432t3 + 2t4 + 24t5 + 2t6 (4.8)

+ λ1
(
−81− 243t− 162t2 + 162t3 + 243t4 + 81t5

)
.

Let us choose s ∈ [0, 1] such that Φ′(s) = 0. Subsequently, (4.8) yields λ1 of Theorem
C. By substituting λ1 into (4.8) and performing the necessary simplification, it is easily
deduced that

Φ(s) =
2s2 − 9

3− 5s
ψ1(s). (4.9)

One can verify that the function ψ(s) has exactly one positive root in the interval
[1/3, 1], denoted s0 ≈ 0.567284. Furthermore, from (4.9), we observe that Φ(1/3) > 0
and Φ(1) > 0. Since Φ(s) is non-negative on the boundary, we conclude that Φ(s) ≥ 0
throughout the interval [1/3, 1]. This shows that Af (r) ≤ 1 for |a0| ∈ [1/3, 1] when
r = 1/3n.

Case 2. Let a = |a0| < 1/3n. Since nr2 ≤ n2r
2
, for |a0| < r, we see from (4.2) that

B(r) =:
√
nr

√
1− |a0|2√
1− nr2

≤ nr

√
1− |a0|2√
1− n2r2

. (4.10)

In view of (4.4) and (4.10) (with r = 1/3n), when applied to (4.5), a simple computation
leads to the following

Af (r) ≤ a+B

(
1

3n

)
+

16

9

(
r2

(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2

)
+ λ

(
r2

(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2

)2

≤ a+B

(
1

3n

)
+

16

9

(
n2r

2 (1− a2)2

(1− a2 n2r2)2

)
+ λ

(
n2r

2 (1− a2)2

(1− a2 n2r2)2

)2

≤ a+

√
1− a2√

8
+ 16

(1− a2)2

(9− a2)2
+ 81λ

(1− a2)4

(9− a2)4
:= Ψ(a).

Routine calculations show that the final expression for Ψ(s) is monotonically increasing
with respect to s. Over the interval [0, 1/3), the maximum value is therefore achieved
at the boundary point s = 1/3. Since the maximum Ψ(1/3) ≤ 0.98, the inequality
(2.1) is satisfied for |a0| ∈ [0, 1/3). This completes the proof that Af (r) ≤ 1 holds for
|a0| ∈ [0, 1/3) and r ≤ 1/3n.



Multidimensional analogues of the improved Bohr’s inequality 11

To prove that the constant λ2 is sharp, we let a ∈ [0, 1) and consider the function fa
as given by (2.2). For the point z = (r, r, . . . , r), we find that

fa(z) = a− (1− a2)
∞∑
k=1

ak−1(nr)k

and hence, we have the estimates

∑
|α|=0

|aα||z|α = a+ (1− a2)
∞∑
k=1

ak−1(nr)k = a+ (1− a2)
nr

1− nar
,

∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2|α| =
(1− a2)

a2
(anr)2

∞∑
k=0

(
k+1

1

)
(a2r2)k = (nr)2

(1− a2)2

(1− a2n2r2)2
.

Therefore, in view of the above estimates, we see that

Af (r) =
∞∑

|α|=0

|aα||z|α +
16

9

∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2α + λ

 ∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2α
2

= a+ (1− a2)
nr

1− nar
+

16

9

(
(nr)2

(1− a2)2

(1− a2n2r2)2

)
+ λ

(
(nr)2

(1− a2)2

(1− a2n2r2)2

)2

.

Consequently, we have

Af

(
1

3n

)
= a+

1− a2

3− a
+

16(1− a2)2

(9− a2)2
+

81λ(1− a2)4

(9− a2)4
.

Choosing a as the positive root s0 of the equation ψ(s) = 0, we consequently see that
Af

(
1
3n

)
= 1. Moreover,

Af

(
1

3n

)
= a+

1− a2

3− a
+

16(1− a2)2

(9− a2)2
+

81λ1(1− a2)4

(9− a2)4

= a+
1− a2

3− a
+

16(1− a2)2

(9− a2)2
+

81λ(1− a2)4

(9− a2)4
+

81(λ3 − λ)(1− a2)4

(9− a2)4

:= Af,1

(
1

3n

)
.

Thus, we see that the expression

Af,1

(
1

3n

)
= 1 + (λ3 − λ)

81(1− a2)4

(9− a2)4
,

is bigger than 1 in the case when λ3 > λ which shows that the constant λ is best
possible. This completes the proof. □

Proof of Theorem 2.2. By the given condition f(z) = a0 +
∑∞

|α|=1 aαz
α is holo-

morphic in the polydisk P∆(0; 1n) such that |f(z)| ≤ 1 in P∆(0; 1n). Let us take
z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ P∆(0; 1n) such that r = ||z||∞. By Lemma 3.2, we have

|f(z)| ≤ ||z||∞ + |a0|
1 + |a0|||z||∞

=
r+ |a0|
1 + |a0|r

≤ nr+ |a0|
1 + |a0|nr

. (4.11)
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Using (4.1) and (4.11), we see that

Bf (z, r)

= |f(z)|2 +
∞∑

|α|=1

|aα||z|α +
16

9

∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2α + λ

 ∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2α
2

≤
(
nr+ |a0|
1 + |a0|nr

)2

+
∞∑
k=1

∑
|α|=k

|aα| r|α| +
16

9

∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2|α|

+ λ

 ∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2|α|
2

= Bf (z, r). (4.12)

Since Bf (z, r) increases with r, the inequality Bf (z, r) ≤ Bf (z, 1/3n) holds for 0 ≤ r ≤
1/3n, meaning we only need to consider r = 1/3n to establish inequality (2.3).

We consider following two cases:

Case 1. Let a = |a0| ≥ 1/3n. Using (4.4) and (4.6) (with r = 1/3n) to (4.12), we
have

Bf (z, r)

≤
(
nr+ |a0|
1 + |a0|nr

)2

+ A(r) +
16

9

(
r2

(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2

)
+ λ

(
r2

(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2

)2

≤
(
nr+ |a0|
1 + |a0|nr

)2

+ A(r) +
16

9

(
n2r

2 (1− a2)2

(1− a2 n2r2)2

)
+ λ

(
n2r

2 (1− a2)2

(1− a2 n2r2)2

)2

≤
(
1 + 3a

3 + a

)2

+
1− a2

3− a
+ 16

(1− a2)2

(9− a2)2
+ 81λ

(1− a2)4

(9− a2)4

= 1− (1− a)3(1 + a)

(
a+ 29

(9− a2)2
− 81λ

(1− a2)(1 + a)2

(9− a2)4

)
= 1− (1− a)3(1 + a)

(9− a2)4
Φ(a),

where

Φ(t) = 2349 + 81t− 522t2 − 18t3 + 29t4 + t5 (4.13)

+ λ2(−81− 162t+ 162t3 + 81t4).

Let us choose s ∈ [0, 1] such that Φ′(s) = 0. Then, from (4.13), we get the value of λ2.
Substituting this value of λ2 back into (4.13) and simplifying leads to

Φ(s) =
9− s2

2(2s− 1)
(−513 + 910s+ 80s2 + 2s3 + s4). (4.14)

Let ψ2(s) = −513+ 910s+80s2 +2s3 + s4. One can verify that ψ(s) possesses exactly
one positive root in the interval [1/3, 1], approximately s0 ≈ 0.537869. Furthermore,
from (4.14), we observe that the boundary values Φ(1/3) > 0 and Φ(1) > 0. This
implies Φ(s) ≥ 0 throughout the entire interval [1/3, 1]. Consequently, we establish the
bound Bf (z, r) ≤ 1 for |a0| ∈ [1/3, 1] and r = 1/3n.
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Case 2. Let a = |a0| < 1/3n. Using (4.12), (4.4) and (4.10) (setting r = 1/3n), we
derive that

Bf (z, r)

≤
(
nr+ |a0|
1 + |a0|nr

)2

+B

(
1

3n

)
+

16

9

(
r2

(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2

)
+ λ

(
r2

(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2

)2

≤
(
nr+ |a0|
1 + |a0|nr

)2

+B

(
1

3n

)
+

16

9

(
n2r

2 (1− a2)2

(1− a2 n2r2)2

)
+ λ

(
n2r

2 (1− a2)2

(1− a2 n2r2)2

)2

≤
(
1 + 3a

3 + a

)2

+

√
1− a2√

8
+ 16

(1− a2)2

(9− a2)2
+ 81λ

(1− a2)4

(9− a2)4

= Ψ(a).

Routine and straightforward calculations show that the last expression for Ψ(s) is an
increasing function of s. Hence, its maximum is attained at the point s0 = |a0| = 1

3
, and

the maximum value Ψ(s0) is found to be less than or equal to 0.987 (≤ 1). Therefore,
the desired inequality (2.3) follows for |a0| ∈ [0, 1/3). This proves that Bf (z, r) ≤ 1 for
|a0| ∈ [0, 1/3) and r ≤ 1/3n.

To prove that the constant λ is sharp, we consider the holomorphic function fa in
the polydisk P∆(0; 1/n) given by (2.2). Obviously

fa(z) = a− (1− a2)
∞∑
k=1

ak−1(z1 + z2 + · · ·+ zn)
k

for all z ∈ P∆(0; 1/n). For the point z = (r, r, . . . , r), we find that

|fa(z)| =
a+ nr

1 + nar
and fa(z) = a− (1− a2)

∞∑
k=1

ak−1(nr)k. (4.15)

Consequently, we see that

Bfa(z, r) = |fa(z)|2 +
∞∑

|α|=1

|aα||z|α +
16

9

∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2α + λ

 ∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2α
2

=

(
nr+ a

1 + anr

)2

+
(1− a2)nr

1− nar
+

16

9

(1− a2)2(nr)2

(1− a2n2r2)2
+ λ

(
(1− a2)2(nr)2

(1− a2n2r2)2

)2

.

Thus, it is clear that

Bfa
(
z,

1

3n

)
=

(
1 + 3a

3 + a

)2

+
1− a2

3− a
+ 16

(1− a2)2

(9− a2)2
+ 81λ

(1− a2)4

(9− a2)4
.
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Choosing a = s0, where s0 is the positive root of −513 + 910s + 80s2 + 2s3 + s4 = 0,
results in Bfa(z, 1/3n) = 1. Additionally, we see that

Bfa
(
z,

1

3n

)
=

(
1 + 3a

3 + a

)2

+
1− a2

3− a
+ 16

(1− a2)2

(9− a2)2
+ 81λ1

(1− a2)4

(9− a2)4

=

(
1 + 3a

3 + a

)2

+
1− a2

3− a
+ 16

(1− a2)2

(9− a2)2
+ 81λ

(1− a2)4

(9− a2)4
+ 81(λ3 − λ)

(1− a2)4

(9− a2)4
.

Choose a as the positive root s0 of the equation −513 + 910s + 80s2 + 2s3 + s4 = 0.
Then, a simple computation shows that

Bfa
(
z,

1

3n

)
= 1 + (λ3 − λ)

81(1− a2)4

(9− a2)4
,

which is bigger than 1 in the case when λ3 > λ. This verifies the sharpness of λ, and
the proof is completed. □

Proof of Theorem 2.3. By the given condition f(z) = a0 +
∑∞

|α|=1 aαz
α is holo-

morphic in the polydisk P∆(0; 1n) such that |f(z)| ≤ 1 in P∆(0; 1n). Let us take
z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ P∆(0; 1n) such that r = ||z||∞.

To complete the proof, we consider following two cases:

Case 1. Let a = |a0| ≥ r. From (4.4), (4.6) and (4.11), it follows that

Cf (r) ≤
nr+ |a0|
1 + |a0|nr

+ A(r) + p

(
r2

(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2

)
≤ nr+ |a0|

1 + |a0|nr
+ nr

1− |a0|2

1− n|a0|r
+ p

(
n2r

2 (1− a2)2

(1− a2 n2r2)2

)
= Cf,1(r).

A routine computation shows that

Cf,1

(√
5− 2

n

)
=

√
5− 2 + a

1 + (
√
5− 2)a

+ (
√
5− 2)

1− a2

1− (
√
5− 2)a

(4.16)

+ p(9− 4
√
5)

(1− a2)2

(1− a2(9− 4
√
5))2

= 1 +
(1− a)3

(
7(−9 + 4

√
5) + 4(−47 + 21

√
5)a+ (−161 + 72

√
5)a2

)
((4

√
5− 9)a2 + 1)2

:= 1 + F (a).

Since −9+ 4
√
5 < 0, −47+ 21

√
5 < 0 and −161+ 72

√
5 < 0, it follows that F (a) ≤ 0.

Hence, from (4.16), we see that

Cf,1

(√
5− 2

n

)
≤ 1.

Thus, the desired inequality (2.4) is valid for the case where |a0| ≥ r and r ≤
(
√
5− 2)/n.
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Case 2. Let a = |a0| < r. using (4.4), (4.10) and (4.11), it is easy to see that

Cf (r) ≤
nr+ |a0|
1 + |a0|nr

+B(r) + p

(
r2

(1− |a0|2)2

(1− |a0|2 r2)2

)
≤ nr+ |a0|

1 + |a0|nr
+ nr

√
1− |a0|2√
1− n2r2

+ p

(
n2r

2 (1− a2)2

(1− a2 n2r2)2

)
= Cf,2(r).

A routine calculation shows that Cf,2(r) is increasing with respect to r for all a ∈ [0, r].
Consequently, its maximum value is attained when a = r. This specific case was
already settled in the preceding analysis.

To verify that the estimate for p is sharp, let a ∈ [0, 1) and consider the function fa
as defined by (2.2). Thus, in view of (4.15), we obtain

Cfa(r) = |fa(z)|+
∞∑

|α|=1

|aα||z|α +
(
2(
√
5− 1) + ε

) ∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2α


=
nr+ a

1 + anr
+

(1− a2)nr

1− nar
+
(
2(
√
5− 1) + ε

)((1− a2)2(nr)2

(1− a2n2r2)2

)
.

For r = (
√
5− 2)/n, we have

Cfa

(√
5− 2

n

)

= |f(z)|+
∞∑

|α|=1

|aα||z|α +
(
2(
√
5− 1) + ε

) ∞∑
k=1

k
∑
|α|=k

|aα|2 r2α


=
a+

√
5− 2

1 + (
√
5− 2)a

+
(
√
5− 2)(1− a2)

1− (
√
5− 2)a

+
(
2(
√
5− 1) + ε

)((9− 4
√
5)(1− a2)2

(1− (9− 4
√
5)a2)2

)

= 1 +
(1− a)3

(
a
((
72
√
5− 161

)
+
(
84
√
5− 188

))
+ 7

(
4
√
5− 9

))
(1− (9− 4

√
5)a2)2

+ ε
(9− 4

√
5)(1− a2)2

(1− (9− 4
√
5)a2)2

,

which is bigger than 1 in the case when a→ 1. This completes the proof. □
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