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Abstract. The familiar Salagean operator is used here to define a new subclass of
analytic and univalent functions in the open unit disk U. In this note we obtain some
sufficient conditions for functions belonging to this class and mention few important
consequences of our main results.
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1. Introduction, definitions and key lemmas

Let A denote the class of functions of the form
(1.1) f(2) :z—i—Zakzk,
k=2

which are analytic in the open unit disk
U={z: z€C and |2| <1}

Also, the classes $*(a), K(a) and P(«) defined in the open unit U are the well

known subclasses of the class A of order a(0 £ a < 1) in U which have been

studied quite extensively in the Geometric Function Theory, and one may refer

to MacGregor [6] and Srivastava and Owa ([11], [12]) for their various details.
Let 8*(aq, ay) be the subclass of A which satisfies

(1.2) —% < arg (fo;ij)) < W;m (z€U; 0<ag; ag £1)

and let K(aq, az) be the subclass of A which satisfies
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To 2f"(z T

where S* (a1, ag) and K(ay, as) are the subclasses of A introduced and studied by
Takahashi and Nunokawa [13].
We observe that

S*(a,a) =S (a) and Ko, a) = K. (a),

where S¥(a) and K.(«), are respectively, the familiar subclasses of A consisting
of functions which are strongly starlike of order a (0 < @ < 1) in U and strongly
convex of order a (0 < o < 1) in U. Also, we note that §*(0) = S*and K.(0) = K
(see, for details [11] and [12]).

For f(z) € A, Salagean [10] introduced a derivative operator D" of order n
which we define here by

(1.4) D"f(z):erik” a?t (f € Ajn e Ny =NU{0}).
k=2

In terms of the Siligean operator D* (A € Ny) defined by (1.4) above, we
introduce a new subclass of A denoted by B(A, i, ) consisting of functions of the
form (1.1) which satisfy the following inequality:

Z,u—Q D’\Hf(z)
(DA f (=)

We observe that on specializing the arbitrary parameters A and u, the above
class B(A, i, «) yields the following:

-1l <1-aq.

(1.5)

(1.6) B(0,2,0)=8"(«); B(1,2,a)=K(a); B(0,1,a)=P(c) and B(0, 3, o)=B(«),

where B(«) is a subclass of A which was earlier studied by Frasin and Darus [2]
(see also [1]).
In order to derive our main results, we recall the following known lemmas.

Lemma 1. (Jack’s Lemma [4]) Let the nonconstant function w(z) be analytic in
U with w(0) =0. If |w(2)| attains its mazimum value on the circle |z| =r <1
at a point zy € U, then

(1.7) zow'(20) = yw(z0).

where 7 is real and v = 1.

Lemma 2. ([7]) Let Q be a set in the complex plane C and suppose that ¢(z) is a
mapping from C%x U to C which satisfies ®(ix,y;z) ¢ Q for z € U, and for all
real x,y such that y < —(1+2?%)/2. If the function q(z) = 14+q 2+ q2*>+--- is
analytic in U such that ¢(q(2),2¢'(2);2) € Q for all z € U , then R(q(z)) > 0.
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Lemma 3. ([8]) Let a function q(z) be analytic in U with q(0) = 1 and q(z) # 0
(z € U). If there exists two points zi, zo € U such that

ixess

(1.8) —y = arg (q(z1)) < arg (q(z)) < arg (q(22)) = —

for ay >0, as > 0 and for all |z| < |z1| = |22], then

(1.9) adla) _ —1 <a1 5 O‘2> moand 2032 (al ha %) m,

q(21) 2 q(22) 2
where
1 —|al . T ([ —
(1.10) m 2 and a=1tan = .
1+ |al 2\ + o

In this note we investigate sufficient conditions for functions in the class A
to be members of the class B(A, u, a) (which is defined by involving the familiar
Salagean operator). Some corollaries are deduced exhibiting the usefulness of the
main results.

2. A set of sufficient conditions
Making use of Lemma 1, we first prove
Theorem 1. If f(2) € A satisfies the following inequality:

DM2f(2 DM1f(2 l1—a
e e (e ) <

(zeU; 0= a<1; Ae Ny, p=0),
then f(z) € B(\, u, ).
Proof. Let f(z) € A. Define a function w(z) by

HTIDALE (%)
(DA f(2))t

then w(z) is analytic in U and w(0) = 0. If follows from (2.2) that

DG (D) ) (- a)a(e)
g 1)(1?*1“(2) 1) Tl

Suppose that there exists a point zg € U such that

(2.2) =14+ (1 - a)w(z),

(2.3)

max |w(z)| = |w(z)| =1,
J2l<lol
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then (2.3) in view of (1.7) of Lemma 1 and w(zp) = €?(0 < 6 < 27) yields
D/\+2f(20) 'D)”Llf(z())
w0 (e 1) -

_ ‘ (1 — a)zow'(20)
1+ (1 —a)w(z)

24
Y (L-ape’] S 1-a

T+ (I—a)? = 2-a

which contradicts (2.1).
Therefore |w(z)| < 1 holds true for all z € U and consequently (2.2) gives

z“’ZDAHf(z)

U e

—1‘:|(1—a)w(z)|<1—a (z € U)

which implies that f(z) € B(A, i, @), completing the proof of Theorem 1.

Remark 1. In view of the relationships that B(0,2,a) = S*(a), B(1,2,a) =
K(a) and B(0,1,a) = P(«), Theorem 1 would easily lead to the results giving
sufficient conditions for the function f(z) defined by (1.1) to belong, respectively,
to the subclasses S*(a), K(«) and P(«). The special cases corresponding to the
subclasses S*(a) and K(a) are also identifiable with the results due to Irmak et
al. [3, p. 364]. Also, we note that by setting A = 0 and u = 3, Theorem 1
corresponds to the result of Frasin and Darus [2, p. 307, Theorem 2.4].

Next we prove

Theorem 2. If f(z) € A satisfies the following inequality:

P { zy—QD)\—&-lf(Z) |:a Z‘U_QD)‘—H]C(Z) aDA+2f(Z)
(D)=t L (DAt DMf(z)

26 <M_1) (1 2a) }>aﬁ(ﬁ—%) —5+8

DAf(2)
(z€U; p20; AeNy; @20, 0= 3 < 1),

then f(z) € B(A\, u, 5).

Proof. Define a function ¢(z) by

Zu—2D/\+1f(Z)

20 O

=0+ (1= pa(2),

then ¢(z) is of the form ¢(z) = 14+q12+¢22*+... and is analytic in U. Differentiating
both sides of (2.7) with respect to z, we get

DYf(z) (DY) (=82 (2)
(28) DMIf(z) ( 1)( DA f(2) 1) 1_6+(1—6)q(2)'




CERTAIN SUBCLASSES OF ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS... 95

Using (2.7) and (2.8), we obtain

PG [ D) | DR DM N
D | DR D) W:”(Dvw> 9*“2)}
— (1= B)2q(2) + alB+ (1 - B + (1 — B+ (1 - Bg(2)]

— ol - B)2(2) + all — B2¢(=) + (L - B)(1 + 205 — a)q(=) + Blaf + 1 - a)

= ¢(q(2), 24/ (2); 2),

(2.9) ¢(r,5:t) = a(l—F)s+a(l—F)*r2+(1—B)(1+2a8 —a)r+ Baf+1-a).
For all real values of = and y satisfying y < —(1 + 22)/2, we infer that
R(g(iz,y;2)) =a(l - By —a(l -G’ +Bab+1-a)
<-S01-08) - |51-A)+all =B a*+Bas+1-a)
Blaf+1—-a)=(1-5)

IA

A

Let Q@ = {w: R(w) >af (B—1) -2+ 3}, then ¢(q(2), 2¢'(2); 2) € Q and
o(iz,y;2) ¢ Q for all real x and y < —(1 + 2%)/2, z € U. Applying Lemma
2 we conclude that R(q(z)) > 0, which in view of (1.5) and (2.7) implies that

f(z) € B\, B).
If we set p =3 and A = 0, then Theorem 2 gives the following result.
Corollary 1. If f(z) € A satisfies the inequality

%{uv$lk‘Qﬂﬁ;*'fgf‘zﬁgﬂ+l>+q}

>aﬁ(ﬂ—%>—9+ﬁ (zeU; 020, 0=0<1),

(2.10)

2

then f(z) € B(f).

Remark 2. Upon making similar parametric substitutions as pointed out in
Remark 1 above, interesting sufficient conditions can be obtained for the subclasses
S*(6), K(B) and P([) which would evidently include a known result involving the
subclass S* of starlike functions due to Li and Owa [5] (see also [9, p.3, Corollary
2.2]). Derivation of these special cases being straightforward, we skip mentioning
of these results.

3. Argument properties

Making use of Lemma 3, we prove
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Theorem 3. Let

z“*ZD)‘J“lf(z)

(DAf(z))m
If f(2) € A satisfies the following inequality:
5t (Ll el =)
2 1+ |a 2y
SIDMF(2) [ DV () DM N yHB-1] 48

61) <o e [y 00 (e )+ | i)

Lo (12 |af (o1 + a2)(1 — )
2 1+ |a 2

#0  (z€eU; p20; AeNy; 0= 5 <1).

0<ap; ag =1; v>0),

then
Ty ZHTZDALE(2) T
(32) —T< GTQ{W—ﬁ} <T.

Proof. Let ¢(z) be the same function as defined in (2.7), then since ¢(z) is
analytic in the open unit disk U with ¢(0) = 1, it follows from the hypothesis of
Theorem 3 that ¢(z) # 0. Following (2.8), we obtain

SDMG) (DY) (DY)
D) {D*“f(?:) (n 1)(D*f(Z> 1)

(3.3) 8 5
T+p-1 gl /
— =(1- )
T B R R FORE
Suppose now that there exists two points z;, zo € U such that the conditions
(1.8) are satisfied. Applying (1.9) and (1.10) of Lemma 3, we get

= T arg (v—z’(al ra)l-5) m) =— %—tam’l ((O‘ﬁo‘?)(l_ﬁ) m>

arg (1a(21) + (1 — B)ad'(2)) = arg(g(zr)) + arg (7 La-p)

2 2 2y
< T ap! 1 —laf (1 +a)A = B) |
2 1+ |a 2

which, by virtue of (3.3), contradicts the assumption stated in (3.1). Similarly,
we can show that

arg (1(2) + (1 = B)2aq () 2 T3+ tan™ (

L Jal (o +a)(1=6)
1+ |al 2y ’
which again contradicts the assumption mentioned in (3.1). Hence the function
q(z) defined by (2.7) satisfies the inequality

yes)

—t <arg(g(2) <
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which implies that

Ty 2 2DMLE(2) T
3 <os{ s 0} <

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.

(z € ).

If we set a1 = as = a,u=2and A = 8 = 0 in Theorem 3, we get Corollary
2 below.

Corollary 2. Let
2f'(2)
f(z)
If f(2) € A satisfies the inequality

{50 (e R v

#0 (z € U).

(3.4)

then f(z) € S¥(«).
Also, if we put ay = as = a,p=2,A=1and § =0 in Theorem 3, we get

Corollary 3. Let
2f"(2)
<1+ ) )750 (z € U).

If f(2) € A satisfies the inequality

oy { (14202 (L) 2 ) H

(3.5) F'(z) 2f"(2) + f'(2) f(z)
<?+tan1% 0<a<s1;v>0),

then f(z) € Ki(a).
Lastly, by choosing oy = s = 1,4 =1 and A = 0 in Theorem 3, we obtain

Corollary 4. Let
P A8  (zeU; 0SB <1)
If f(z) € A satisfies the inequality

arg{f'(z)<zf”(z)+ i ) il }‘<f+tan—1 (#) (v > 0),

0 Fe) T1=5) 1517

then f(z) € P(5).
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