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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce and study a new subclass of mero-
morphic univalent functions defined by Rapid operator. We obtain
coefficient inequalities, extreme points, radius of starlikeness and con-
vexity. Finally we obtain partial sums and neighborhood properties for

the class Z;(’y, kyp,6).
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1. Introduction

Let S be denote the class of all functions f(z) of the form

(1.1) f(z)=z+ Z anz"
n=2

which are analytic and univalent in U = {z : z € Cand|z| < 1} normalized
by f(0) = 0 and f’(0) = 1. Denote by S*(y) and K(v),0 < v < 1 the
subclasses of functions in S that are starlike and convex functions of order
« respectively. Analytically f € S*() if and only if f is of the form 1.1

and satisfies 72
zf'(z
3‘3{ } >~,z¢€U.
ORa
Similarly, f € K(v) if and only if f is of the form 1.1 and satisfies
2f"(2)
f'(z)

Also denote by T the subclasses of S consisting of functions of the form

§R{1+ }>’y,zEU.

(1.2) flz)=2z— Z anz",an >0
n=2

introduced and studied by Silverman [21], let T*(y) = T'N.S*(v),CV(y) =
TNK*(y). The classes T*(y) and K*(7) posses some interesting properties
and have been extensively studied by Silverman [21] and others. In 1991,
Goodman [10, 11] introduced an interesting subclass uniformly convex (uni-
formly starlike) of the class CV of convex functions (ST starlike functions)
denoted by UCV (UST). A function f(z) is uniformly convex (uniformly
starlike) in U if f(z) in CV (ST) has the property that for every circular
arc 7 contained in U with center £ also in U, the arc f() is a convex arc
(starlike arc) with respect to f(§).

Motivated by Goodman [10, 11], Ronning [17, 18] introduced and stud-
ied the following subclasses of S. A function f € S is said to be in the class
Sp(7, k) uniformly k—starlike functions if it satisfies the condition

SR

and is said to be in the class UCV (v, k), uniformly k—convex functions if
it satisfies the condition

—1',0§7<1,k’20andz€U
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JHON 2" (2)
(1.4) QR<1+ 702 v>>k: )

Indeed it follows from 1.3 and 1.4 that

,0<~v <1,k >0andz € U.

(1.5) FeUCV (v, k)< zf € Sp(v, k).

Further Ahuja et al. [1], Bharathi et al. [7], Murugusundaramoorthy et
al. [12] and others have studied and investigated interesting properties for
the classes Sp(v, k) and UCV (v, k).

Let > denote the class of functions of the form

[e.e]
(1.6) fz)=z"1+ Z anz",an >0
n=1
which are analytic in the punctured open disk
U*={z:2€C,0< |z] <1} =U\{0}.

Let >, > "(7) and Y 1 (7)(0 < v < 1) denote the subclasses of Y that
are meromorphic univalent, meromorphically starlike functions of order ~y
and meromorphically convex functions of order -y respectively. Analytically,
f €>*(v) if and only if f is of the form 1.6 and satisfies

—R (fo;g)) >,z € U.

Similarly, f € > .(7) if and only if f is of the form 1.6 and satisfies

2f"(2)
f'(2)
and similar other classes of meromorphically univalent functions have been
extensively studied by (for example) Altintas et al. [2], Aouf [3], Mogra et
al. [13], Undegadi et al [24, 25, 26] and others (see [8, 14, 15]).

In [6], Athsan and Kulkarni introduced Rapid - operator for analytic
functions and Rosy and Sunil Varma [19] modified their operator to mero-
morphic functions as follows.

—§R(1+ )>’y,z€U

Lemma 1.1. For f € " given by 1.1, 0 < p < 1 and 0 < 6§ < 1, if the
operator Sz : Y. — > is defined by

1
(1—p)fr

(1.7) Shf(z) = 61D /t“%ﬁf(tz)dt
0
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then

(1.8) Sﬁf(z) = é + i L(n, 0, p)apz"

n=1
where L(n,0,p) = (1 — p)”*'l% and I' is the familiar Gamma func-
tion.

In order to prove our results wee need the following lemmas.

Lemma 1.2. If+ is a real number and w = —(u+iv) is a complex number
then
Rw)zyew+1=7)—|w—-(1=7)]=0.

Lemma 1.3. If w = u + v is a complex number and +y is a real number
then

—R(w) > klw+ 1] +7 & —R (w(l + ke?) + ke?) > 7, -7 <O <.

Motivated by Sivaprasad Kumar et al. [16] and Atshan et al . [5], now
we define a new subclass > * (v, k, u,0) of 3.

Definition 1.4. For 0 < v < 1,k > 0,0 < u <land 0 <60 <1, we let
> " (v, k, 1, 0) be the subclass of Y-, consisting of functions of the form 1.6
and satisfying the analytic criterion

(SUF (=)
‘%< SIe)

2(Sf(2))

(1.9) 577(2)

+'y>>k' + 11.

The main object of this paper is to study some usual properties of the
geometric function theory such as the coefficient bounds, extreme points,
radii of meromorphic starlikeness and convexity for the class > *(v, k, i, 9).
Further, we obtain partial sums and neighborhood properties for the class
also.

2. Coeflicient estimates

In this section we obtain necessary and sufficient condition for a function
f to be in the class > * (v, k, p, 0).
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Theorem 2.1. Let f € Y be given by 1.6. Then f € > *(~, k, u,0) if and
only if

(2.1) i (k+1)+ (k+7)]L(n, 0, p)an, < (1 —7).

Proof. Let f €Y *(v,k, i, 6). Then by definition and using Lemma 1.2,
it is enough to show that

(2.2) —m{%&)) (1+kei9)+kei9} >y, -1 <0<,
For convenlence

C(z [z } (1 + ke') — kewS’zf(z)

D(z) Shf(z )

That is, the equation 2.2 is equivalent to

»(557) 27

In view of Lemma 1.2, we only need to prove that

[C(2) + (1 =) D(2)| = |C(2) = (L =7)D(2)| = 0.

Therefore
1C(2) + (1 =7)D(2)| = (2=
- n;[n(k‘ +1) + (k+v = 1)|L(n, 0, p)an|z|"

and |C(2) = (1= 7)D(z)| < ()
+ Y [n(k+1)+ (k+v+1)]L(n,0, way|z|".

It is to show that
[C(2) + (1 =7)D(2)| = |C(z) — (1 +7)D(z)]

21—y — 2 2 [k + 1) + (k +7)]L(n, 0, p)an]]*
> 0, by the given condition 2.1.

v

Conversely suppose f € > *(v,k, u,0). Then by Lemma 1.3, we have
2.2.
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Choosing the values of z on the positive real axis the inequality 2.2
reduces to

[1—~ =2 1+ ke?)] 5 + 3 [n(1 + ke) + (v + ke)|L(n, 0, p)z" "
R n=1 > 0.
B+ % Lm0, panz""!
Since R(—e?) > —|e| = —1, the above inequality reduces to

=A%+ 3 1+ k) + (v + B)]L(n, 0, p)anr™!
n=1 > 0

R

1 o0
=+ > L(n,0,p)rn=t
n=1
Letting r — 1~ and by the mean value theorem, we have obtained the
inequality 2.1. a
Corollary 2.2. If f € > *(v, k, 1, 0) then

(1—7)

(2.3) S AT R T (0 + KL 00

Theorem 2.3. If f € >*(v,k, it,0) then for 0 < |z| =1 < 1,

1 (1-7)
r 2kt + 00— 2@+ D@12 < I£G)]

<1 o)
S @kt + DI - w20+ D0+ 2)

This result is sharp for the function

(2.4)

T.

(25) f(z)= 1 Clale)

T Rk D w2 Do 2) T

o0
Proof.  Since f(z) =1+ 3 an2", we have
n=1

1 ad 1 ad
(2.6) |f(z)|=;+Zanr”§;+rZan.
n=2

n=

1
Sincen > 1,2k+~v+1) < n(k+1)(k+ ~)L(n,0, 1), using Theorem
2.1, we have
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S nlk + 1)(k +)L(n, 0, 1)

o0
Ck+v4+1) Y an <
n=1 n=1
< (1-=9)
— (1—)
= 2 an < STy

Using the above inequality in 2.7, we have

1, (1-7)
r (2k+y+ 11— w)?2@+1)0+2)

[F(2) <

r

1—
and |f(2)] 2 } = grernn whernee”

l _|_ (177)
z T @ky+ D) (1—p)2(0+1)(0+2)

The result is sharp for the function f(z) =
O

Z.

Corollary 2.4. If f € Y *(v, k, 1, 0) then

1 (1_7) !
2@ s nery =G

(1-7)
2k +v+ 1)(1— )20+ 1)(0+2)

<1+

The result is sharp for the function given by 2.6

3. Extreme points

Theorem 3.1. Let fo(z) = 1 and

- (1_V) n
LD rrowr sy R L

n=1

CRUAEE

Then f € Y *(v, k, u, 0) if and only if it can be expressed in the form

(3.2) f(z) = i Un fr(2), un, > Oand i Uy = 1.
n=0

n=1
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Proof.  Suppose f(z) can be expressed as in 3.2. Then
o0 o0
fz) = ZO Up fn(2) = uo fo(z) + Zl Un fn(2)

o) 1— N
= %‘i‘n;l Un [n(l+k§+k7£(n,9,u)z :

Therefore
o~ (1-9) [n(1+k)+k)]| L(n,0,1) .
n; Un T TR TR 07) Ty
= § Up = 1-— Uug S 1.

n=1

So by Theorem 2.1, f € > *(v, k, i1, 0).
Conversely suppose that f € > (v, k, p, 0). Since

(1_’7) n > 1.

= k) + HLm 0"

o0
We set u,, = ["(1+k)+((17jj))]L(n’9’”) an,m>1and ug=1— Y u,.
n=1

Then we have f(z) = iounfn(z) = uo fo(z) + ijl Un fn(2).

Hence the results follows. O

4. Radii of meromorphically starlike and meromorphically
convexity

Theorem 4.1. Let f € Y *(vy, k, i, 0). Then f is meromorphically starlike
of order §,(0 < ¢ < 1) in the unit disc |z| < 1, where

N (1=0) [n(1+k)+kL(n,0, )] 71
rl—lr%f 120 =) ,n>1.

The result is sharp for the extremal function f(z) given by 3.1.

Proof.  The function f € > *(v,k, u,0) of the form 1.6 is meromorphi-
cally starlike of order 0 is the disc |z| < r; if and only if it satisfies the
condition

2f'(z)

(4.1) )

+1‘<<1—5).
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Since
— +1 — +1
) 3 (n+ Dyt 3 (0t Daglz]
+1‘ § n=1 — S n=1 —
f(z) 1+ Y apzntl 1= |ap||z[*tt
n=1 n=1

The above expression is less than (1 —¢) if Zl (n(JlrEg)é) an|z|"t < 1.
n=

Using the fact that f(z) € > *(v, k, 1, 0) if and only if

anp < 1.

= [n(1+ k) + k] L(n, 0, p)
n; (I—=7)

Thus, 4.1 will be true if %M"H < A+ O+RILO) o

(1=)
equivalently |z|" ! < (n(i;i)é) [n(Hk%ffLL)("’g’“ ) which yields the starlikeness

of the family. O
The proof of the following theorem is analogous to that of Theorem 4.1,
and so we omit the proof.

Theorem 4.2. Let f € Y *(v,k,u,0). Then f is meromorphically convex
of order ¢, (0 < 6 < 1) in the unit disc |z| < ra, where

e [ (=0 [+ k) + (v + KL, 0, 1) T
Sl 2-9) (1-7)

,n>1.
The result is sharp for the extremal function f(z) given by 3.1.

5. Partial Sums

Let f € ¥ be a function of the form 1.6. Motivated by Silverman [22] and
Silvia [23] and also see [4], we define the partial sums f,, defined by

m

(5.1) Fnlz) = % + 3" apz", (m € N).

n=1

In this section we consider partial sums of function from the class
> *(v, k, p, 0) and obtain sharp lower bounds for the real part of the ra-
tios of f to fm, and f' to f .
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Theorem 5.1. Let f € > *(v, k, i1, 0) be given by 1.6 and define the partial
sums fi(z) and f,(z) by

(2 A= andfu(z) =+ lanle", (m € N\ (1))
n=1

o0
Suppose also that Y~ d,|a,| < 1, where
n=1
1 ifn=1,2,---,m

(5.3) dn > [7;(1+k)+((17j7k))]L(n,0,u), ifn=m+1,m+2,---"

Then f € > *(v, k, 1, 0). Furthermore
f(z) ) 1
R ( S R
fm(z) dm+1
and %(fm(z)) > 1dm+1

f(z) +dmi1”

Proof.  For the coefficient d,, given by 5.3 it is not difficult to verify that

(5.4) Ayt > dpy > 1.

Therefore we have

m ) 0o
n=1 n=m+1 n=1

by using the hypothesis 5.3. By setting

o 1
Am+1 Y, Gp2"~

91(2) = i1 (fﬁ(zz)) B <1 - dnj+1>) B +n§m;\2”1
n=1

then it sufficient to show that

g1(z) — 1

%(gl(z)) >0 or n T 1‘ <1,(z€U)

and applying 5.7, we find that
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(oS}

dm+1 Z ‘an|
‘gl(z)fl’ < n=m-+1
+1 — m oo
g1(2) 223 lan|—dmi1 > |an]
n=1 n=m-+1
<1,(z€l)

which ready yields the assertion 5.4 of Theorem 5.1. In order to see that

(5.6) flz)=—+

gives sharp result, we observe that for

f) o
fm(z) =1 dm+1 ! m-+1

z= Te%that asr — 17.

Similarly, if we takes g2(2) = (1 + diy1) (f}”(g) — 11’3—;)

and making use of 5.7, we denote that

(1 + dm+1) Z ‘an’

n=m-+1

2-2 3% fau = (1= dst) 5 Jau

n=m-+1

92(2) — 1
92(2) +1

<

which leads us immediately to the assertion 5.5 of Theorem 5.1.

The bound in 5.5 is sharp for each m € N with extremal function f(z)

given by 5.8 . O
The proof of the following theorem is analogous to that of Theorem 5.1,

so we omit the proof.

Theorem 5.2. If f € Y *(v,k, u,8) be given by 1.6 and satisfies the con-

dition 2.1 then 7(2) .
z m +
R < ) >1-—
fvln(z) A1

fi(z dm
and R ( f,((z))) > mHJ;linH,

where
n

dn > [n(14+k)+ ()| L(n.0.0)
(1-7)) ’

ifn=2,3,---,m
ifn=m+1,m+2,---°

The bounds are sharp with the extremal function f(z) of the form 2.3.
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6. Neighbourhoods for the class >*(v, k, y, 0)

In this section, we determine the neighborhood for the class 2*5(% k., 6)
which we define as follows

Definition 6.1. A function f € ¥ is said to be in the class ¥*(v, k, 1, 0)
if there exits a function g € > (v, k, p,0) such that

1

(6.1) 9

<1-&(zeFB,0<E<]).

Following the earlier works on neighbourhoods of analytic functions by
Goodman [9] and Ruscheweyh [20], we define the §—neighbourhoods of
function f € > by

(6.2) N5(f) = {g € Z 19(2) = é + i bnz”andi nla, — byl < 5}.

n=1

Theorem 6.2. If g € Y *(v, k, u,0) and

5(2k +~ + 1)L(L, 6, 1)
(2k +~v 4+ 1)L(1,0,u) — (1 — )

then Ns(g) C 3" (v, k, 1, ).

(6.3) E=1-

Proof. Let f € Ns(g). Then we find from 7.2 that

o0

(6.4) Z nlay, — by <9

n=1
which implies the coefficient inequality

(6.5) Z|an—bn| <d,neN.

n=1

Since g € Y *(v, k, 1, 0), we have

(1-7)
(2k +~+ 1)L(1,0, 1)

IN

(6.6) i bn
n=1

So that
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Z |an*bn‘
< n=1
3
1=> " bn
n=1
8(2k+y+1)L(1,0,1)
(kA+y+1) L(1,0,1)—(1—7)

=1-¢
provided ¢ is given by 7.3. Hence by definition, f € 32*(v, k, u,6) for &
given by which completes the proof. a
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