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INEQUALITIES INVOLVING A CLASS OF ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS
Rabha W. Ibrahim

Abstract. In the present paper, we define a new class of normalized analytic functions based
on the ®-like type. Some inequalities are introduced based on the concept of the subordination
in the unit disk. The convexity techniques are used to obtain the main result. Some applications
are posed on classes of functions such as starlike functions, convex functions, starlike and convex
functions of complex order.

1. Introduction

Let H be the class of functions analytic in the unit disk U = {z : |2] < 1}
and for a € C (set of complex numbers) and n € N (set of natural numbers), let
H[a, n] be the subclass of H consisting of functions of the form f(z) = a + a,2"™ +
any12"1 + ... Let A be the class of functions f, analytic in U and normalized
by the conditions f(0) = f’(0) —1 = 0. A function f € A is called starlike of order
w if it satisfies the following inequality

?R{ fo;ij)} >u, (z€U)

for some 0 < p < 1. We denoted this class S(u). A function f € A is called convex
of order p if it satisfies the following inequality

21"(2)
R
U7
for some 0 < pu < 1. We denoted this class C(u). We note that f € C(u) if and only
if zf € S(u).
Let f be analytic in U, g analytic and univalent in U and f(0) = g(0). Then,
by the symbol f(z) < g(z) (f subordinate to g) in U, we shall mean f(U) C g(U).

Let ¢: C? — C and let h be univalent in U. If p is analytic in U and satisfies
the differential subordination ¢(p(z)),2p'(2)) < h(z) then p is called a solution of

+1}>u, (z€U)
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the differential subordination. The univalent function ¢ is called a dominant of
the solutions of the differential subordination, p < ¢. If p and ¢(p(z)), zp’(2)) are
univalent in U and satisfy the differential superordination h(z) < ¢(p(2)), 2p'(2))
then p is called a solution of the differential superordination. An analytic function
q is called subordinant of the solution of the differential superordination if ¢ < p.
We use the notation s(g) = {f € H(U) : f < g}, for details (see [1]).

The function f € A is called ®-like if

%{;é:z;)} >0, z €eU.

This concept was introduced by Brickman [2] and established that a function f € A
is univalent if and only if f is ®-like for some ®.

DEFINITION 1. Let ® be analytic function in a domain containing f(U), ®(0) =
0, (0) =1 and ®(w) # 0 for w € f(U) — 0. Let g(z) be a fixed analytic function
in U, ¢(0) = 1. The function f € A is called ®-like with respect to ¢ if

2f'(2)
®(f(2))

<q(z), z e U.

Ruscheweyh [3] investigated this general class of ®-like functions.

Let X be a locally convex linear topological space. For a subset U C X
the closed convex hull of U is defined as the intersection of all closed convex sets
containing U and will be denoted by co(U). If U C V C X then U is called an
extremal subset of V' provided that whenever u = tx + (1 — t)y where u € U,
z,y € Vand t € (0,1) then z,y € U. An extremal subset of U consisting of one
point is called an extreme point of U. The set of the extreme points of U will be
denoted by £(U).

REMARK 1. If L: H(U) — H(U) is an invertible linear map and F C H(U) is
a compact subset, then L(co(F)) = co(L(F)) and the set £(co(F)) is in one-to-one
correspondence with EL(co(F)).

In the present paper, we estimate the upper and lower bound for functions
f € Ain the class A2 (a1,...,0p;®1,...,Pp), p > 1, m € N which satisfy the
condition

2f'(2) 2f'(2) 2f'(z
RV M|l +« +a +otap———re — (et +ay) >0,
W s g G0y + a0 "3, 2 i
1
where «j, j =1,...,p, are complex numbers and ®; satisfies Definition 1. In order

to obtain our results, we need the following technical lemmas.

LEMMA 1. [4] Suppose that F,, is defined by the equality

1+ecz
Fa(Z)Z(l—z

)", (e <1 e 1),
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If o > 1 then co(s(F*)) consists of all functions in H(U) represented by

2m —it
1+ cze "\
= - d t
16 = [ (FEE) e
where 1 s a positive measure on [0, 27| having the property p([0,27]) = 1 and
1+ cze™®

1—ze i

E(co(s(F*))) = {

te m,2w]}.
LeMMA 2. [4] If J: H(U) — R is a real-valued, continuous convex functional
and F is a compact subset of H(U), then
max{J(f): f € co(F)} = max{J(f) : f € F} =max{J(f): f € E(co(F))}.
In the particular case if J is a linear map then we also have:

min{J(f): f € co(F)} =min{J(f) : f € F} = min{J(f) : f € E(co(F))}.
LEMMA 3. [5] For z € U we have

§R{ ni:l nz—&— 2

n

}>f%, (z €eU).

2. The main result
Our main result is the following:

THEOREM 1. Let f € AP (a1,...,0p;P1,...,8p), p > 1, m € N and o,

7 =1,...,p, are complex numbers. Then
. X Pheo Crljzcmll—k—l zf'(z)
1 f = UCARL " 1 —— -1
+infR( % Q) ) < +O‘P[q>,,(f(z)) /)
2 Pheo Cﬁzcmllfkq
<1l+suph mrn "), (2
zeg (nz=:1 Q(n) ) @
where
Qu) =1l+au+au(u—1)+ - Fapu(u—1)-...- (u—p+1).

Proof. Since f € AP (aq,...,ap;®1,...,P,), we have

2f'(2) 2f'(2) 2f'(2)

1+z2
Vit rerg oy terg,gay Tt

1—=2

®,(f(2))

_(a1+...+ap).<
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which is equivalent to

L) ) I RN
b G P g T ey e < (120)
In view of Lemma 1,
2f'(2) 2f'(2) 2f'(2) e
R GE) T RaeE) T e, gey @

- / (1) dutt) = b2, (3
where (1 is a positive measure on [0, 27] having the property p([0,27]) = 1. Assume
that () -

1+ a, W_l} =1+ 3 b (z€U). (4)
Then
SE L L e
PrNg gy T maen T e,y e

On the other hand, we observe that

o —it 27
L+ ze = k m—1 n —int
/O (1 — ze—“) d ( ) 1+ Z [kz CmCm—i-n k— 1:|Z /0 € d:u’(t) (6)
such that C]’: =0,7>jand
k:Z—:O Ck C:nn+7ll k—1 — ZO Ok C:yr;_t,_yll k—1" (7)
Thus (6) and (7) imply

e} [o%s) 21 ]
1+ 2 hQmen =1+ & [ £ chomi]e [ e au)

and . .
- = k rym—1 —int
bn - Q(n) (kz_:oc C(rn+n k— 1) A € dlu’(t)
Consequently,
Zf/(Z) — m n o —in
1+0‘p[m— 1] = 1+Z ()(ZCkaMlLkl)z /O e " du(t).
If

1+ ze_“)a

ﬁ:{heH(U):h(z):/:w (m du(t), u([0727r])=1}
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and

2f'(2)
D,(f(2))

then the correspondence L: ) — Q, L(h) = ¢(z) defines an invertible linear map
and according to Remark 1, the extreme points of the class £ are

.
(n)

Hence in view of Lemma 2 this implies the assertion of Theorem 1. m

Q= {qGH(U):q(z) =1+a,] ~ 1, fEAﬁl(al,...,ap;<I>1,...,<I>p)}

( > cgc:;;;_k_l)zne*mf, (z € U,t € [0,21)).
k=0

[ee]

q(z) =1+ 3
n=1

3. Applications

THEOREM 2. Let f be starlike in U. Then

§<§R{Z}C(S)} < 2.

Proof. Since f is starlike, then ${ ZJ’:ES)} > 0 implies that f € A{(1,0,...,0; f).

Thus according to Theorem 1, we obtain the following inequalities:

1+inf%(§ 1zn)g§}%{zf/(z)}g1+supm(§ ! ").

z
zeU n=1M+ 1 f(Z) zeU n=1 M+ 1

In virtue of Lemma 3 it yields

1+inf§R<§ iZ")ZHinféﬁ(ﬁj 1 ")

z
zeU \,=1n+1 zeU \,1n+1

J 1 2
>1 'f%( ) .
1+ mER( 2 -5%") >3

On the other hand, and by residue theory, we pose

1+ igg%(ﬂil - -11- 12”) < 1l+sup,cy %(nil z”) =1+sup,cy ?R(%Z) =2.
Hence the proof. m
THEOREM 3. Assume that f € A and satisfies
'
%(ZJ{(S)> ~ % ®)
fhen €™ + 2me™ — 1 zf!'(z) e"1+7)—(1—m)
= R( f(,z))S a1

The result is sharp.
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Proof. Condition (8) implies that f € A%(1,1,0,...,0; f, f). Thus according
to Theorem 1, we have the following inequalities:

1+inf§}%(§ 2 z”)ﬁ?)%{zfl(z)}ﬁl—ksup%(gii”).

z
zeU n=1 n2+1 f(Z) zeU n—1 nZ+1

The minimum and maximum principle for harmonic functions imply that

1+hﬁ%<§ i ﬂ):r+im %<§ 2 wﬂ

zeU n=1 n2 1 te[0,27] n=1 nZ+1

and - 5 - 5
1+ sup 3‘3( 72"> =1+ sup §R< 761”).

zeU nzzzl n? +1 te[0,2m) nzz:l n? +1

Again by using the residue theory we deduce that
> 2 m(et + e2™Y)
1 %( %m):g——————7 tel0,2
+ nzzzl n2+1° e2m —1 (t €10,27])

consequently, we obtain the desired assertion. m

In the same manner we have the following result:

THEOREM 4. Assume that f € A}($,0...,0;f), beC\{0}. Then

2f'(2)
f(2)

(=1)"R(b)
T RO)+k

118

1+%%{ —1}21+

k

The result is sharp.
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