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DIFFERENTIAL SUBORDINATION RESULTS FOR
HOLOMORPHIC FUNCTIONS RELATED TO GENERALIZED
DIFFERENTIAL OPERATOR

ABBAS KAREEM WANAS!

ABSTRACT. In the present investigation, we use the principle of subordination to
introduce a new family for holomorphic functions defined by generalized differential
operator. Also we establish some interesting geometric properties for functions
belonging to this family.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Let A,, stands for the family of functions f of the form:

(1.1) f(z)=z4+ > a,2" (meN={1,2,...},z€U),
n=m+1
which are holomorphic in the open unit disk U = {z € C': |z]| < 1}.

For two functions f and ¢g holomorphic in U, we say that the function f is subor-
dinate to g, written f < g or f(z) < g(2)(z € U), if there exists a Schwarz function
w holomorphic in U with w(0) = 0 and |w(2)| < 1, z € U, such that f(z) = g(w(z)),
z € U. In particular, if the function ¢ is univalent in U, then f < g if and only if
£(0) = 9(0) and £(U) C g(U) (see [6]).

If f €Ay isgiven by (1.1) and g € A,, given by

g(z)=z+ Y byz" (meN={1,2...},zeU),

n=m+1
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then the Hadamard product (or convolution) f * g of f and g is defined by

e =24+ S ambes = (g )(2).

n=m-+1

A function f € A, is said to be starlike of order p in U if

2f'(2) }
Re >p (0<p<l,zel,).
St ’
Indicate the class of all starlike functions of order p in U by S*(p).
A function f € A,, is said to be prestarlike of order p in U if

z
1—2209 « f(z) € 5(p) (p<1).

Indicate the class of all prestarlike functions of order p in U by Re(p).

Clearly a function f € A,, is in the class Re(0) if and only if f is convex univalent
in U and Re(3) = 5*(3).

For o0 € Ny = NU{0}, o,6 >0, 7,\, 5 > 0 and v # A, we consider the generalized
differential operator A7, ;(a, 8) : A, — A, introduced by Amourah and Darus [2],
where

(1.2) A7 sl B) f (2) = 2+ > .

n=m+1

- ll L =D (O —a)s+ n5>ranzn.

It is readily verified from (1.2) that

' T+ ol

(13) (A B)f () =gz s Ar(@ B (2

! (1 =i ) Arrsl @Iz

Here, we would point out some of the special cases of the operator defined by (1.2)
can be found in [1,4,5,11].

Let H be the class of functions h with h(0) = 1, which are holomorphic and convex
univalent in U.

Definition 1.1. A function f € A,, is said to be in the class M(n, o, 7, A, §, o, 5, m; h)
if it satisfies the subordination condition:
(1.4)

L[, nE+N o (o BV (s TN ot 315 (s s
(1 Y atastamr )+ 2 ()] < nte)

where n € C, 0 € Ny = NU{0}, a,0 >0, 7, A\, >0, a# XAand h € H.

Now, we need the following lemmas that will be used to prove our main results.
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Lemma 1.1 ([8]). Let g be holomorphic in U and let h be holomorphic and convex
univalent in U with h(0) = ¢(0). If

(15) 0(2)+ 20/ (2) < h(2).
where Re(p) > 0 and p # 0, then
9(2) < h(z) = pz* /O T h(t)dt < h(z)

and h is the best dominant of (1.5).

Lemma 1.2 ([10]). Let p < 1, f € S*(p) and g € Re(p). Then, for any holomorphic
function F' in U

g*(fF) o
e (U) Cco(F(U)),

where co (F(U)) denotes the closed convex hull of F(U).

Such type of study was carried out by various authors for another classes, like, Liu
[7], Prajapat and Raina [9], Atshan and Wanas [3], Wanas [12] and Wanas and Majeed
[13].

2. MAIN RESULTS
Theorem 2.1. Let 0 < n <e. Then
Mg, 0,7, X\, 0,a, B,m; h) C M(n,o,7,\, 8, , 5,m; h).
Proof. Let 0 <np <eand f € M(e,0,7,\, 0, a, 5,m; h). Assume that

o) o= Bl DIE 5 1+<n—1><<:+—§>ﬁ+na>]

n=m+1
It is obvious that the function g is holomorphic in U and ¢(0) = 1. Since f €
M(e, 0,7, A, 0, cr, B,m; h), then we deduce that

(2.2)

1 e(T+ ) . e(T+ ) .
. [(1— (A_a)6+n5> Tasla B)f (2) + (A_Q)BJFMAT’A’B(Q,B)J@(Z)

Differentiating both sides of (2.1) with respect to z and using (1.3) and (2.2), we find

that
1 e(T+ ) i E(T+N) .
L ) At )+ e 1 )

=< h(z).

1

- 9azuanr @ +e (1- Gt A

(A i(;);A_ﬁ m;A?Kis(m B)f (z)]
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A? /
—(1- IO | (4 0,001 ()
:Ag,)\75(@,ﬁ)f (Z) +ez (Ag,)\ﬁ(a?ﬁ) (Z)>/

z

=g(z) +ez9'(2) < h(z).
An application of Lemma 1.1 with u = é, yields
(2.3) 9(z) < h(2).

Evidently, 0 < ? < 1 and that h is convex univalent in U, it follows from (2.1), (2.2)
and (2.3) that

i Kl e ?(;mes) Arns(@ B (2) + 5 _(;');fnéAixz( B)f <z>]

n 8(7’ + )\) - (7_ 4 )\) i1
ez [(1 R n5> Arrala DY @)+ = Gy g Al A (z)]

+ (1 _ Z) () < h(2).
Hence, f € M(n, 0,1, \,0,a, B, m; h) and the proof of Theorem 2.1 is completed. [J

Theorem 2.2. Let Re {(/\72)%} >0 and % #0. Then

M(n70-+177—7>\767a7/87m;h) CM(T]7U7T7A757O{7/B7m;h>'

Proof. Let f € M(n,0+ 1,7, \,d,a, 3, m; h) and suppose that
(2.4)

o) =+ | (1= A ) sty 0+ 2Tz @)

By taking the derivatives in the both sides of (2.4) with respect to z and using (1.3),
we conclude that

(2.5) 9(z) + 24'(2)

= [(1 - (;)—;{\F)n 5> (1 S pyre né) A7, 50, 8)1 (2)

# (10 (1= 2T )) e A A 9

In the light of (2.4) and (2.5), we deduce that

T+ A
(A—a)B+né

9(2) + 24'(2)
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: n{r + ) T+A o+l
:; [(1 - ()\—a)5+n6> (()\ —a)5+n5) Am\ﬁ(aaﬁ)f(z)

T+ A ?
+77 ((A—a;_ﬁ+n5> Ag’fé(a,ﬁ)f(z)] )

that is

(2.6)  g(2)+

T—l—/\ > )\—a)6+n5 AT,A,&(a76)f (Z)

(A 71(;);1)”5 ij,%s(aaﬂ)f(z)] :

Since f € M(n,0 + 1,7, A, 8, , 5, m; h), then it follows from (2.6) that

O —a)Bsnd oy 1{(1_( (T +A) ) .

_|_

(>‘ - O‘) 6 + no /
o)+ O ) < e,
where
T+ A T+ A
R >0 0.
e{()\—a)ﬂ—l—né}_ ’ ()\—a)5+n(57é

An application of Lemma 1.1, with u = (/\j;)r%, yields g(z) < h(z). In view of (2.4),
we have

H (- 2 ) st )+ A ()] <)

This shows that f € M(n, 0,7, A, d,«, 5,m;h) and the proof of Theorem 2.2 is com-
pleted. O]

Theorem 2.3. Letn >0,y >0 and f € M(n,0,7,\, 0, a, B, m;yh+1—7). If v < 7,
where

1 Lot )
un

2.7 _ 1——/ du|

(2.7) 7o 2( 7701+Uu)

then f € M(0,0,7,\,8,a, B,m; h). The bound vy is the sharp when h(z) = .

1—z

Proof. Assume that

A7y s, S (2)

z

(2.8) 9(z) =
Let f € M(n,0,7,\,6,, B,m;vh + 1 —«) with n > 0 and v > 0. Then we obtain
9(2) +nzg'(2)

- [(1 0 7%? ms) Al DI i(;);i) nAralos O (2

<vh(z) +1—17.




120 A. K. WANAS

Making use of Lemma 1.1, we observe that

(2.9) g(2) < ;Z/ £ () dt+ 1 — = (h* 6)(2),
0
where
(2.10) o(z) = 2 ‘l/ztéldtﬂ
: z)=-=z"7 - .
Ui o 1—-1 7
If 0 < < 9, where vy > 1 is given by (2.7), then we find from (2.10) that
11
vt 1 vt un 1
211) R =2 [ Re ({— Jdut1 -y > ] dut1l—7> =,
( ) Re(9(2)) nou ¢ 1 —uz ut 7>7}01+u1hL T=3
By using (2.8) and (2.9), we have
A% s(a, z
(2.12) s me( ) (h* 9)(2).
In the light of (2.11), we note that the function ¢(z) has the Herglotz representation
dp(z)
2.13 _ / U),
(213) o) = [ P ev)
where pu(x) is a probability measure defined on the unit circle |z| = 1 and
/ du(z) = 1.
|z|=1
Since h is convex univalent in U, then we deduce from (2.12) and (2.13) that

Ag,,\,s(a;ﬂ)f (2) < (h*¢)(2) = /m:1 d(xz) du(x) < h(z).

This shows that f € M(0,0,7, A, 0,a, B, m; h). For h(z) = i and f € A, defined
by

dt +1—7,

A7, 5l B) f (2) _ 7,3 /Z L
z n o 1—t

we obtain

i [(1 o i(;);i‘r) n5> A7 s, B) f (2) + G i(;)j;i) n(sAij}é(a, B)f (2)

=vh(z) +1—~.
Thus, f € M(n,o0,7,\,d,a, 3, m;vh + 1 — 7). Also, for v > 7y , we have

A? el
LAY
z nJo 14+u

1
du+1—v<§ (z — —1),

which implies that f ¢ M(0,0,7,\,d,«, 3, m;h). Thus, the bound -, cannot be
increased when h(z) = i This completes the proof of the theorem. U
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Theorem 2.4. Let f € M(n,o,7,\,0,a, ,m;h) be defined as in (1.1). Then the
function I defined by

I(z) = < [ Re(e) > 1),

ZC
is also in the class M(n, 0,7, \,§, a, 5, m; h).

Proof. Let f € M(n,o,T,\,0,, 5,m;h) be defined as in (1.1). Then, we find that
(2.14)

1 B n(T+A) ° . n(T+A) o1 (0 - 5
(- ) Aaste s )+ 2T ke s ()] <t

We can easily see that

[e.e]

c+1 # c+1
2.15 I(z) = / t L (t)dt = W2
(2.15) (2) el A f(t) Z+n;+lc+naz

We have from (2.15) that I € A,, and

(2.16) f(z) =

Define the function J by
(2.17)

1 n(r+ M) Y n(T+A) o4l
J<Z> - ; [(1 - (A—a)ﬁ—i—rﬁ) AT,A,é(avﬁ)[(z) + ( _ a>5+n5ATA5( ﬁ)I(Z’)] :

Differentiating both sides of (2.17) with respect to z and using (2.14) and (2.16), we
obtain

il(ﬁﬂimm) Aas(@B)f )+ 13 _(;);Aﬁ AT (o /3>f<z>]

(T PRt i
TN jon g (‘W”(z))]

A—a)B+ns ™M c+1

gy Kl e TS)EY m) Arrsl@DI(2)

+(/\i(;);/}: 5AZJ§15( B)](Z>1

z(cl+1) Kl (A i(;);)_\g n5> A7 s, B) (21'(2))

b AL A0 0) (1)

cl(z)+ z[’(z).
c+1

(2J'(2) + J(2)) = J(2) +

!
] C+1zJ(z)<h(z).
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An application of Lemma 1.1 with u = ¢+ 1, yields J(z) < h(z). By using (2.17), we
get

1 n(T+A) n(T+A)
- 1{1- A? 1 Aot 1 h
(- 2 st )+ Nz )| <t
which implies that I € M(n, 0,7, \,d, a, 3, m; h). O
Theorem 2.5. Let f € M(n,o,7,\,0,a, 3,m;h), g € A, and

1
(2.18) Re{g(z)} >z

z 2

Then f g€ M(n,o,7,X,0,a, B,m; h).
Proof. Let f € M(n,o,7,\,0,a, 3, m; h) and g € A,,. Then, we have

210) (1= 1D Y e (a9

( —%E?ms 7L, B) (f * 9) <z>]

- AN Y (1)) (a1
—o)p+n Z z

+

/N

n(r+N) (9(2)\ (AN B)f(2)) _ [9(2)
+()\—a)5+n5< z >*< z >_<z>*(p(z)’
where
(2.20)
1 A A
o= (1 Y agtams )+ A et o)
=< h(z2).
In view of (2.18), we note that the function @ has the Herglotz representation
9(z) _ dp()
(221) Tz /|a:| 1 1—xz (€ 0),

where p(z) is a probability measure defined on the unit circle |z| =1 and

/|z1 dp(z) = 1.

Since h is convex univalent in U, then we find from (2.19), (2.20) and (2.21) that

L[, n(t+N ° (o £ q) (2 nir + )
Kl <A_a>ﬁ+n5)“‘w< D)+ oy 5 ms

x AZ5h(0 9) (£ 9) ()]
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= | plez) du(z) < h(z).

ja|=1

This shows that f g € M(n, 0,7, A, 0, a, B,m; h). O

Theorem 2.6. Let f € M(n, 0,7, )\, 0,a, 3, m;h) and g € A, be prestarlike of order
a, (ae < 1). Then f*g e M(n,o,1,X\ 06« B,m;h).

Proof. For f € M(n,o,7,\,d,a, 3,m;h) and g € A,,, from (2.19) (used in the proof
of Theorem 2.5), we can write

1 n(T+A) " n(T+A)
ez (- M Y e e @)+
223) x4 ) (f +9) ()]

92 x ()
EErEEEE

where ¢(z) is defined as in (2.20). Since h is convex univalent in U, ¥(z) < h(z),
g(z) € Re(a) and z € S*(«), a < 1, it follows from (2.22) and Lemma 1.2, we obtain
the result. O
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