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By using a linear operator with Hurwitz-Lerch-Zeta function, which is defined here by means of the Hadamard product (or
convolution), the author investigates interesting properties of certain subclasses of meromorphically univalent functions in the

punctured unit disk U*.

1. Introduction

A meromorphic function is a single-valued function that is
analytic in all but possibly a discrete subset of its domain, and
at those singularities, it must go to infinity like a polynomial
(i.e., these exceptional points must be poles and not essential
singularities). A simpler definition states that a meromorphic
function f(z) is a function of the form
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where g(z) and h(z) are entire functions with /(z) #0 (see
[1, page 64]). A meromorphic function therefore may only
have finite-order, isolated poles and zeros and no essential
singularities in its domain. A meromorphic function with an
infinite number of poles is exemplified by csc(1/z) on the
punctured disk U* = {z : 0 < |z| < 1}. An equivalent
definition of a meromorphic function is a complex analytic
map to the Riemann sphere. Another definition for a mero-
morphic function is the following (see [2]).

Definition 1. A function f on an open set ) is meromorphic
if there exists a discrete set of points S = {z : z € Q}
such that f is holomorphic on Q) — S and has poles at each
z € S. Furthermore, f is meromorphic in the extended
complex plane if F(z) = f(1/z) is either meromorphic or
holomorphic at 0. In this case, we say that f has a pole or
is holomorphic at infinity.

Example 2. The Gamma function is meromorphic in the
whole complex plane.

Example 3. All rational functions such as

3
_z—22+10 )

are meromorphic on the whole complex plane.

Example 4. The functions f,(z) = ¢°/z and f,(z) = sinz/
(1 -2z)* are meromorphic on the whole complex plane.

Example 5. The function f(z) = e'/* is defined in the whole
complex plane except for the origin 0. However, 0 is not a
pole of this function, rather an essential singularity. Thus, this
function is not meromorphic in the whole complex plane.

Example 6. The complex logarithm function f(z) = Inz is
not meromorphic on the whole complex plane, as it cannot
be defined on the whole complex plane except for an isolated
set of points.

The aim of this paper is to investigate interesting prop-
erties of certain subclasses of meromorphically univalent
functions with linear operator which are defined here by
means of the Hadamard product (or convolution) in the
punctured unit disk U*.



2. Preliminaries

Let X denote the class of meromorphic functions f(z)
normalized by

F@=2+Yaz, 3)
z n=1

which are analytic in the punctured unit disk U*. For 0 < f3,
we denote by $*(3) and k(f3) the subclasses of X consisting of
all meromorphic functions which are, respectively, starlike of
order f8 and convex of order fin U™.

For functions f;(z) (j = 1;2) defined by

fJ(z)— +Za Z", (4)

we denote the Hadamard product (or convolution) of f;(z)
and f,(z) by

1 < "
(fl * fZ) = Z + Zan,lan,zz . (5)
n=1
Let us define the function (/~>(oc, B; z) by
(“)n+1 n
6
Pleps) = e ©

for $#0,-1,-2,...,and « € C\ {0}, where (A)n = A(A+1),,,
is the Pochhammer symbol. We note that
(ﬁZ)—- 1 (L Bs2), )
where
2 F (b>“>/3;z):§Mz_n (8)

n=0 (ﬁ)n n!

is the well-known Gaussian hypergeometric function.
We recall here a general Hurwitz-Lerch-Zeta function,
which is defined in [3, 4] by the following series:
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O (z,t,a) = 2w

(aeC\Z,,Zy ={0,-1,-2,..}; t e Cwhenz e U =U" ¢
{0}; R(t) > 1whenz € oU).

Important special cases of the function ®(z, t, a) include,
for example, the Riemann Zeta function {(t) = ®(1,t,1),
the Hurwitz Zeta function {(t,a) = ®(1,t, a), the Lerch Zeta
function [,() = ®(exp”™,,1), (£ € R,R(t) > 1), and the
polylogarithm Lit(z) = z®(z,t,a). Recent results on O(z,t, a)
can be found in the expositions [5, 6]. By making use of the
following normalized function we define

G, (2)=(1+a) [@(z,t,a) —-a + Ara)

(10)

(z eUY).

Abstract and Applied Analysis

Corresponding to the functions G, ,(z) and using the
Hadamard product for f(z) € X, we define a new linear
operator L, ,(e, 3) on X by the following series:

L, (@ B) f (2) = ¢ (@ B 2) * Gy (2)

_1 (@per (1+a) (an
7 Z(/)’n+1<1fl+a>anz

(z eUY).

The meromorphic functions with the generalized hyper-
geometric functions were considered recently by many oth-
ers; see, for example, [7-12].

It follows from (11) that

Z(Ltu (e, B) f (z))’ =« (Ltu (a+1,B) f (z))

—(a+ 1)L (. B) f (2).

We denote by the class ZZ’)’IB()/, 0, u, A) of all functions
f(z) € Z such that

Ly (@h)f @)
wo-o(iihe)

M(L;(m L0)/0). (Lfa(a,/s)f(z))"“} .
(LB g@) \I, @p) g ’

(12)

(13)

where g(z) € X satisfies the following condition:

% { Lo (@ B)g(2)
L (a+1,8)g(2)
where y and p are real numbers such that0 <y < 1, u > 0,
and A € C with R{A} > 0.
To establish our main results, we need the following
lemmas.

]»>8 (0<8<1,zeU"), (14)

Lemma 7 (see [13]). Let Q be a set in the complex plane C and
let the function ¥ : C* — C satisfy the condition ¥(iry,s,) ¢
Q for all real 1y, s, < (1 +13)/2. If q(z) is analytic in U* with
q(0) = 1 and ‘I’(q(z),zq'(z)) € O, z e U", then R{q(z)} > 0.

Lemma 8 (see [14]). If q(2) is analytic in U with q(0) = 1,
and if A € C\ {0} with R{A} > 0, then R{q(z) + Azq (2)} > v,
(0 <y < 1) implies R{q(z)} > y + (1 — y)(2e — 1), where ¢ is
given by

' RA\!
e=em = [ (1+e) ar (15)

which is increasing function of R{A} and 1/2 < & < 1
The estimate is sharp in the sense that the bound cannot be
improved.

For real or complex numbers a, b, ¢, (c ¢ z,), the Gauss
hypergeometric function is defined by

2F1(a’bac;z)
.z a@enberns 09
B c 1! clc+1) 2! ’
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One notes that the above series converges absolutely for z € U*
and hence represents an analytic function in the unit disc U™
(see, for details, [15, Chapter 14]).

Each of the identities (asserted by Lemma 9) is fairly well
known (cf,, e.g., [15, Chapter 14]).

Lemma 9. For real or complex parameters a, b, ¢, (c ¢ z;),
then

1
J' P = N = t2)
0
T(B)T(c-b) (17)
- TZFI (a,b,¢;2)
(R(c) > R(®) > 0),
Fr(abcz) =(1-2)%F <a’c_b,c§ zi 1>,
,F, (a,b,¢;z) = ,F, (b,c,c;2), 1)

1
2F1<1,1,2;5>=21n2.

3. Main Results

Theorem10. Let f(z) € Z‘” (y,8 wA), o« € R\{0}and A > 0.
Then

20epu + 64

19
T 2o+ as)

L, (a ) g (2) )
4 (LZ (2. B) g (2)

(0<y<1u>0zeU"), where the function g(z) € =
satisfies condition (14).

Proof. Let & = Qayp + 6A)/(2ap + SA), and we define the

function g(z) by
L f(BeBreY
(I—E)i(Ua((x,ﬁ)g(z) e @0
Then g(z) is analytic in U™ and q(0) = 1. If we set
L, (@ B)g(2)
Ly (w+1,8)g(2)’

then by the hypothesis R{h(z)} > §. Differentiating (19) and
using the identity (12), we have

L, (. B) f (2) \"
(I_A)(LZ(a,ﬁ)g(z))

ALta (a+Lp) f(2) (Lta (Oé,ﬁ)f(z)) “ (22)
Ly (a+1,8)g(2) \ L (. ) g (2)

A0-9)
ap

q(z) =

h(z) = (1)

=[E+(1-8q(2)]+ h(z)zq (2).

Let us define the function ¥(r, s) by

V()= b+ (1-fre MY
ay

h(z)s. (23)

Using (21) and the fact that f(z) € % ﬁ(y, 8, 4, A), we obtain

{¥(q(2),2q' ()52 €U} c O
={weC:Rw) >y}

(24)

1+ r%)/Z, we have

A0-9)
au

Now for all real 7,, s, <

ER{‘I’(irz,sl)} =&+ ——R{h(2)}

A1-8)(1+73)
- 2ou

AMA-8) _
2o N

(25)

<&-

Hence for each z € U*, ¥(ir,,s;) ¢ Q. Thus by Lemma 7, we
have R{q(z)} > 0, and hence

Ly (0 p) f(2) )" .
%(W) >f, zeU". (26)

This proves Theorem 10. 0

Corollary 11. Let the functions f(z) and g(z) be in X, and let
g(z) satisfy condition (14). If« € R\ {0}, A >0, and
wfooy LEBIO Ll LD )
L(wpgz) Ly(a+Lp)g)] "~

(27)
0<y<1, zeU?", then

m{LZ(Ml,ﬁ)f(z)}

£ = yRa+8)+5(A-1)
L' (a+1,B)g(2) '

200+ A0

(28)
Proof. We have

L' (a+1,B) f(2)
L (a+1,8)g(2)

[(1_) (@p)f@)  LilatLP)f(2)
L («p)g@ L (a+1,p)g()
RACYING)

Y @B @

(29)

Since A > 1 making use of (27) and (19) (for u = 1), we deduce
that

m{LZ(MLB)f(z)}

£ = yRa+8)+5(A-1)
L' (a+1,8)g(2) '

200+ A0

(30)
O



Corollary 12. Let A € C\ {0} with R{A} > 0 and o € R\ {0}.
If f(z) € X satisfies the following condition:

R{(1-1) (2L, (0 ) f @) + A (2L, (a+ 1, B) £ (2)
(2L (0 B) f (z))”_l} >y
(31)
0<y<1l,u>0,zeU"),then

2uay + R {A}

2ua+ R A} (32)

RizL! (o, p) f(2)} >
Further, if A > 1, « € R\ {0}, and f(z) € X satisfies

R{1- V2L, (. B) f (2) + A(2L, (a+ 1, B) £ (2))} > v,
(33)

then

Qa+1)y+A-1

R {zLl, (a+ 1,8) f (2)} > 2a+ ) (34)

(O<y<l,zeU).

Proof. The results (19) and (20) follow by putting g(z) = 1/z
in Theorem 10 and Corollary 11, respectively. O

Remark 13. (i) Putting A = 1 and o, § > 0 in Corollary 12, we
have that

R {tha (a+1,B) f(2)- (thu (. ) f (z))ﬂ_l} >y (35)
implies

2oy + R {A}

TR zeU". (36)

Rzl (o, p) f ()} >

(ii) For A € C\ {0} with R{A} > 0,y = l,and &, B > O in
Corollary 12, we have that

R{1 -1 zL, (« B) f (2)

(37)
+ /\(tha (a+ l,ﬁ)f(z))} >y
(0 <y < 1) implies
A
R (2L’ (w B) f (2)} > %’ zeU.  (38)

Choosing t = 0 and « = = 1 appropriately in
Corollary 12, we obtain the following results.

(iif) For A = 1, = 0,and « = § = 1 in Corollary 12, we
have that

zf' (2)

R
{f(Z)
(OSy<1,y>O)

(of <z>)“} >
(39)
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implies

2yu+1 *
M ——
Rizf (2)}" > S zeU". (40)

(iv)For A € C\ {0} with R{A} > 0,y = 1,t = 0, and
a = 3 =1in Corollary 12, we have that

R{1-Vzf @)+ A(2f @)} >y (41)
(0 <y <1, u>0)implies

2y + R{A}

TR zeU". (42)

R{zf (2)} >

(v) Replacing f(z) by —zf '(2) in the result (ii), we have
that

R{1-MZf@+A(Zf" @)} >y  43)
implies

2y + R {A}

TR zeU". (44)

-R{Zf (2)} >

(vi)ForA e RwithA >1, u=1,t =0,anda==1 in
Corollary 12, we have that

R{1-Vzf @ +A(Zf @)} >y (45)
implies

3y+A-1

2+ A (46)

R{zf (2)} >

Theorem 14. Let A € C\ {0} with R{A} > 0and « € R\ {0}.
If f(2z) € X satisfies the following condition:

R{(1-1)(z L, (@ p) f ()"
+A (tha (a+1,B) f (z)) -(tha (. B) f (z))H_l} >y

(0<y<lL,u>0z€eU"),
(47)

then
R{zL!, (o p) f} >y + (1-p)(2p-1), (48)

where

1 pa 1 "
=F({1Ll,=o— =, . 4
P=52 1( R (A} 2) zeU (49)

Proof. Let

q(z) = (tha (o, B) f(z))”. (50)
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Then g(z) is analytic in U™ with q(0) = 1. Differentiating g(z)
with respect to z and using the identity (12), we obtain

(1-1)(z L, () f @) +A(z L (a+ 1, B) f (2)
(2 L (0 B) £ ()

Azq' (z
=q(2) + 224 (),
pa
(51)
so that by the hypothesis (47), we have
Azq' (2)
R — . 52
{q (2) + wa |77 (52)
In view Lemma 8, this implies that
Ri{g@} >y+(1-y)(2p-1), (53)
where
1 -
p=pR{AD = j (1 4+ £RWa) g, (54)
0

Putting R{A} = A, > 0, we have

! R{AY o "L pa (! (pee/Ay) —1 -1
p:J (1+t ”) dt=—J w1+ u) T du
0 Al 0
(55)

Using (17)-(18), we obtain
Ho po | ( fo 1)
=,F{l,——+1;-1 =—F(LL,-+1-).
P 21( W A1+ )P 52t A+ >
(56)
Thus the proof of Theorem 14 is complete. O

Corollary 15. Let A € R, u = 1withA > 1. If f(z) € X
satisfies

R{(1-1) (2L}, (. B) f (2))

(57)
+A (tha (o + l,ﬁ)f(z))} >y
(0<y<1l,aeR\{0}, zeU"), then
R {(tha (a + l,ﬁ)f(z))}
(58)
>y+(1-y)(2p" -1)(1-17"),
where
P’ =%2Fl<1,1,%+1,%). (59)

Proof. The result follows by using the identity
Azl (a+1,B) f (2)

= [(1=2) (2L} (. B) f (2)) + A (2Ll (a+ 1, B) £ (2))]
+(A=1) (2L}, (&, B) f (2)).

Remark 16. (i) We note thatif A, > 0, = f=1,andt =0
in Corollary 15, that is,

R{1-1) (ef @) +A2F () (zf @)} >y (o)

then (32) implies that
2y+1
2+1

whereas if f(z) € X satisfies condition (61); then, by using
Theorem 14, we have

Rizf @)} >

(zeU") (62)

Rizf ()} >2(1-In2)y+@2In2-1)  (63)

which is better than (61).
(ii) We observe that if A € R satisfying A > 0 and

,@m+LMfw>(1 QLummf@

T L(a+Lp)ge) \A L (ap)g(a)

k(z) 3
(64)

Then, from Theorem 10 (for ¢ = 1), we have that
R (k (2)} > % (65)
implies

2oy + A8

R 66
200+ A0 (66)

%mmfw}
R
{%wﬁww>>
whenever
m{ Lta(‘x’ﬁ)g(z)
L (a+1,8) g (=)

Let A — +o00; then, from (66), we have that R{k(z)} > 0
implies

]»>6, 0<d< 1. (67)

m{Lﬂm@f@

Lta(oc+1,[>’)g(z)}>l’ zeU, (68)

whenever
{ L, (« B) g (2)
L' (a+1,8)g(2)

In the following theorem, we will extend the above results
as follows.

]»>6 (0<8<1,zeU"). (69)

Theorem 17. Suppose that the functions f(z) and g(z) are in
%, and suppose that g(z) satisfies condition (14). If

{%W+LMf® LH%@f@}>U—w6

L' (a+1,8)g(2) - Lt (o, B) g (2) 2«
(70)

0<y<1l,aeR\{0},0<8<1,2z€U"), then

L, (« B) f (2)
ey el O

m{%w+LMf@}>

Qa+1+68)y-9
L (a+ 1A g@ |

2« (72)




6
Proof. Let
1 [La(xp) f(2) }
= -Yr- 73
N i ror =Rl B
Then g(z) is analytic in U™ with q(0) = 1. Putting
o) = La®h9@ 4)

L (a+1,B)g(2)

we observe that by hypothesis R{®(z)} > &, in U™. A simple
computation shows that

(1-y)zq (2) R (@}
[0

_L@+Lp)f@ LB fE (73
L' (a+1,B) g L (.B)g(2)

=¥(q(2),2q (2)),

where

¥ (r,s) = w’

o € R\ {0}. (76)
Using the hypothesis (70), we obtain

‘I’(q(z),zq'(z);z € U*) cQ

_ (77)
={w€C:m(w)>—M}.
20
Now, for all real r,,s; < —((1 + r%)/l), we have
R (¥ (i, 5] = DR
S_(S(l—y)(l—rg) (78)
2«
__0(-y)
< PR

This shows that R{¥(ir,, s;)} ¢ Q for eachz € U".
Hence by Lemma 7, we have that this proves (71). The
proof of (72) follows by using (71) and (72) in the identity:

ER{LZ,(OHLﬁ)f(Z)}
L' (a+1,8)g(2)

_{L;&v+hﬁ)fw>

_@wwf@}
Leipoe L@poa] 7

, La(®p) f(2)
L (. B) g (2)

This completes the proof of Theorem 17. O
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Remark 18. (i)Puttinga = f = 1,¢t = 0,and g(z) = 1/z in
Theorem 17 for all z € U™, we obtain that

8(1-y)

m{zf(z)+zzf' (z)} >-— (80)
implies R{z f(z)} > y and
ER{ZZ f)+2°f (z)} > % (81)

(i) Fora =2, B = 1,t = 0, and g(z) = 1/z in Theorem 17
for all z € U”, we have that

R{zL, (3,1) f (2) - 2L, (2,1) f (2)} > —@ (82)
(0<y<1,0<0d<1)implies
R{zL, 2.1 f ()} >y,
4+8)y-9 (83)

R{zL, G, f @)} > ——,
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