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Abstract

Aims/ Objectives: In this paper, making use the Hadamard product , we introduce drive
several interesting subordination results for a new class of analytic function. Furthermore, we
mention some known and new results, which follow as special cases of our results.
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1 Introduction

Let A denote the class of functions of the form

f(2) :erZanzn, (1.1)

which are analytic in the open unit disc U= {z € C: |z| < 1}. Let K denote the class of functions
f(2) € A which are convex in U and let S(k, ) denote the subclass of A which satisfies the following
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inequality (see [1, 2, 3, 4])

2f (2) 21 (2) . .
Re(f(z) +k ) >>a (k>0;0<a<1;z€0).

The Hadamard product (or convolution) (f % g)(z) of the functions f(z) and g(z), that is, if f(z) is
given by (1.1) and ¢(z) is given by

9(z) = z+ i bn2"  (bn >0), (1.2)
n=2
is defined by:
(f+g)(z —z+2anbz (g* f)(2). (1.3)

If f and g are analytic functions in U, we say that f is subordinate to g, written f < g if there
exists a Schwarz function w, which (by definition) is analytic in U with w(0) = 0 and |w(z)| < 1 for
all z € U, such that f(z) = g(w(2)), z € U. Furthermore, if the function g is univalent in U, then
we have the following equivalence (cf., e.g., [5, 6]):

f(2) < g(2) & f(0) = g(0) and f(U) C g(U).

Definition 1.1. (Subordinating Factor Sequence ) [7]. A sequence {dn} -, of complex numbers
is said to be a subordinating factor sequence if, whenever f of the form (1.1) is analytic, univalent
and convex in U, we have the subordination given by

Zdnanz" < f(z) (2€U; a1 =1). (1.4)

For 0 < o < 1,k > 0 and for all z € U, let H(f,g;, k) denote the subclass of A consisting of
functions f(z) of the form (1.1) and g(z) of the form (1.2) and satisfying the analytic criterion:

Re{zU 9@, #(Fxg)” <z>} . (1.5

(f*9)(2) (f*9)(2)

The class was introduce and studied by Aouf et al. (see [8]). We note that for suitable choice of g,
we obtain the following subclasses studied by various authors.

(1) If we take g(z) = 12, then the class H(f, 127;, k) reduces to the class S(k, a) (see [3]);
(2) If we take g(z) = % and k = 0, then the class H(f, iZ5;a,0) reduces to the class S*(a) (see

11—z
[90);
(3) If we take g(z) = o 2 rqer and k = 0, then the class H(f, — Z)Q,Q ,0) reduces to the class K ()
(see [9]);
(4) If we take

2) :erZonz" (1.6)
n=2
(or bn = on), where

OT (o1 + Ar(n — 1))......T(ag + Ag(n — 1))
(n— D)IT(Br + Bi(n — 1))..... 0 (Ba + Ba(n — 1))

On =

(1.7)

(iyA; >0,i=1,....;3;,B; >0,7=1,...,8,d < s+ 1;¢,s e NN ={1,2,3,....})
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and

0= (e @)

then the class H(f,z + Y, onz™;a, k) reduces to the class W (a, k) (see [10])

n=2

_ e [EEre) | A wWir()

= {fGA.Re{ WiF() +k WiF() }>a,0<
a<1l;k>0;q,s €N;z e U}, (1.9)

where WJ f(z) is the Wright’s generalized hypergeometric function (see [11, 12]) which contains
well known operators such as the Dziok-Srivastava operator (see [13, 14]), the Carlson-Shaffer
linear operator (see [15]), the Bernardi-Libera-Livingston operator (see [16, 17, 18]), Srivastava -
Owa fractional derivative operator (see [19]), the Ruscheweyh derivative operator (see [20]) and the
Noor integral operator of n-th order (see [21]);

(4) If we take

e (e

(or by, = (%)m, m € No = NU{0}, x> 0,1 > 0), then the class H(f, z+ (%)mz";
n=2

a, k) reduces to the class m(u, 1, o, k) (see [8]):

_ N L) VIO I A7V C) I
- {fEA'R{ e Dfz) T I }> ’

0§a<1;kZO;meNo;,u,lZQzeU}, (1.11)

where I (v,1) f(z) is the extended multiplier transformation (see [22]), for { = 0,y > 0, the operator
Im(7,0) = D' was introduced and studied by Al-Oboudi (see [23]) and for [ = v = 0, the operator
I,(0,0) = D™, where D™ is Salagean differential operator see. [24].

2 Main Results

Unless otherwise mentioned, we shall assume in the reminder of this paper that, 0 < a < 1, k >
0, n>2, z €U and g(z) is defined by (1.2). To prove our main results we shall need the following
lemmas.

Lemma 2.1. [7]. The sequence {dn}.. , is a subordinating factor sequence if and only if

Re{1+22dnz"}>o, (z € U). (2.1)
n=1

Lemma 2.2. [8]. Let the function f(z) defined by (1.1) satisfy the following condition:

Z(kn2+n—kn—a)bn|an\§1—a. (2.2)

n=2

Then f (=) € H(f.g; o, k).
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Let H*(f, g;a, k) denote the class of functions f(z) € A whose coeflicients satisfy the condition
(2.2). We note that H*(f,g;a,k) C H(f,g;,k),S"(k,a) C S(k,a), WS (a,k) € W(a, k) and
m(ps b, k) S (1,1 0, k).

Theorem 2.3. Let f € H*(f,g;a,k), b > b2 >0 (n > 2). Then for every convex function ¢ € K,
we have

(2k — a+2) b2
2[(2k —a+ 2) by + (1 _ a)} (f * ¢)(2) =< ¢(Z)a (23)
" (2 —a+2)bs + (1-a)
—Q 2 —«
Re{f(z)} > — 2k—a12)b . (2.4)
The constant 22k _(25_'__;):22_’)_1)(21 ~ o] is the best estimate.
Proof. O
Let f (z) € H*(f,9;a, k) and let ¢(z) = z + io: cnz™ € K. Then we have
n=2
(2k —a+2)bs
Akt 2t (a9
_ 2k —a+2)bo > "
= N@h—at2)bt(1—a) <z+n;2ancnz > . (2.5)

Thus, by Definition 1, the subordination result (2.3) will hold true if the sequence

(2k — a4 2) by >
{2[(2k—a+2) b+ (1 —a)] “"}nzl’ (2.6)

is a subordinating factor sequence, with a1 = 1. In view of Lemma 1, this is equivalent to the
following inequality:

Nt (2k — o+ 2) by n
Re{1+;[(2k—a+2)b2+(1—oz)]anz }>0. (2.7)

Now, since
(kn2 +n—kn— a) bn,,

is an increasing function of n (n > 2), we have

= (2k — a +2) by n
Re{1+;(2ka+2)bz+(1a)“”z

(2k —a +2) by
= 1
Re{ Tt kot bt (l—a)
1 > n
+(2k—a—|—2)bg—|—(1—a) n:2(2kfa+2)b2anz }
(2k—a+2)bz
> —_
R G Ty Sy g
—( 1 Z(kn2+n—kn—a)bn\an|r")

2k —a+2)bs+ (1—a)

n=2
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S 1- (2k —a+2)b2 . 1-a) .
2k—a+2)be+(1— ) 2k—a+2)be+(1—a)

= 1-r>0(2=r<1l),

where we have also made use of assertion (2.2) of Lemma 2. Thus (2.7) holds true in U. This proves
the inequality (2.3). The inequality (2.4) follows from (2.3) by taking the convex function ¢(z) =

= =z 4+ nX::Q z" € K. To prove the sharpness of the constant 2 (2% £2§ I_ %gjj_%l o)’ we
consider the function fo(z) € H*(f, g; a, k) given by
(1-0a) 2
= S —" 2.
) =2 G on° (2:8)
Thus from (2.3), we have
(2k —a+2)b2 z
. 2.
2[(2k—a+2)b2+(1—a)]f0(z)<1—z (2.9)
Moreover, it can easily be verified for the function fo(z) given by (2.8) that
. (2k — a + 2) by 1
=—=. 2.1
fﬁg‘r{Rez[(%—am)bz+(1—a)]f°(z) 2 (2.10)
(2k —a+2)by

This show that the constant

is the best possible. This completes the
2[(2k —a+2) bz + (1 — )] P P
proof of Theorem 1.
e
Putting g(z) = z+ >, on2", where o, is defined by (1.7), in Lemma 2 and Theorem 1, we obtain
n=2

the following corollary:

Corollary 2.4. Let f defined by (1.1) be in the class Wi (a, k) and satisfy the condition
Z(kn2+nfknfa)an|an|§ 1 —a.
n=2

Then for every function ¢ € K, we have

2k —a+2)o2
2[2k —a+2)o2+ (1 — )]

(f *9)(2) < 8(2),

and
2k—a+2)o2+(1— )

Re{f(2)} > = 2k —a+2)o2 ’

(2.1{7 — o+ 2) g2

2[2k—a+2)o2+ (1 — )]

is the best estimate.

The constant

e m
Putting g(z) = z 4+ > (%) 2", in Lemma 2 and Theorem 1, we obtain the following
n=2

corollary:
Corollary 2.5. Let f defined by (1.1) be in the class ;,(u, 1, a0, k) and satisfy the condition

Z(kn2+n—kn—a) <w> lan| < 1 — a.
o l+1
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Then for every function ¢ € K, we have

(2% — a+2) (e

2[(2k — o + 2) (%) +(1—a)]

(f*8)(2) < 8(2),

and

(2 —a+2) (552)" + (1-a)

Re{f(= - D
= (2k—a+2) (HE)

(2k — o+ 2) (%)m

= is the best estimate.
202k — a+2) (5H2)" + (1 - a)

The constant

Remark 2.1. (i) Putting g(2) = %5 (or b, = 1) and k = 0 in Theorem 1, we obtain the result

obtained by Frasin [[25], Corollary 2.3 |;

(ii) Putting g(z) = ﬁ and k = 0 in Theorem 1,we obtain the result obtained by Frasin [[25],
Corollary 2.6].

3 Conclusions

In this work we presented some new drive several interesting subordination results for a new class
of analytic function defined by convolution. This theorem leave open several possibilities that are
worth investigating.
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