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CERTAIN RESULTS ON SUBORDINATIONS
ASSOCIATED WITH A DIFFERINTEGRAL
OPERATOR

JACEK DZIOK, RAVINDER KRISHNA RAINA, JANUSZ SOKOL

Abstract

We investigate some interesting properties on subordinations for classes of multivalent analytic
functions associated with a linear differintegral operator of J. Dziok [3]. Some applications and
important consequences of the main results are also discussed.

1. Introduction and preliminaries

Let &/ (p) (p € N) denote the class of functions of the form

(D @ =2+ an, " =) a" (@, =1),

n=1 n=p

which are analytic and p-valent in the open unit disc % = {z : |z| < 1} onthe
complex plane C. For two analytic functions f, g € &/ (p), we say that f is
subordinate to g, writtenas f < g, if and only if there exists a Schwarz function
o (with ®(0) = 0 and |w(z)| < 1) analytic in % such that f(z) = g(w(2)).
In particular, if g is univalent in %, then we have the following equivalence:

2 f2) <gk) = f(0)=¢(0) and f(z|] <1) Cg(lz| < D.

The concept of subordination was mainly used in defining various classes of
functions and studying their important properties in the geometric function
theory. We recall here the following two classes defined by

3) Filpl = {f e (p): Z]f((j)) <9,z e %}
and
@) W, lp] = =f e A(p): [1 + Z;,((ZZ))} <),z € %}
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where ¢ is analytic in % with ¢(0) = p. For p = 1 and ¢(z) = 1# we
obtain the well known classes &* and J7 of starlike and convex funcﬁons
respectively. Also, by choosing the function ¢ suitably in (3) and (4), we
obtain several other function classes which have been investigated in recent
past ([14], [15]). If we restrict our attention to the functions ¢ which map %

onto a disc or a half-plane, then we obtain the classes

1+ Az
5 F* —_1<B<A<l1
) [P1+BZ] (-I=B<A=<1
and
1+ Az
—-1<B<A<l
(6) Wp[pHBZ} (-1<B<A<,

which were introduced and investigated (for p = 1) by Janowski [5]. Moreover,
forp=1,B = —1and A = 1 — 2, the above classes (5) and (6) become the
classes 9{*[@] = %*(a) and ¥ [@] = J (a) of a-starlike and
a-convex functions, respectively, which were introduced by Robertson [10].
It is interesting to consider the conditions joining zf'(z)/f(z) with
zf"(z)/f'(z), and indeed, Mocanu introduced a new class /(x) (¢ € R)

in [6] defined by

D) M) = {fe.;zf: |:a(1+ ZJ{((Z?)
-I-(l—a)zj:/((zz))] < iti forz € OZZ}

which provides a continuous passage from the convex to starlike functions.
In this paper we prove certain results giving the subordination properties
for classes of functions which are multivalently analytic in the open unit disk,
and associated with a differintegral operator (defined below). Some interesting
consequences and applications are also considered.
Let us consider the Dziok differintegral operator Q%‘ (introduced in [3])
which for the purpose of this paper is defined here for f € 27/ (p) as follows:

1 —a—pB
%6 = T /(z £)16571 £(£) de
Ma > 0, RB > —p),
Q e " d F1rE)d
O =t /(z—é)é f(&)de
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(—1 < Ra <0, RB > —p),

m Qy
Qyf(o) = oon I 2

dzm Zl—oz—ﬁ—m

MRae<—-l,a=y—m,—1 <Ny <0,RB > —p,m € N).

The multiplicities of (z — &)*~! and (z — £)” are removed by requiring that
log(z — &) e Rforz —& > 0.If f(z) € &, is given by (1), then we can write
(in terms of gamma function)

0o N~ L+ Pa,
Qﬂf(Z)_n:ZpF(n—l-,B+a)Z

L) (Bt
Fra) 2onzp (Bran e fora+p#0

(8) = “
LB Yy, Letzr fora+p=0

r(ﬁ) (ﬁ)n n
_ { B [ onep ey % 2opepand"] fora+ B #0
F(IB)[ZZC;[) (,?i)l")!zn * Zn:p anl ] for o + ﬂ =0
where (8), is the familiar Pochhammer symbol defined by

1"(/3+n) 1 forn=0,8#0
T BB+1...B+n—1) forkeN={1,2,3,...},

and * denotes the Hadamard product given by

[g anz”} * [g bnz"] = L;ip anbnz"].

Ruscheweyh [11] introduced an operator 2* : /(1) — /(1) (A > —1) such
that

(Bn =

A D)y,
9  9f)= )x+1 f(z)—z+z( D,

which implies that for A =n € NU {0}:
22" f )™

n!

D" f(z) =

’

and 9" f(z) is then called the Ruscheweyh differential operator. It may be
observed from (8) and (9) that for f € /(p), we have the relationship:

1
1 ogprr, 1— _
DT (] = o+ QL f@).
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Next, we recall the generalized Bernardi integral operator %5, : 2/(1) —
&/ (1), which is defined by (cf. [1])

V

(10) Iplf (@] = tﬁ f P de By € O),
0

Z

and for 8 = 1, the operator (10) becomes the Bernardi operator which on
operating to the function f(z) = z + a2z> + a3z® + - - -, gives

o0

Folf@1=)

n=1

v+1 "
a,z" .
v+n

The Bernardi operator becomes the Livingston operator [9] (or the Libera
operator [8]) for special choices of 8 and v. We also note that for f € ./ (p), the
operators (8) and (10) are connected to each other by the following relationship:

1+v
v

LT ()] = (M)n 2, f ().

Using the definitions of fractional calculus, Srivajs\tava and Owa [15] (see
also [2], [13], [14]) have defined the linear operator Q* : ./ (1) — /(1) by

Q@) =TQ-NZ'D fz)  (#2,3,4,...),

where

L_d 2 )
T(-» dz Jo Goorde O=a<),

Dif(y=1
LD f(2) m<i<n+1;n=0,12,..),

and the multiplicity of (z — ¢)* is removed by requiring log(z — ¢) to be real
when z — ¢ > 0. It is easy to observe for f € &/(p) that

TR = (- WP - VL, F Q).

Following the idea of a Mocanu class .4 («), let us consider for o € [0, 1]
and h(z) = 1 + ayz + axz*> + - - -, a function class £ (o, Q%; h) defined by

2(Q5f(2)”
Qg f(2) ]
2(Qf (@)

QFf(2)

(11 #(o, Q% h) = {f e&f(p):o[l—l—

+ ({1 -o0) <ph(z),ze%},
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and in this paper we shall mainly focus our investigations on the particular
class

* o, o— o, 1 + AZ

(12) I*(o, 5%, A, B) ._f(a,fzﬂ, l+Bz)’

where A, B € C, |B| < 1. The classes _#*(o, Q%; A,B),0 <o <1 give
a continuous passage from _#*(0, Q2%; A, B) to £*(1, Q%; A, B). Notice that
for A = —B = 1, the class #*(0, Q%; 1, —1) becomes the class G,(c, B)
which was earlier considered in [3], and _# (o, Q%; 1, —1) = M (o), where
M (o) is the Mocanu class (7).

After some calculations, we obtain from (8):

2 @) QT @

13 = 1—
(9 %o @i @t
and

Qe " Qa—l /
i LG L it Lo

Qf@)  (Q5f )
and therefore, the class (11) becomes
(srg”f(z))/]
Q5 f @)

Q' f(2)
QEf(2)

(15) F(o, Qs h) = {f € A(p): cr[

+(1—-0) +1—(a+ﬁ)<ph(2)}.

2. Main results

It follows easily that the functions 4(z) = 1 + a;z + axz> + --- and F(z) =
cpz” + cpy1zPTh + - - - (which are analytic in %) satisfying the subordination
relation

2F'(2)
F(2)

0[1+ZF @) <ph) e

F/(Z) :| + (1 - O')

can be rewritten as the Briot-Bouquet type differential subordination in the
form

oz¢'(2)

h U,
po @ ke

(16) #(2) +
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where
2F'(2)
pF(2

Evidently, the subordination in (11) is of the Briot-Bouquet type differential
subordination, and we can write

a7) ¢(2) = =1+biz+--- (ze W.

(18)  F(0. Q% h) = {f e d(p): s+ 259D Lh)ze %} ,
ps(z)
where
AT
(19) 0= = e Gem

One of the basic results in the theory of Briot-Bouquet differential subor-
dinations is a theorem given in [4], which states (as its particular case) that if &
is convex univalent with positive real part in % and the functions ¢, h satisfy
(16) with real o and p, then ¢ (z) < h(z). Hence, on using (18), we directly
get the following result.

THEOREM 1. Let h be convex univalent with positive real part in U and
f € (o, Q%; h), then
A% f @)1

20 _—
20) P f(2)

< h(z) (zeU).

COROLLARY 1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1, #(o,Q2%;h) C
F(0,Q%; h) forall o € (0, 1].

Let f be given by (1). If we denote

pz' PR f(2)

0 =
@ =10
_TB+a+p) ~— Tk+B+p—1) .
T ;F(k+ﬂ+a+p_1)ak+p—lz
_freaxpo sy BEPZ D cew.

B+p—1 —B+at+tp—1x
then we can express (20) in the form
20'(z) + (p — DO(2)

22 :
(22) 26 <hz) (zeU
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Thus for h(z) = 42 |B| < 1, (22) gives

1+Bz7°
70’ (2) 1+ Az 1+ z(p(A— B)+ B)
23 < —p= z€ U,
@) 50 “P118: b 1+ Bz (e

and therefore, we have proved the following corollary.

COROLLARY 2. Suppose that | B| < 1. Let afunction f of the form (1) belong
to the class $*(o, Q%; A, B), then the function 0(z) defined by (21) satisfies
the subordination (23). This means that 6 belongs to the class

o 1+z(p(A—B)+ B)
! 1+ Bz ’

where S§ is defined by (5).

We observe here that the above Theorem 1 can effectively be made ap-
plicable leading to some interesting consequences, whenever, we know more
about the function 4. If £ is a special bilinear transformation a result more
appealing than (20) can be derived by employing the results from [7]. After
some adaptations, Theorem 3.2j [7, p. 97] becomes the following lemma.

LeEMMA 1 ([7]). Suppose that B > 0 and n is a positive integer. Let us denote

14z 2nz
+

l—z 1-22 (e,

'%ﬁ,n () = :3

and let h be a convex univalent function in U, with h(0) = 1 such that
(24) Bh(z) < Rpn(z)  (z€U),
then the Briot-Bouquet differential equation

nzq'(z)
Bq(z)
has a univalent solution g, analytic in 9. Furthermore, if the functions h

and 1(z) = 1 4+ a,z" + a,412"+" + - - - satisfy the Briot-Bouquet differential
subordination

q() + =h(z) (zeU

z7'(2)

T(2) + 572)

< h(z) (ze U,

then

(25) 1(2) < qu(2) <h(z) (z€U),
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and the function q, is the best dominant of the subordination (25) in the sense
that if there exists a function p such that t(z) < p(z2) < h(z), then g,(z) <
p().

Notice that the function %g, is called the open door function and it is
univalent in %, %g ,(0) = B. In order to verify (24), it is sufficient (in view of
the definition of subordination and (2)) to show that 2(0) = 1 and B h(%) C
Rpn(U). The set Rp , (%) is the complex plane with slits along the half-lines
fNw = 0and |Jw| > y = n/1 +28/n, see Fig. 1 below.

THEOREM 2. Suppose that A, B € C, |B| < 1,0 € (0,1], p € N, and let
one of the following conditions be satisfied:

(i) B =¢€%, A =re'" for somer € (—1,00) \ {1}, ¢ € R,

(i) |B| < 1 and |S[AB]| = (1 — |B>)J/T1+2p/o and R[1 — AB] >
|A — B,
(iii) |B| < 1 and |J[AB]| < (1 — |B|>)/T+2p/o and (R[1 — AB))* +
— o 2
(IS[AB]| — 5= |B))VT+2p/o)” = |A - B~

If f(z) = apzP + ap12PT + - - - belongs to the class $*(o, Q%; A, B), then
the function (19) satisfies

Z[Q @) o 1+ Az
2 = U
GO O=" 0t S g “1xB: G
where
@) 6(2) = Jo L) GV, i £ 0
)4 =

1 pAC—Dz 2_q .
Joe o reldr, ifB=0,

and the function is the best dominant of the subordination (26).

P8p (z)

Proor. To prove Theorem 2, we first apply Lemma 1 (when 8 = p/o,
n=1andh(z) = (1+ Az)/(1 + Bz), |B| < 1), then (24) becomes

p {1+ Az 14z 2z
(28) ;(1—"32) < Rpje1(2) = (1_Z>+1 5 (zeU.

We will try to find A and B such that (28) is satisfied for given values of p and
o . The right-hand side of (28) is the open door function which is univalent in
9 and to verify (28), it is sufficient to show that

(29) gh(%) C Ry (U).
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A

IN)

1 » -13  p
n=1 =2, o=—, =3 =—=4 A=—, —=C=1
P 2 7 o 4/10° o
-3
e=l—4 =" PRr_vio, e=14V0,
o 410 ©

FIGURE . Ry, (U)

The set R,,/0,1(%) is the complex plane with two slits, see Fig. 1. For [B| = 1,
A # B, the set h(%) is the half-plane bounded by

B 1+A/B+1—A/B
o 2 2

(30) Bh(%):{wEC: w it,teR},
and hence in this case (29) is satisfied, whenever k(%) is parallel to the

imaginary axis and on the right side of it. This implies that
€1y

1—A/B 1+A/B
|IBl=1, A # B, s[T/]zo and %[JFT/}Z ,

and elementary calculations in (31) give the condition (i) stated above.

The problem of finding A and B such that (28) is satisfied is rather more
complicated when |B| < 1. We note that in this case the function h(z) =
(14 Az)/(1 4+ Bz) maps the open unit disc % onto the disc

D(C,R)={weC:|w—C| < R},
where

1—AB _ |A-B|

32 = —, = —.
G2 1—[BJ? 1—1|BJ?
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To verify (29), we must find C and R such that the disc fD(C , R) contains
p/o and lies on the right half-plane, or that the disc ZD(C, R) contains p/o
and also contains a portion of imaginary axis outside the slits Hw = 0 and
ISw| > y = /T+2p/o, which means that £D(C, R) lies partially on the
open door, see Fig. 1.

It all depends on the position of the center C and on the length of the radius
R given in (32). If

(33)

%[ECJ‘Z}/=\/1+2p/O,
o
then the center pC /o lies outside of the horizontal strip between -y i and (29)
is satisfied, whenever,

14

(34) m[gc]z;R.

The requirements |B| < 1, (33) and (34) yield the desired condition (ii). If

S[EC]‘ <y=+1+2p/o,
o

then the center pC /o lies within the horizontal strip between +yi and (29) is
satisfied under slightly weaker conditions than mentioned in (ii). In this case,
the disc £D(C, R) can lie a little on the line segment from —y to yi. Hence,
the requirements

(35)

(36) ‘EC—yﬂzﬁR and (£c+y433R

o o o o
are sufficient for (29) in this case, and these constraints (36) in conjunction
with the conditions |B| < 1 and (35) give the conditions (iii).

If we consider y € [0, p) (p € N) and f € F*(0, Q%; A, B) with A =
1-— 277/, B = —1, then the condition (i) is satisfied, and Theorem 2 gives

ABFON o 1+(1-F)
P f)  pg(2) 11—z

(37 (zeU),

where

1 2y-1)

_ l—tZ 7 g_l
(38) gp(z)—/[l_z} te—tde.

0
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From the subordination (37), we find that
2[4 f ()T
R |: ﬁ ] >
Q% f(2)
and we obtain the following result.

COROLLARY 3.Let0 < y < pand f € F*(0,Q%; A, B) (with A = 1_271”,
B = —1), then the function

O<y<p, z€eU,

P f(2)

h =
@ =1e2 10)

(z €U

is a p-valently starlike function of order y .

Using the following integral representation and the identity for the Gaussian
hypergeometric function (see, for example [7, p. 7]):

1 _
/ A =N~z = ACINCE)) 2Fi(a, b, c; z)
0 I'(c)

(Ne > Rb > 0) and

2Fi(a,b;c;2) = (1 —2)"%F) (a, c—b;c; %)

we can express the best dominant (38) of the subordination (37) in terms of
the hypergeometric function given by

T =775, o 21 — z
gp(z)=/ T b 2 .
o Ll—z p o o z7—1

It can be verified that the sharp order of p-valently starlikeness is
min{N[g,(z)] : |z| < 1}, and for the details that it is g,(—1), one may refer to
[7, pp. 112-114].

THEOREM 3. Let h be a convex function and 0 < o1 < 0y < 1, then

(39) £ (02, 5 h) C F(or, Qi h).

ProoF. If o7 = 0, then Corollary 1 readily follows (39). Suppose now that
o1 >0, f e %o, Qg; h) and s is given by (19). Then —; € (0, 1], and

a
[

40) s(z) + 0125 (2) = ﬂ(s(z) + 0223 (Z)) + (1 — ﬂ)s(z) < h(2),
ps(2) o) ps(z) o)
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because in view of (18), (20) and (40), there exists a convex combination of
functions subordinated to the convex function /4, and so this combination is
subordinated to /4 too. Therefore f € _# (o, Q%; h).

LEMMA 2. Suppose that f € #*(o, Q2%; A, B), and let one of the following
conditions be satisfied
(G) B= €'Y, A =re'Y for somer € (1 — %, oo) \ {1}, ¢ €R,
(i) 1B| < 1 and R[1 — [p(A — B) + B1B] > p|A — B|.
Then the function 6(z) = pzlpr%f(z)/[Q% f1(0) given in (21) belongs to

the class &* of starlike functions.

PrOOF. In view of Corollary 2, the function 6 given by (21) satisfies (23),
and hence 0 is a starlike function, whenever, the function

_ 1+z(p(A—B)+ B)
N 1+ Bz
satisfies N[g*(z)] > 0 (z € %). If |B| = 1, then the set g*(%) is a half-

plane. Repeating similar consideration as given in the first part of the proof of
Theorem 2, we infer that the conditions |B| =1, A # B,

r\[1 —[p(A—B)—I—B]/B]
3 5 =0

8" (2) (zeU)

and
Sﬂ[l +[p(A —ZB) + B]/B] >0

are equivalent to 9[g*(z)] > 0. After some calculations, these requirements
become the conditions (j). Next for |B| < 1, the set g*(%) is a disc, and in
this case M[g*(z)] > O if and only if the real part of its center is greater than
or equal to the length of its radius. Using (32) suitably, we get

,‘[1 —[p(A—-B)+ B]B]
N
1 —|B|?

- p(A — B)
~ | 1—|BJ?

9

which yields the conditions (jj).

THEOREM 4. Let p € N. Suppose that A and B satisfy (j) or (jj) given in
Lemma 2. If « and B are such that the function
1) H()

_(p+,3+oz)(1+p+,3+ot)i (k+p— D
B p —k+p—1+p+a)k+p+p+a)
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belongs to the class F of convex functions, then
(42) F*(0, Q5 A, B) C J*(0, Q5" A, B).
Proor. To prove Theorem 4, we take advantage of the several convolution

results due mainly to Ruscheweyh [11], [12]. Let f € #*(o, Q%; A, B), then
it easily follows that

(43) Q‘Hzf(Z) = g(2) * Q25 f (2),
where
o0 Zn
“44) g<z)_§(n+ﬂ+a)(n+ﬂ+a+l) (z € ).

From (43) and (44), we obtain

AT f(2) 2 f(2))
o+ — | td P v—
(QEf @)Y Qg f (@)
[1 N z(§23 f*g)”(Z)} L —o)Z(Q 5 *8)(2)
Qpf *8)(2) Qpf x8)(2)
28/ (2) x 2(Q25 1) (2) 8(2) * 2(QF /) (2)

= oo T a0

B [zz—f’g%z)*z(zl uH@ )]
B 22778 (2) x 2P QL £ (2) P

(45) 27Pg(2) % 22" TPQE ) (2)

=P g(2) % 2177 Q5 f (2)
278N (2) * 2(2' PG ) (2)
22Pgl(2) x 2P f (2)
2 7Pg(2) % 22 PQE ) (2)

T T TS R

+(1—0)[ —(1—p)]

~ pz' Pg(2) ’
H(z2) % 20'(2) Lot 5 20 (2)
= —_—_—~ 1 - 1 - ’
’ H(z) x60(2) +( o) pz're(z) % 0(2) — p)

g'0)
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where 6 is given by (21). For %ix > 0, or x = 0, the function

0]

- (1 +x)z*
(46) h(x;z) = —_—
; (k +x)

is convex univalent ([11]), and in the famous paper [12], it was proved as a
result of the Pélya-Schoenberg conjecture that the functions which are convex
univalent have the same property preserved under a convolution structure also.
Accordingly, under our assumptions on «, 8 and p, the function

(47)

~

g(2)

_ pe' "8 _i (P+B+)(+p+B+a)

g0 Gkt p-1tptaktprpra)

> p+B+a ﬂ [ml+p+ﬂ+aﬂ
- - r - U
[;k—!-p—l-kﬂ-i-az * ;k+p+ﬂ+az (e

isin J (since in view of (45), it is expressed as the convolution of two functions
belonging to /). From (23), we have
(48)

260'(2) = 0(2) [pl +A0@)

1T Bow T17 p] = h()[qa8(@@)+1-p],

where w is an analytic function with w(0) = 0 and |w(z)| < 1 for z € %.
Using (47) and (48) in (45), we obtain

z(9§+2f(z))”} | 2" £ ()

Q"2 f(2)) Q5" f(2)

; H(z) %0(2)q4,8((2)
H(z) *0(2)

(49) 0[1 +

2(2) *0(2)qa.5(@(2))
g(2) x6(2)

+ ({1 -0)

El

In the paper [12], it was also proved thatif g(z) = 1+ bz +---, f € J and
g € &%, then

(50) JQ*4@8Q) ooy (e,

f(@) *g(2)

where cog (%) denotes the closed convex hull of the set g (%). By our assump-
tions that H € 97, g € 97 (in view of (47)) and h € &* (in view of Lemma 2),
we therefore infer from (50) (on appealing to (49)) that we have a convex
combination of values of €og 4 g(w(%)). Since coga g(w (%)) C cOqa p(U),
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where g4 p(z) is a convex univalent function, we deduce from (2) that

[1 z(Q%”f(z))”]Hl_a)zmg”f(z))/ PR
Q@) Q7 f@  1+B

which implies that f € #*(o, Q47; A, B).

On setting
a+ﬁ=_l9 PZZ

in Theorem 4, then the function (41) becomes

o]

~ 1+ p—2)zF
H(Z):Z% (z €U,
k=1

and in view of (46) it belongs to the class of convex function J7". We thus get
the following result.

COROLLARY 4. Let B+ o = —1 and p > 2, then
(0, Q% A, B) C (0, Q51 A, B).
Next, if we set
a+p =0, p=1

in Theorem 4, then the function (41) becomes

k

~ > Z
Ao =1+p)
k:lk+p

(ze€eU),

and in view of (46) it belongs to the class of convex functions 7', and we get
the following result.

COROLLARY 5. Let B+ o =0and p > 1, then

L0, Q3 A, B) C (o, Q%”; A, B).
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