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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we define two new subclass of k—uniformly starlike and convex
functions of order a type  with varying argument of coefficients. Further, we obtain
coefficient estimates, extreme points, growth and distortion bounds, radii of starlikeness,
convexity and results on modified Hadamard products.

1. Introduction

Denoted by S the class of functions of the form

(1.1) f(z) :z—i-Zanz"
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that are analytic and univalent in the unit disc U = {z : |2| < 1} and by S* and
XK the subclasses of S that are respectively, starlike and convex. Goodman [6, 7]
introduced and defined the following subclasses of K and S*.

A function f(z) is uniformly convex (uniformly starlike) in U if f(z) is in K (S*)
and has the property that for every circular arc v contained in U, with center £ also
in U, the arc f(y) is convex (starlike) with respect to f(£). The class of uniformly
convex functions denoted by UCV and the class of uniformly starlike functions by
UST (for details see [6]). It is well known from [12, 14] that

2f(2) 2f ()
fe UC’V@?R{l—F ) } > )

In [14], Renning introduced a new class of starlike functions related to UCV and

defined as , /
2f (2) 2f (2)
fes,er > —1f.
8 f(z) f(2)
Note that f(z) € UCV < zf'(z) € S, . Further Ronning generalized the class S,
by introducing a parameter o, —1 < a <1,
2f (2) 2f (2)
e S,(a) R —ap > —1].
f €5l { 1) } 1)

In 1997, Bharati et al. [2] introduced the following classes of k—starlike functions
of order o (k— ST («)) and k—uniformly convex functions of order o (k—UCV (v)).

2f (2) 2f (2)
fEkST(a)@?R{ B a}zk B -1, k>0,0<a<1.
and
fek—UCV(a)@éR{l—s—Zj:,(S)—a}ZkZ;,(ij)‘, k>0,0<a<l,

It follows that f € k — UCV(a) < zf € k — ST(a). Further, we note that,
for @ = 0 the classes k — UCV(«) and k — ST (a) reduce to k—uniformly convex
(k —UCV) and k—uniformly starlike (k — ST') functions respectively. The classes
k—UCYV and k— ST were introduced and studied by Kanas and Wisniowska [9, 10].
Latter Kanas and Srivastava [8] extended the study to find the connections between
the classes k — UCV and k — ST considering the Hohlov linear operator which is a
special case of the Dziok-Srivastava linear operator [3].

Recently, Sim et al. [18] introduced the subclasses k — UCV (a, 8) and k —
ST («, ) of the univalent function class S as follows (see El-Ashwah et al.[5]):

2f (2)

e

-p

)

fekUCV(a,ﬂ)@%{HZ]{,(z) a} > k
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where 0 <a< @ <1landk(l—-0)<(1—a)and

fek—ST(a,ﬁ)@%{Zf,(z) —a}zkz

f(2)

where 0 < a< f<1landk(l1-7)<(1-—a).

Notice that f € k —UCV (o, 8) < zf € k — ST(a, 3).

Motivated by the above said classes and the work of second author [11], we
define the unified subclasses of univalent function class S as follows:

Fork>0,-1<a<f<1L0<A<1k(l-0)<1-—a, welet 8(\ a,B,k) be
the subclass of S consisting of functions f(z) of the form (1.1) and satisfying the
analytic criterion

ZfI(Z) W zf'(2)
(1.2) R { T Nf() + A (o) } >k ’ (1=XN)f(2) +Azf'(2)

and also, let k — UCV (A, a, 3) be the subclasses of S consisting of functions of the
form (1.1) and satisfying the analytic criterion

SRR Y| A0+ AE)
(13) %{Zf’(z)JrAfo”(Z) }>’“ 1) T ART(E)

We also let VS, (A, a,8,k) = S\, o, 8,k) NV, and k — VUCV,(\, 0, B, k) =
k—UCV(\«,pB,k)(V,, where V,, the class of functions f € S of the form (1.1)
for which arg(a,) = 7+ (n — 1)n, n > 2. For n = 0, we obtain the familiar class
T of functions with negative coefficients [16]. Moreover, we define V := U, crV,,.
The class V was introduced by Sliverman [17] (see also [4]). It is called the class of
functions with varying argument of coefficients.

We note that, by specializing the parameters A, o, and k& we obtain the following
subclasses studied by various authors.

1. V8,(0,a,1,0) = VS*(a) and 0 — VUCV,(0,,0) = VK(a) (Silverman [17])
2. V8(0,a,1,0) = S*(cv) and 0 — VUCV,(0, v, 0) = K(cv) (Silverman [16])

3. V&(A,a,1,0;1) = 8*(\, @) and 0 — VUCVu(\, o, 1) = K(\, @)
(Altintas and Owa [1]).

4. V8p(0,a,1,k) =k — ST () and k — VUCV,(0,,1) = k —UCV ()
(Bharati et al. [2] and Shams et al [15])

5. 8(0,a,1,1) = Sp(a) and 1 —U(0, ;1) = UCV () (Ronning [14])

6. 8(0,0,1,k) =k — St and k —U(0,1,1) =k —UCV
(Kanas and Wisnowska [9, 10] and Subramanian et al. [19])

7. V80(0,a, 8, k) =k — ST(a, ) and k —UCV(0,c,8) =k —UCV (e, B)
(Sim et al [18] and El-Ashwah et al. [5]).

-6, zel.

-p

, zel.
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8. V8o(\, o, 1,k) =k — ST(\ ) and k —VUCVy(A\, o, 1) = UCV (A o, k)
(Murugusundaramoorthy and Magesh [13]).

The main object of this paper is to obtain the sufficient coefficient condi-
tions for functions f of the form (1.1) to be in the classes V8, (A, o, 5, k) and
k — VUCV, (A o, 8,k). We show that they are also the necessary condition for
functions belong to those classes. Further we investigate extreme points, growth
and distortion bounds, radii of starlikeness and convexity and results on modified
Hadamard products for the class aforementioned classes.

2. Main Results

In the first theorem of this section, we obtain sufficient condition for functions
f(2) in the class S(\, «, G, k).

Theorem 2.1 A function f(z) of the form (1.1) is in S(\, 0, B, k) if

(2.1) D [on(1+ k) = (kB + a)tnllan] <1—a—k(1 - B),
where
(2.2) bn=n, Pp=[14+An-1)]

and —1<a<pf<L,0<A<LE(1-0)<1l—aandzel.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that the inequality (1.2) holds true. Upon using the fact
that

(2.3) R(w) > klw— B8] +a iff R((1+ ke')w — fke®) > a,

then the inequality (1.2) may be written as

i0 zf'(2) _ Blei? o

R (04 o e ) 2o

That is,
A(z)
"(30) >

where , _

A(z) = (1 + ke)zf'(z) — Bke[(1 = N) f(2) + Azf'(2)]
and

B(z) = (1= N f(2) + Azf'(2)

then we have

(2.4) |A(z) + (1 — a)B(2)| — |A(z) — (1 + ) B(z)| > 0.
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Now,
AG) + (- @)BE)| = (- Bke? +2— a)z
=S (Bt — bk — (1~ @)y — Galans"
> (- Bk +2- )l
=S (B — )+ (1= ) + bullanl 21"
(2.5) i
and
A6~ (BRI = (ke —):
- Z[ — Bn)ke® + ¢ — (14 a)ibnlanz"
< (- mk+MVI
+ Z = Bn)k = (1 + )t + dnllanl|2[".
(2.6)

From (2.5) and (2.6), we have
[A(z) + (1 =) B(2)| = [A(z) - (1 +a)B( )|

> [2(1—a)—2k(1 -3 |z|f2Z = BYn)k + (én — athn)]|an|[2]"

oo

=2|[(1—a) = k(1 = B)]|z| = D _[dn(l + k) = Yu(kB + a)]|an]|2|" | .

n=2
The last expression is bounded below by 0 if

o0

D [on(1+ k) = (kB + a)tn]lan] <1—a—k(1 - B),
n=2
and hence the proof is complete. ]

In the following theorem, it is shown that the condition (2.1) is also necessary
for functions f € V8, (X, a, 3, k).

Theorem 2.2. Let f(z) of the form (1.1) and in V,, then f € V8,(\ «,B,k) if
and only if

(2.7) D dn(1+ k) — (kB + )] lan| < 1—a—k(1-B).

n=2
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Proof. In view of Theorem 2.1, we need only to show that f(z) € V§,(\, a, 3, k)
satisfies the coefficient inequality (2.7). If f(z) € V8, (A, i, 5, k) then by definition,
we have

(L=a)+ 3 (6o — atha) anz""! (1= )+ 3 (fn — Bion) anzn?
R n=2 >k n=2 .
1+ > ¥y apzn! 14 >y apz™ !
n=2 n=2

Since f is a function of the form (1.1) with the argument property given in the class
V, and setting z = re*” in the above inequality, we have

(1= a) = 5 (0= ath) an™ (L= B)+ 3 (60— Bion) lanlr!
(2.8) n=2 >k n=2 :
1—- Z "/)n |a'n|7m_1 1—- Z '(/)n |an|7an_1
n=2 n=2

Letting r — 1, (2.8) leads the desired inequality

oo

S (6u(1+k) = (kB + )] lan] <1 —a—k(1—f), -1<a <1, k>0

n=2

Finally, the function f(z) given by

[1— 0~ k(1 = B)Jei0=
[on(1+ k) — (kB + )]
where ¢2 and 1o as written in (2.2), is extremal for the function. O

Corollary 2.1. Let the function f(z) defined by (1.1) be in the class VS, (A, o, (3, k).
Then

(29)  funl(z) =2 -

2" 0<np<2m,n>2

l—a—k(1-7)
Gt k) (RBraydn] "7

The equality in (2.10) is attained for the function f(z) given by (2.9).

(2.10) 4] <

Using the same technique of Theorem 2.1, we state the following theorem with-
out proof.

Theorem 2.3. A function f(z) of the form (1.1) is in k — UCV (N, o, 8, k) if

o0

(2.11) Zn[¢n(1+k) — (kB + a)n]lan| <1—a—k(1 - p),

n=2

where ¢y, and Yy, are given by (2.2).
In the following theorem, it is shown that the condition (2.11) is also necessary
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for functions f € k — VUCV,(\, o, 5, k). The proof is lines similar to the proof of
Theorem 2.2, so we skip the details.

Theorem 2.4. Let f(z) of the form (1.1) and in V,, then f € V8,(\ «,B,k) if
and only if

(2.12) > nlon(1+k) = (kB + a)ihn] lan] <1—a— k(1 - ),
n=2

where ¢, and ¥, are given by (2.2).

Next, we obtain growth and distortion bounds for functions in the class

V8, (A, o, B, k).

Theorem 2.5. Let the function f(z) defined by (1.1) be in the class VS, (X, a, 5, k).
Then for |z| <r =1

— 1—a—k(1-f) r? z r 1—a—kl-p) r?
O Py sy G A el P ey ey (v s s Ul
and
(2.14) 1-— 2 = a - k{1 = f)) r<|f(2)] <1+ 20 —a-k(d-p)

(62 (1 + k) — (kB + )] [6a(1+ k) — (kB + a)da]

The result (2.13) is attained for the function f(z) given by (2.9) for z = +r.

Proof. The proof of the Theorem 2.5, follows on line similar to the proof of the
theorem on distortion bounds given in [5]. O

Theorem 2.6. Let f € V8, (A, «, 8, k) with argument property as in the class V.
Define fj(z) =z, and

10— k(1 - Bl
2.15 nn(2) =2 — Z2" 0<n<2m, n>2.
R R B En T !
Then f(z) is in the class V8, (A, o, 8, k) if and only if it can be expressed in the
form

(216) f(Z) = Z .unfn,'r](z)>
n=1

where pi, >0 (n>1) and >0~ | pn, = 1.

Proof. The proof of the Theorem 2.6, follows on lines similar to the proof of the
theorem on extreme points given in [5]. a

Next, we obtain the radius of close-to-convexity for the class V8, (A, o, 8, k).
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Theorem 2.7. Let f € V8, (A, o, B,k). Then f(z) is close-to-convex of order o (0 <
o < 1) in the disc |z| < r1, where

(1= 0)[pu(l + k) — (kB + a)]] ™7
n(l—a— k(1 - B)) ’

The result is sharp, with extremal function f(z) given by (2.9).

(2.17) r1 = inf n>2.
Proof. Given f € V,, and f is close-to-convex of order o, we have
(2.18) If'(z) -1 <1-o0.

For the left hand side of (2.18) we have

o0
1F'(z) = 1] <D nlanllz""".
n=2
The last expression is less than 1 — o if
> n
Z ——an||z["t < 1.
l1-o0
n=2

Using the fact, that f € V§,(\, «, 8, k), if and only if

= [Pn(1 4+ k) — (kB + a)hn]
2 (I-a—-k(1-0))

lan| < 1.

n=2

We can say (2.18) is true if

l-—a-k1-p)

It <
l1-0

Or, equivalently,

|Z|n71 _ (1 — U)[an(]- + k) — (kﬂ"_ O‘)wn]
n(l—a—k(1-0)) ’

which completes the proof. O

Employing the technique as in Theorem 2.7, we state , radii of starlikeness and
convexity for the class V8, (X, a, 3, k) in the following theorem with out proof.

Theorem 2.8. Let f € V8, (), 3,k). Then
(i) f is starlike of order o(0 < o < 1) in the disc |z| < ra; where

(10 a1+ k) — (kB + )] ] T
(2.19) r9 = inf |:<ng') (I—a—k(1-p)) , =2,
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(ii) f is convex of order o (0 <o < 1) in the unit disc |z| < r3, where

, n> 2.

1-0 ) [6n(1+ k) — (kB + )b, ] ] 77

(220) 73 =inf [(n(n ) (1—a—k(1-7)

Each of these results are sharp for the extremal function f(z) given by (2.9).

3. Results on Modified Hadamard Product
Let the functions f;(z)(j = 1,2) be defined by

(3.1) fi(2) =24 aniz", an; >0;i=12,
then we define the modified Hadamard product of fi(z) and f2(2) by

(3.2) (fixfa)(z) =2 — Z A, 10n,22" .

Now, we prove the following.

Theorem 3.1. Let each of the functions f;(z)(j = 1,2) defined by (3.1) be in the
class V8, (N, a, B, k). Then (f1* fa) € V8,(X,61,k), for

[p2(1 + k) — (kB + a)pa)® — [da(1 4+ k) — kBo](1 — o — k(1 — ﬁ))Q.

(33) 51 = [¢2(1+k)_(k/[)’_Fa)wz]Q—1/}2(1—06_k(1_/6))2

The result is sharp.
Proof. We need to prove the largest ; such that

4 n,10n,2 < 1.
(34) 2 T Aa —kIop)  mine
From Theorem 2.2, and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
E [pn(14 k) — (kB + a)t,]
. Vam1Gn 2 <
(35) g 1—0&—]{1(1— ) Ap 1Qp 2 1.
Thus it is sufficient to show that
(3.6)
[Pn(1+ k) — (01 + kB)n] [Pn(1+ k) — (kB + a)ipn]

< >2
(=6 k(1= Ap,10n,2 < —a— k(-3 Van1n2, 12>

that is

61+ K) = (K5 + )1 = 6y k{1~ )
GO Vi S o (58— 6+ ka0 —a k1 -B) "7
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Note that

(1-—a—Fk(1-p))
(38) Vn it < G TR — (kB )]

Consequently, we need only to prove that
(I-a-k1=-0) _ [¢a(l+k) —(kE+a)
[(z)n(]- + k) - (kﬂ + Oé)il)n} N [(bn(]- + k) - (61 + kﬁ)

or equivalently
(3.10)

0 <

n)(1—01 — k(1 —70)

(3
(3.9) V)1 —a— k(1 - B))’

[6n(1+ k) — (kB + ) ¥n]® — [dn (1 + k) — kBYn](1 — o — k(1 — B))?
[Dn(1+ k) — (kB + a)tn)? — ¥n(l —a — k(1 — B))?

Since A(n) is an increasing function of n(n > 2), letting n = 2 in (3.10) we obtain
(3.11)

5, < ) 122008 — (@4 KO~ [6a(L+ k) — kBU)(L— a — k(1 - B))*

' [02(1+ k) — (o + BA)2]? — (1~ a — k(1 - )2

which proves the main assertion of Theorem 3.1. The result is sharp for the functions
defined by (2.9). O

Theorem 3.2. Let the function f;(2)(j = 1,2) defined by (3.1) be in the class
V8, (A a, B, k). If the sequence {¢n(1+ k) — (kB + a)i,} is non-decreasing. Then

the function

= A(n).

oo

(312) Z n1+an2

n=2

belongs to the class V8, (X, 62, k) where

5o = [¢n(1 + k) B (kﬁ + 04)¢n]2 B 2[¢n(1 + k) B kﬁwn](l — o k(l - 5))2
? [0 (1 + k) — (B + a)pn]? — 20, (1 — a — k(1 — 5))? '

Proof. By virtue of Theorem 2.2, for f;(2)(j = 1,2) € V§,(\, o, 8, k), one could get

SR o] [ BRI R e

Therefore we need to find the largest ds, such that

[6n(1+ k) = (02 + kB)Yu] _ 1 [[qbn(l + k) = (kB + )i ] ’

(1-6—k(1-0) —2 l—a—k(1-p) =t

that is

[6n(1+ k) — (kB + a)tn]® — 2[pn (1 + k) — kBYn](1 — a — k(1 - §))?
[(bn(l + k) - (kﬁ + a)qpn]Q - 2"/]71(1 - k(l - ﬁ))Q
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Since ¥(n) is an increasing function of n, (n > 2), we readily have

[62(1 + k) — (o + kB)Y2]? — 2[¢2(1 + k) — kipo](1 — a — k(1 — B))°
[P2(1+ k) — ( + k)¢po]? = 2¢2(1 — v — k(1 — B))?

which completes the proof. O

8y <W(2) =

Remark 3.1. By employing the techniques as used in Theorems 2.5, 2.6, 2.7, 2.8,
3.1 and 3.2, one can restate the above theorems for the class k — VUCV, (), a, 3, k).
So we omitted the details to the readers interest.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank the referee(s) for their in-
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