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Abstract

In this article, by making use of the linear operator introduced and studied by Sri-
vastava and Attiya [16], suitable classes of admissible functions are investigated and
the dual properties of the third-order differential subordinations are presented. As a
consequence, various sandwich-type theorems are established for a class of univalent
analytic functions involving the celebrated Srivastava-Attiya transform. Relevant con-
nections of the new results are pointed out.
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1. Introduction, Definitions and Preliminaries

Let H be the class of functions analytic in the open unit disk
U:={z:2z€C and |z| < 1}.
Also let
Hla,n] (neN:={1,2,3,---},a € C)
be the subclass of the analytic function class H consisting of functions of the form

. (zel).

Let A(C H) be the class of functions which are analytic in U and have the normalized Taylor-Maclaurin
series of the form:

f(z) =a+apn2" + apnt12

f) =24 anz", (z€U). (1.1)
n=2

Suppose that f and g are in H. We say that f is subordinate to g, (or g is superordinate to f), written
as
f<g inUor f(z) <g(z) (2€U),

if there exists a function w € H, satisfying the conditions of the Schwarz lemma, namely

w(0) =0 and |w(z)| <1
such that

f(z) =9(w(z)) (z€T).
It follows that

f(z) = 9(2) (z € U) = f(0) = g(0) and f(U) C g(U).
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In particular, if g is univalent in U, then the reverse implication also holds (see, for details, [10]).

The concept of differential subordination is a generalization of various inequalities involving com-
plex variables. We recall here some more definitions and terminologies from the theory of differential
subordination and superordination.

Definition 1. [I] Let ¢ : C* x U — C and suppose that the function h(z) is univalent in U. If the
function p(z) is analytic in U and satisfies the following third-order differential subordination

U(p(2), 20 (2), %" (2), 2°D" (2): 2) < h(2), (1.2)
then p(z) is called a solution of the differential subordination ([2]). Furthermore, a given univalent
function ¢(z) is called a dominant of the solutions of the differential subordination (L2, or, more
simply, a dominant if p(z) < q(z) for all p(z) satisfying (L2]). A dominant ¢(z) that satisfies G(z) < ¢(z)
for all dominants ¢(z) of (L2) is said to be the best dominant..

Definition 2. [I8] Let ¢ : C* x U — C and the function h(z) be univalent in U. If the function p(z)
and
Y(p(2), 2/ (2), 2°p"(2), 2°p" (2); 2)

are univalent in U and satisfies the following third-order differential superordination

h(z) < d(p(2), 20/ (2), 220" (2), %" (2); 2), (1.3)
then p(z) is called a solution of the differential superordination. An analytic function ¢(z) is called
a subordinant of the solutions of the differential superordination, or more simply a subordinant, if

q(z) < p(z) for all p(z) satistying (L3]).

A univalent subordinant ¢(z) that satisfies q(z) < ¢(z) for all subordinant ¢(z) of (3] is said
to be the best subordinant. We note that both the best dominant and best subordinant are unique
up to rotation of U. The well known monograph of Miller and Mocanu [10] and the more recent
book of Bulboaca [2] provide detailed expositions on the theory of differential subordination and
superordination. With a view to define the Srivastava-Attiya transform we recall here the generalized
Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta function, which is defined in [I5] by the following series:

o0
ZTL

Y(z,u,b) = Z:Om, (1.4)

(be C\Zy;pe C when z € U;R(p) > 1 when z € 9U) .

Special cases of the function Y(z,u,b) include for example, the Riemann Zeta function ((u) =

T (1, p, 1); the Hurwitz Zeta function ¢(u, b) = Y(1, p1, b), the Lerch Zeta function [,,¢ = Y (exp 27i, p, 1)
(¢ € R,R(p) > 1), the Poly logarithm function L;, = 2Y (2, i1, 1) and so on. For further details see [17]

and the references therein. Srivastava and Attiya [16] considered the following normalized function:

Ryp(z) = (L+0)*[Y (2, p1,0) — b7"] +Z <Zii> 2, (zel), (1.5)

and by making use of R, (), they have introduced the hnear operator J,; : A — A which is defined
in terms of convolution as follows:

Jupf(2) = Ryp(2) z+ Z <zii> 22" (2 €U). (1.6)

The operator J,,;f(z) is now popularly known in the literature as the Srivastava-Attiya operator.
Various applications of J,; f(2) are found in [3, [5, [7, 6, 12, 21] and the references therein. From (LG,
it is clear that

2y f(2) = (0+ 1) Jupf(2) = buiipf(2). (1.7)
Suitable choices of parameters, the above defined operator unifies various other linear operators which
are introduced earlier. For examples

(1) Jopf(2) = f(2),
2) Jiof(z) = [ Mt .= 2uf(2),
3) Jinf(2) 1*’7 fo L f(dt =T, f(2), (n> 1),
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(4) T f(2) = 2+ 50 (35) anz" = () (0>0).
Where 2(f) and J, are the integral operators introduced by Alexander and Bernardi, respectively,

and I9(f) is the Jung-Kim-Srivastava integral operator closely related to multiplier transformation
studied by Flett. For more detail unifications we refer [12].

Definition 3. [I] Let Q be the set of all functions ¢ that are analytic and univalent on U\ E(q), where
E(q) = {{ : £ € U : lim,_,¢ q(z) = oo}, and are such that min | ¢/(§) |= p > 0 for £ € U \ E(q).
Further, let the subclass of Q for which ¢(0) = a be denoted by Q(a),Q(0) = Qp and Q(1) = Q.

The subordination methodology is applied to an appropriate class of admissible functions. The
following class of admissible functions is given by Antonino and Miller.

Definition 4. [I] Let Q be a set in C and ¢ € Q and n € N\ {1}. The class of admissible functions
U,,[, g] consists of those functions ¢ : C* x U — C achieving the following admissibility conditions:

P(r,s,t,uiz) € Q

whenever

= oo =tedton (1) 2 (5 ).

o()2ex(55)

and

where z € U, € OU \ E(q), and k > n.
The next lemma is the foundation result in the theory of third-order differential subordination.
Lemma 1. [I] Let p € Hla,n] with n > 2, and q € Q(a) achieving the following conditions:
! /
R(LQ) 5, |2t
7(¢) 7(¢)
where z € U, € OU\ E(q), and k > n. If Q is a set in C,¢ € U,[Q, ¢q] and
) (p(z), 2p'(2), 22p" (), 229" (2); z) C Q,

— 9

then
p(z) <q(z)  (2€U).

Definition 5. [I8] Let Q be a set in C and ¢ € H[a,n] and ¢'(z) # 0. The class of admissible functions
! [, g] consists of those functions ¢ : C*x U — C that satisfy the following admissibility conditions:

Y(r, s, t,u;¢) € Q

r=q(z),s = G (f + 1> < %ﬁ)’-e <2q//(z) + 1> :

q'(2)
m 1 qu///(z)
) <
§R<s>_mQ§R< q(z) )’
where z € U, € U, and m > n > 2.

Lemma 2. [I8] Let p € Ha,n] with ¢ € ¥} [Q,q]. If

b(p(2), 20 (2), 20" (2), 2°p" (2); 2)
is univalent in U and p € Q(a) satisfying the following conditions:

Z(J”(Z)> zp'(2)
R >0,
( q(z) )~ 7 (2)
where z € U, € OU, and m > n > 2, then

Q C {y (p(2), 20/ (2),2°p"(2), 2°p"(2); 2) : 2 € U},

whenever

and

-_— )

implies that
q(z) <p(z)  (z€0).
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Though the notion of third order differential subordination have originally found in the work of
Ponnusamy and Juneja [I3]. The recent work due to Tang et al. [I8, 20] on third order differential
subordination attracted to many researchers in this field. For example see [4} [8, 9] T4\ [I8], 19} 20] 13, [1T].
In the present paper we considered suitable classes of admissible functions associated with Srivastava-
Attiya operator and obtained sufficient conditions on the normalized analytic function f such that
Sandwich-type subordination of the following form holds:

hi(z) < O(f) < q2(2), (2 €1,

where ¢1, ¢o are univalent in U and © is a suitable operator.

2. Results Related to Third Order Subordination

In this section, start with given set 2 and given function ¢ and we determine a set of admissible
operators 1 so that (L2]) holds true. Thus, the following new class of admissible function is introduced
which will required to prove the main third-order differential subordination theorems for the operator

Jupf(2) defined by (L3).

Definition 6. Let 2 be a set in C and ¢ € Qg () Ho. The class of admissible function ® ;[€2, ¢] consists
of those functions ¢ : C* x U — C that satisfy the following admissibility conditions:

¢(a7/87775;2) ¢ Q

whenever
o= q(C).f = kCq (g):lbq(C)’
v(b+1)* —b*a ¢q"(¢)
%<(6(b+1)—ba)_2b> 2""%E(qf(o “)’
and
S(b+1)3 —~(b+1)%(3b + 3) + b2 (3 + 2b) ) oy [ C2¢"(C)
3%< ®(F )+ B) +3b+6b+2>2w< 70 >

where z € U,{ € OU \ E(q), and k > 2.
Theorem 1. Let ¢ € ®;[Q2, q. If the function f € A and q € Qg satisfy the following conditions:

¢q"(¢) Jupf(2)
éR( 7 (C) > =0 Q) | & 21)
and
{o(Jug16f(2)s Jup f(2)s Ju—1pf(2), Ju—apf(2):2) : 2 € U} C Q, (2.2)
then

Juripf(2) < q(2) (z € ).
Proof. Define the analytic function p(z) in U by
p(z) = Jus1pf(2)- (2.3)
From equation (L7) and (2.3]), we have
2p'(2) + bp(2)

By similar argument, yields
22p"(2) + (2b + 1)zp' (2) + b%p(z
Jimraf(e) = DB DD 200D &0
and 3.1 2.1 2 ! 3
1
oo f() = 22p"(2) + (3b+ 3)2p" (z) + (3b° + 3b+ 1)zp'(2) + b p(z). (2.6)

(b+1)3
Define the transformation from C* to C by

a(r,s, t,u) =, B(r,s,t,u) =
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t+ (20 + 1)s + b%r

‘ 2.
y(r, s, t,u) = (b—l—l) (27)
and ( ) ( 9 ) 3
+ (3b+3)t + (3b* +3b+ 1)s + b3r
6(T737t7u)_ (b+ 1)3 ’ (28)
Let
B L s+br t+ (2b+1)s + b?r
w(T,s,t,U)—Ma,B,%&Z)—¢<T’ bt1’ (b+1)2 ’
2 3
u+ (3b+3)t+ (30> +3b+ 1)s +b T2). (2.9
(b+1)3

The proof will make use of Lemma [Il Using equations (23] to ([2:6), and from (2.9]), we have

¥ (p(2),2p'(2), 2%p" (2), 2°p" (2); 2) = ¢ (Jus1pf(2), Tup f(2), Tum16f (2), Ju—2p f(2); 2) - (2.10)
Hence, (2.2]) becomes
1/1(])(2),2])'( ) Zzp”( ) 23p///( ) ) EQ.

t b+ 1) = b
s T S Bor ) — )

Note that
—2b

and

u _ 5(b+1)% —(b+1)*(3b+ 3) + b (3 + 2b)

s (b(8 —a) +B) '
Thus, the admissibility condition for ¢ € ®;[€2, ¢] in Definition [@] is equivalent to the admissibility
condition for ¢ € W5, q] as given in Definition @] with n = 2. Therefore, by using (2.1]) and Lemma

[, we have

Jur1pf(2) < q(2).
This completes the proof of theorem. O

The next result is an extension of Theorem [I] to the case where the behavior of ¢(z) on dU is not
known.

Corollary 1. Let Q C C and let the function q be univalent in U with q(0) = 0. Let ¢ € ® 5[, q,] for
some p € (0,1), where q,(2) = q(pz). If the function f € A and q, satisfy the following conditions

(g,(¢) Junf(2)
%<q;)(<)>20, 40 ‘Sk‘ (2 €U,k >2,( €dU\ E(q,))
and
A1 f(2); Jupf(2), Ju—1pf(2), Ju—2pf(2); 2) € 8,
then

Juripf(2) < q(2) (z € U).

Proof. From Theorem [, then J,11f(2) < gp(2). The result asserted by Corollary [l is now deduced
from the following subordination property ¢,(z) < q(z) (z € ). O

If Q # C is a simply connected domain, then Q@ = h(U) for some conformal mapping h(z) of U
onto . In this case, the class ®;[h(U),q| is written as ®j[h, g]. This follows immediate consequence
of Theorem [1l

Theorem 2. Let ¢ € ®lh,q|. If the function f € A and q € Qg satisfy the following conditions:

¢q"(Q) Jupf(2)
w20 e <k 20
and
A(Juprpf(2), Jup f(2), Ju—1pf(2), Ju—2p f(2); 2) < h(2), (2.12)
then

Jur1pf(2) < q(2) (z €U).
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The next result is an immediate consequence of Corollary [l

Corollary 2. Let Q C C and let the function q be univalent in U with ¢(0) = 0. Let ¢ € ®;[h, q,] for
some p € (0,1), where q,(2) = q(pz). If the function f € A and q, satisfy the following conditions

Cq,(¢) Juf () .
§R< 4,0 > 20 |7pg | Sh bk 220e0UN Elg)),
and
(16 f (2)s Jup f(2), Ju—1f (2), Ju—2pf(2); 2) < h(2),
then

Jur1pf(2) < q(2) (z €U).
The following result yields the best dominant of the differential subordination ([212I).

Theorem 3. Let the function h be univalent in U and let ¢ : C* x U — C and v be given by (Z.3).
Suppose that the differential equation

D(9(2), 24 (2). 224" (2), 24" (2): 2) = h(2), (2.13)
has a solution q(z) with q(0) = 0, which satisfy condition (21). If the function f € A satisfies
condition (2.12) and

¢(Ju+1,bf( ) ubf( ) = lbf( ) = 2bf( ) )
s analytic in U, then
Juripf(2) < q(2)

and q(z) is the best dominant.

Proof. From Theorem [I], we have ¢ is a dominant of (2.12]). Since ¢ satisfies ([2.13]), it is also a solution
of (212 and therefore ¢ will be dominated by all dominants. Hence ¢ is the best dominant. O

In view of Definition [f] and in the special case ¢(z) = Mz, M > 0, the class of admissible
functions ® ;[€2, ¢], denoted by ® ;[Q2, M], is expressed as follows.

Definition 7. Let © be a set in C and M > 0. The class of admissible function ® ;[Q2, M| consists of
those functions ¢ : C* x U — C such that
o 1rei (k+b)Me® L+[(2b+ 1)k + b Me? N + (3b+ 3)L + [(3b% + 3b + 1)k + b®| M e
Toob4+1 (b+1)? ’ (b+1)3

;z> ¢ Q.
(2.14)
whenever z € U, R(Le™) > (k — 1)kM, and R(Ne=%*) > 0 for all § € R and &k > 2.
Corollary 3. Let ¢ € ®;[Q, M]. If the function f € A satisfies
[Jupf(2)| < kM (€U, k>2;M >0),

and

(S pf(2), Jup f(2), Ju—1pf(2), Ju—2p f(2); 2) € Q,
then

| Jut16f ()] < M.
In this special case 2 = ¢(U) = {w : |w| < M}, the class ®;[2, M] is simply denoted by & ;[M].
Corollary [3] can now be written in the following form.
Corollary 4. Let ¢ € ®;[M]. If the function f € A satisfies
| Jupf(2)| < EM (k>2;2€U,M > 0),

and

’Ju+1,bf( z), mbf( ), = 16f(2), = 2bf( ); 2| < M,
then

|Jur1pf(2)] < M.
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Corollary 5. Let k> 2, 0# pe C and M > 0. If the function f € A satisfies
| Jupf (2)] < kM,

and
M

usf () = Juernf () < =g
then

| Jur1pf(2)| < M.

Proof. Let ¢(a, 5,7,0;2) = B — a and Q = h(U), where h(z) = |é‘jﬁ| (M > 0). Use Corollary [3 we
need to show that ¢ € ®;[Q2, M], that is, the admissibility condition ([2ZI4)) is satisfied. This follows
since

(k —1)Me? M
. — >
whenever z € U, 6 € R and k > 2. The required result follows from Corollary [3] O

Definition 8. Let 2 be a set in C,q € Q; N#H;. The class of admissible functions ® (€2, ¢] consists
of those functions ¢ : C* x U — C that satisfy the following admissibility condition

(o, B,7,6;2) & Q

whenever
= (. = HH OO D)
b+1D)(y—a) ¢q"(¢)
5)’-3< e 2(1+b)> zk%( Lo +1>,
and
R (5(1 + b)2 —3v(b+2)(b+ lg—l_—?;a(b +2)(b+1)—(1+ b)za sl 19D 4 11> N 25 <C2q€/(//<()o> |

where z € U,( € OU \ E(q), and k > 2.
Theorem 4. Let ¢ € ®;1[Q,q|. If the function f € A and q € Q; satisfy the following conditions:

d z
and
{¢ <JH+1§f(Z), J“’bzf(z), Ju_l’;f(z), J“_2§f(z) ; z> 1z € U} C Q, (2.16)
then
L“i’f G L4)  (zew).

Proof. Define the analytic function p(z) in U by

p(z) = Ju%bf(z) (2.17)
From equation (L7) and (2.1I7]), we have
Jupf(2) _ 2p'(2) + (b +1)p(2)
P . . (2.18)
By similar argument, yields
Ju—1pf(2)  220"(2) + 2p/(2)(3 + 2b) + p(2)(1 + b)? (2.19)
z (b+1)2 '
and
Ju—2pf (2) _ 22p"(2) + 3(b + 2)2°p"(2) + (30> + 9 + T)zp/(2) + p(2) (b + 1)° (2.20)

z (b+1)3
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Define the transformation from C* to C by

alr,s,t,u) =r, B(r,s,t,u) = %,
3+2b b+1)2
7(T737t7u) = t+( +(bf$2( il ) T7 (221)
and
2 3
5(r, 5.t 1) = u+3(b+2)t+ (3((;):—19)24- 7)s+ (b+1) r (2.92)
Let
- L s+ (1+b)r t+ (3+2b)s+ (b+1)*r
¢(T‘,S,t,U) - ¢(a7577757 Z) - ¢<T, (1 + b) 9 (b+ 1)2 )
u+3(b+ 2)t + (3(b;j19)2+ 7)s+ (b+ 1)3r;2> (2.23)

The proof will make use of Lemma[Il Using equations (2.17)) to (2:20)), and from (2:23]), we have

Jui1of(2) Jusf(2) Ju1nf(2) Ju_2,bf(2),z> (2.24)
z ooz z ’ z ) '

b (p(2), 29 (2), 229" (2), 29" (2); 2) = (

Hence, ([Z10]) becomes
¥ (p(2), 20 (2), 2°p" (2), 2°p" (2); 2) € Q.
Note that
t b+1)(y—
LTS s AN B TS
. + 5 a (1+0)
and
2 _ _ 2
w_ 1B -3+ 2B+ 1) +3ab £ D01 ~ (14D, o
S 68—«
Thus, the admissibility condition for ¢ € ®;1[€2,¢] in Definition [ is equivalent to the admissibility
condition for ¢ € W5[Q, ¢] as given in Definition [ with n = 2. Therefore, by using (2Z.I5]) and Lemma
[ we have

Jur16f(2)
z
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

< q(2).

If Q # C is a simply connected domain, then Q = h(U) for some conformal mapping h(z) of U
onto 2. In this case, the class ®1[h(U), ¢ is written as @ ;1 [h, ¢]. This follows immediate consequence
of Theorem @l

Theorem 5. Let ¢ € ®j1]h,q|. If the function f € A and q € Q1 satisfy the following conditions:
Ju,bf(z)

¢q"(¢)
n(LE) =0 [ < o
and
0 <JM+17bf<z>, Jupl () Jursl ) Juanl () z) < h(z), (320)
then
Jnof(2) 9(z) (2 €.

In view of Definition [§ and in the special case q(z) = Mz, M > 0, the class of admissible
functions ® (€2, ¢], denoted by @ ;1[€2, M], is expressed as follows.
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Definition 9. Let Q be a set in C and M > 0. The class of admissible function ® [, M| consists
of those functions ¢ : C* x U — C such that

o 11 (k+1+b)Me? L+[(3+2b)k+ (b+ 1) Me?
’ 1+b (b+1)2 ’
N +3(b+2)L + [(362 + 9b + )k + (b + 1) Me®

CFSE ;z> ¢ Q. (2.27)

whenever z € U, R(Le™") > (k — 1)kM, and R(Ne~ %) > 0 for all § € R and k > 2.
Corollary 6. Let ¢ € ®;1[Q, M]. If the function f € A satisfies

J“’bff(z) <kM (2€Uk>2M>0),
an Joiinf(2) Jusf(2) Jurnf(2) Juanf(2)
V4 z _ y4 _ V4
o (Feetall), Bf8) Dol8) JeanllD) ) e,
then
Jur1pf(2) <M.
V4

In this special case Q = ¢(U) = {w : |w| < M}, the class ® 5[, M] is simply denoted by ® s [M].
Corollary [6] can now be written in the following form.

Corollary 7. Let ¢ € ®;1[M]. If the function f € A satisfies

‘]“%f(z) <kM (2€Uk>2M>0),
an Tuiiof(2) Tusf(2) Tuctnf(2) Tunof ()
VA VA _ z _ VA
o (Z22fB), Jual0) Do 8 a9 )y
then
Jur1pf(2) <M.
VA

Definition 10. Let Q be a set in C and ¢ € Qi N #H;. The class of admissible functions ® ;2[€2, ¢|
consists of those functions ¢ : C* x U — C that satisfy the following admissibility condition

(o, B,7,6;2) & Q

whenever
_ _ 1 kCq'(€)
0 =408 = Gy (S 0 1400
(14b)(By + 20 — 3ap3) ¢q"(¢)
" 7o) )2 w0 (S +1).
and

R|(6=7)(1+0)*8y = (1+)*(v=B)B(1— B —7+3a) =3(b+1)(y = B)B+2(8—a) +3(1+b)a(5 ~a)

¢%q"(Q)
7(¢) >

+(6—a)2(1+b)((6—a)(1+b)—3—4(1+b)a)+a2(1+b)2(5—a)} x(B—a)"t > k:2§R<

where z € U,{ € OU \ E(q) and k > 2.
Theorem 6. Let ¢ € ®;5[Q,q|. If the function f € A and q € Qy satisfy the following conditions

¢q'(0) Jue1af(2)
%<¢«>>ZQ Tl () (C)

J/be(z) Ju—l,bf(z) Ju—2,bf(25) Ju_g’bf(z). > ) }
{¢ (Ju+1,bf(2)’ T f(2) " Tu1pf(z) Ju—2,bf(2)’z c2eUp CQ, (2.29)

<k, (2.28)




10 H. M. Srivastava, A. Prajapati and P. Gochhayat

then

Jpaf(2) ¢z) (2.

Jur1f (2)
Proof. Define the analytic function p(z) in U by

p(z) = Tupflz) (2.30)

Jur1pf (2)
From equation (L7) and (2.30]), we have

Tuoapf(z) _ 1 [20(2) G- A
Ju,bf(z) N (b-i— 1) p(z) - (b+ 1)p( ) T b+1 (2.31)

By similar argument yields,

Ju—2,bf(z) . B

= 2.32
Ju—l,bf(z) b+1 ( )
and
Ju—3pf(2) 1 —1 —1 242
. = B+B (C+A"D—A*CY)]|. 2.33
T 20 f(2) 1 BHBT(C ) (2.33)
Where
2 e () /
/ S+ oy — Z + (b+1)2p'(2)
B::(bﬂ)p(szp(z) O] (,,( ) >
p(2) 2 4 (b+ 1)p(=)
2p'(z) | 2p(2) <zp’(2)>2
C .= + — +(b+1D)2p (2
e e\ ) TeTUE
p.o3FE)  2G) | w(E) (zp’(2)>2 _EWER) (zp’(2)>3
T op(z) p(2) p(2) p(2) p*(z) p(2)
+ (b4 1)zp'(2) + (b+ 1)2%"(2).
Define the transformation from C* to C by
1 s E
a(r, s, tyu) =, B(r,s, t,u) = bl [; + (b+ 1)7’} =aTT
1 s Lys (524 (b+1)s F
t S b+1 r_r r = 2.34
At = g (S 0 ) T LRI (231
and
5(r,s,t,u) — % [F+F Y L+EH-E2L?)]. (2.35)
Where
t s S\ 2
Li=(1+h)s+2+2-(2)
3t u s s\ 2 st s\3
Hi==+=+>-3(2) —3<ﬁ> +2(2) + @+ D)5+ 1+
Let
B L E F F+FYL+E'H-E?L?
w(rvsat7u) - (25(04,5,’}/7572) - ¢<T7b+17b+17 b—|—1 ) (236)

The proof will make use of Lemma [Il Using equations (Z30)) to ([Z:33)), and from (Z36]), we have

/ 2 3 NN Jupf(2)  Ju1pf(2) Ju—2pf(2) Juspf(2). )
¥ (p(2), 20 (2), 2°p" (2),2°p" (2); 2) = ¢ <JM+1,bf(Z)7 Tl @) Tanf @) Ju—z,bf(2)72 . (2.37)
Hence, ([Z29) becomes

P (p(z), 2p' (2), 22p" (2), 2°p"" (2); z) € Q.
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Note that

t o ((L+D)(By +2a* - 3ap)
s“‘( B —a) >
and

(6=7)(1+b)? By —(1+0)* (v = B)B(L—B—7+3a) =3(b+1)(y—)B+2(B—a) +3(1+b)a(f~a)

+ (B —a)?*(1+b)((B—a)(1+b) —3 —4(1+b)a) + (1 +b)*(3 — a)] x (B—a)"t

Thus, the admissibility condition for ¢ € ® 5[, ¢] in Definition [0l is equivalent to the admissibility
condition for 1) € Wy[€2, ¢] as given in Definition [l with n = 2. Therefore, by using (Z28)) and Lemma

[ we have
J,u,bf(z)
Jur10f(2) = a(z).
|

If Q # C is a simply connected domain, then Q = h(U) for some conformal mapping h(z) of U
onto €. In this case, the class @ ;1[h(U), ¢] is written as ® j2[h, q]. This follows immediate consequence
of Theorem [6

Theorem 7. Let ¢ € ®;s[h,q|. If the function f € A and q¢ € Qi satisfy the following conditions

e Jupf(2) f(z) f(z) f(z)
o/ (2)  Tu-1b u2b2 ugbz .
gb(t]u+1,bf(2) Junf(2) " 1 pf(2) Jueapf(z) > < h(2), (2.38)
then
Toirof (2) <q(z) (2 €.

3. Results Related to Third Order Superordination

In this section, the third-order differential superordination theorems for the operator .J,;f(z)
defined in (L6 is investigated. For the purpose, we considered the following admissible functions.

Definition 11. Let  be a set in C and ¢ € Ho with ¢/(z) # 0. The class of admissible function ®’;[<2, ¢
consists of those functions ¢ : C* x if — C that satisfy the following admissibility conditions:

Pl B,7,05¢) € Q

whenever
B _2q'(2) + mbq(z)
a=q(z),B = mr1)
(b +1)% - b« B 1 (24" (2)
* (T om ) <22 e ).
and

S(b+1)3 —v(b+1)%(3b + 3) + b%a(3 + 2b) 9 1 22¢"(2)
| G5 — o) + ) suvoo+2) < oo (IR

where z € U, € 0U, and m > 2.

Theorem 8. Let ¢ € ®[Q, q]. If the function f € A and Jyq1f(2) € Qo and q € Ho with ¢'(z) #0
satisfy the following conditions:
ZC/’(Z))
R >0,
< 7(z) )~

A(Jpur1pf(2), Jupf(2), Ju—1pf(2), Ju—2,f(2); 2)

Ju,bf(z)
7 (2)

<m, (3.1)

and

is univalent in U,then

QCH{d(Jur16f(2), Jup f(2)s Ju—1pf(2), Ju—2pf(2); 2) : 2 € U}, (3.2)
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implies that
q(2) < Jur1pf(2) (z€U).
Proof. Let the function p(z) be defined by (Z3]) and + by (Z3)). Since ¢ € /[, ¢]. From (ZI0) and
B2) yield
Q C {y (p(2), 29 (2), 22" (2), 2°p"(2); 2) = 2 € U}
From (27) and 28], we see that the admissibility condition for ¢ € ®/[Q,q] in Definition [I] is

equivalent to the admissibility condition for ¢ € W5[Q,¢| as given in Deﬁnltlon Bl with n = 2. Hence
¥ € U5[Q, ¢] and by using [B.2) and Lemma 2] we have

q(z) < Jur1pf(2).
O

If Q # C is a simply connected domain, then Q = h(U) for some conformal mapping h(z) of U
onto Q. In this case, the class ®/,[h(U), ¢ is written as ®/;[h, ¢]. This follows an immediate consequence
of Theorem [l

Theorem 9. Let ¢ € ®';[h,q] and h be analytic in U. If the function f € A and Jy41f(2) € Qo and
q € Ho with ¢'(z) # 0 satisfy the following conditions (31l) and

A(Jur16f(2), Jup f(2), Ju—1pf(2), Ju—20f(2); 2),

is univalent in U, then

h(z) < &(Jpg16f(2), Jup f(2)s Ju—1pf (2), Ju—2pf(2); 2), (3.3)
implies that
q(2) = Jur1pf(2) (z €U).

Theorems 8 and [ can only be used to obtain subordination of the third-order differential superor-
dination of the forms ([3.2) or (B3]). The following theorem proves the existence of the best subordinant
of B3) for a suitable ¢.

Theorem 10. Let the function h be univalent in U and let ¢ : C* x U — C and ¢ be given by (2.9).
Suppose that the differential equation

D(a(2),24' (), 2°¢"(2), 224" (2); 2) = h(2) (3.4)
has a solution q(z) € Qq. If the functions f € A, J,11f(2) € Qo and q € Ho with ¢'(z) # 0, which
satisfy the following condition (31]) and

¢(Ju+1,bf() ubf() ulbf() u2bf() )

is analytic in U, then

h(z) = ¢(Jpg16f(2), Jup f(2)s Ju—1pf(2), Ju—2pf(2); 2)

implies that
q(2) < Jup1pf(z) (2 €D)

and q(z) is the best dominant.
Proof. In view of Theorem B and Theorem [0 we deduce that ¢ is a subordinant of ([B3]). Since g
satisfies (B4, it is also a solution of (B3] and therefore g will be subordinated by all subordinants.
Hence ¢ is the best subordinant. O
Definition 12. Let Q be a set in C, ¢ € H; with ¢/(z) # 0. The class of admissible functions CIDle[Q, q]
consists of those functions ¢ : C* x i/ — C that satisfy the following admissibility condition

Pl B,7,05¢) € Q

whenever
_ _2q'(2) + (1 + b)mg(2)
a_Q(Z)7B_ (1—|—b)m 9

R <w — 901+ b)> <1y (zq”(z) + 1)

f—a m q'(2)
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and

2 _ _ 2 2 1
- 0(14+0b)*=3y(b+2)(b+1)+3a(b+2)(b+1) (1+b)a—|—3b2+12b+11 Si% 27q" (2) 7
B—a m? 7 (2)
where z € U, € 9U, and m > 2.

Theorem 11. Let ¢ € ®/;,[Q,q]. If the function f € A, J“bff(z) € Q1 and q € Hy with ¢'(2) # 0
satisfy the following conditions:
Zq"(z)>
R ( >0
7(2)

¢<JM+1,bf(Z) Jupf(2) Ju—1pf(2) Ju—2,bf(z),2>

J,u,bf(z)
zq'(2)

<m, (3.5)

and

) ) )

z z z z
is univalent in U, then

o {¢ <JH+1J, F() Tus Zf(z)’ Ju1f(2) Jﬂ_2,bf(z);z> e U}, (3.6)

z z ’ z

implies that

~ Jur16f(2)
z

Proof. Let the function p(2) be defined by 2.I7) and ¢ by 223). Since ¢ € ¢/, ¢, 224) and

B9) yield

q(z) (z € ).

Q. {¥ (p(2),20' (), 2°p"(2), 2°p"(2); 2) : z € U}
From equations (Z.2I)) and (2.22)), we see that the admissible condition for ¢ € ®/;,[Q2, ¢] in Definition
[[2is equivalent to the admissible condition for ¢ as given in Definition[Blwith n = 2. Hence ¢ € W}[€2, ¢
and by using ([3.5) and Lemma 2] we have
Jur10f(2)

q(z) < —

O

If Q # C is a simply connected domain, then 2 = h(U) for some conformal mapping h(z) of U onto
Q. In this case, the class ®';,[h(U), g| is written as ®';,[h, g]. This follows an immediate consequence
of Theorem [[1]

Theorem 12. Let ¢ € <I>f,71[h, q] and h be analytic in U. If the function f € A and q € Hy with
q'(2) # 0 satisfy the following conditions (31) and

¢<JM+1,bf(Z) Jupf(2) Ju—1pf(2) Ju—2,bf(z),2>

9 9 )
z z z z

s univalent in U, then

h(z) _<¢<Ju+l,bf(z) Jupnf(2) Ju1pf(2) J”_Z’bf(z)-z>
» ) e ) 5 s B ; ,
implies that
a(2) < J“%bf(z) (z € 1),

Definition 13. Let 2 be a set in C and ¢ € H; with q'(z) # 0. The class of admissible functions
@&72[9, q| consists of those functions ¢ : C* xU — C that satisfy the following admissibility conditions

P, B,7,05¢) € Q

whenever

a=q(z),8= b—i—% <;§;(é)) +(b+ 1)(1(2)) ;

() ()
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and

R|(6—7)(1+b)By—(14+b)*(v—B)B(1—B—7+3a)—=3(b+1)(y—B)B+2(B—a)+3(1+b)a(B —a)

+(6—a>2(1+b)((ﬁ—a)(1+b)—3_4(1+b)a)+a2(1+b)2(5_a)] x(B—a)"! < %% (ZQ;/(NZ()Z)> ,

where z € U, € 9U and m > 2.

Theorem 13. Let ¢ € ®';,[Q, q]. If the function f € A and Jubf (@) Q1 and q € H1 with ¢'(z) #0

Jut1,6f(2)
satisfy the following conditions
zq”(z)) Ju 1l (2)
R >, |l |y 3.7
(5 =0 i B0

and

¢< Jupf(2)  Juapf(2) Ju2pf(2) Ju—3,bf(z),z>
Jurrpf(2) Jupf(2) " T f(2) Ju—apf(2)

is univalent in U, then

Junf(2)  Jucapf(2) Ju—2pf(2) Ju—zpf(2) > }
QC{¢<Ju+1,bf<z>’ I f ) Tl (2) Tuanf(2) ) T7EY 3.8)

then
JM bf(z)
q(z) < =—/———F—~ z € U).
(2) Tl (2) ( )
Proof. Let the function p(2) be defined by [2.30) and ¢ by ([236). Since ¢ € ®/,[, ¢, 2.37) and
B.8)) yield
Q C{¥ (p(2), 20/ (2), 2" (2), 2°p" (2); 2) 2 € U}.

From equations (2.34) and (2.3H), we see that the admissible condition for ¢ € ®/;,[(2, q] in Definition 3]
is equivalent to the admissible condition for ¢ as given in Definition [{ with n = 2. Hence ¢ € ¥4[Q, q],
and by using ([B.7) and Lemma 2] we have

Ju,bf(z)
q(z) < 7Ju+1,bf(z) (z € U).

O

Theorem 14. Let ¢ € ®';,[h, q|. If the function f € A and % € Q1 and q € H1 with ¢'(2) #0
) 122 s
satisfy the following conditions ({3.7) and

¢< Jupf(2)  Juapf(2) Ju2pf(2) Ju—3,bf(z),z>
Jus16f(2)" Tupf(z) " Tucapf(2) Ju—apf(2)

is univalent in U, then

Jupf(2)  Juapf(2) Juopf(2) Juspf(2). )
i) *¢<Ju+1,bf<z>’ Tl ) Teanf ) D f () (39)
implies that
q(z) < Tupf(2) ( € V).

Jur1pf(2)
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4. Sandwich-Type Results
Combining Theorems 2] and @ we obtain the following sandwich-type theorem.

Corollary 8. Let hy and g1 be analytic functions in U, he be univalent function in U, go € Qg with
q1(0) = q2(0) = 0 and ¢ € ®[ha, g2] N @[y, q1]. If the function f € A, Juy16f(2) € Qo N Ho, and

¢(Ju+1,bf( ) mbf( ) = lbf( ) = 2bf( ) )7
is univalent in U, and the condition (Z1) and (31) are satisfied, then

hi(2) < O(Jus16f(2), Jupf (2), Jum1pf(2), Ju—2f (2); 2) < ha(2)
implies that
q1(2) < Jur1pf(2) < q2(2) (z € U).

Combining Theorems Bl and [[2] we obtain the following sandwich-type theorem.

Corollary 9. Let hy and q1 be analytic functions in U, he be univalent function in U, go € Q1 with
¢1(0) = q2(0) =1 and ¢ € ®;1[ha, g2] N q)f]l[hl,ql]. If the function [ € A, J“%bf(z) € Q1 NHq, and

¢<JM+1,bf( z) Jupf(2) Ju1pf(2) Ju—2,bf(z);z>7

9 9
z z z z

is univalent in U, and the condition (213) and (313) are satisfied, then
hi(2) <¢<J”+1jf( 2) Jupf(2) Ju—1pf(2) Ju—2pf(2)

9 )
z z z

;z) =< ha(2)
implies that
q(z) <

Combining Theorems [ and [[4] we obtain the following sandwich-type theorem.

2B ) zew)

Corollary 10. Let hy and q1 be analytic functions in U, he be univalent functions in U, go € Q1 with

¢1(0) = ¢2(0) =1 and ¢ € ®;2[ha, g2] N q)f]z[hl,ql]. If the function [ € A, Jififf € Q1 NH1, and

¢<J,u,bf(z) Ju—1pf(2) u2bf() u3bf()z>
Jus1pf(2)" Jupf(2) " Jumipf(2) Ju—apf(2) )
is univalent in U, and the condition (2.28) and ([3.7) are satisfied, then

Ju,bf(z) ulbf() u2bf() usbf()
h(z) <¢<JM+1,bf(Z) Jupf(2) " Tucapf(2) Ju—apf(2)

z> =< ha(z)

implies that
Ju,bf(z)
Jut16f(2)
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