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Abstract

Denote by A’, the class of functions f, analytic in E which satisfy f(0) = 1.
Let « > 0,8 € (0,1] be real numbers and let 7, Rey > 0, be a complex
number. For p,q € A’, the authors study the differential subordination of the

form
e 1+ 2] <o [ 200 ey

and obtain its best dominant. Its applications to univalent functions are also

given.

1 Introduction

Let A be the class of functions f which are analytic in £ and are normalized by the
conditions f(0) = 0 and f/(0) = 1. Denote by A’, the class of functions f which are
analytic in the open unit disc F and satisfy f(0) =1 and f(z) #0 in E.

A function f, analytic in the unit disc F, is said to be convex if it is univalent and
f(E) is a convex domain. It is well-known that f is convex if and only if f/(0) # 0

and
2f"(2)
f'(2)

Rel1+ >0, z€ FE.
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Denote by K, the class of convex functions in F.
An analytic function f, with f(0) = 0, f'(0) # 0, is said to be starlike (with re-
spect to the origin) if f(E) is a starlike domain with respect to z = 0 or, equivalently,

if
[

Let St denote the class consisting of starlike functions.

>0, z€ E.

Let the functions f and g be analytic in the unit disc F = {z: |z| < 1}. We say
that f is subordinate to g in E, written as f(2) < g(z) in E( or simply f < g),if g
is univalent in F, f(0) = ¢(0) and f(E) C g(E).

Let ¢ : C* — C be an analytic function in a domain D C C? (C being the
complex plane), p be an analytic function in E with (p(2), zp/(2)) € D for z € E,
and let h be a function analytic and univalent in E. The function p is said to satisfy
the first order differential subordination if

b(p(2),2p'(2)) < h(z), z € B, (p(0),0) = h(0). (1)

A univalent function ¢ is said to be a dominant of the differential subordination
(1) if p < ¢ for all p satisfying (1). A dominant § of (1) that satisfies < ¢ for all
dominants g of (1) is said to be the best dominant of the differential subordination
(1). Several examples are available in literature where information about the range
of a function is obtained from the information about its derivatives or a combination
of derivatives. We list a few of them below.

In 1935, Goluzin [1] proved that if A is convex, then
2 (2) < h(z) in E = p(z) < / “h(t)tNdt in E. 2)
0
Suffridge [17] improved it by showing that above result holds even if h is starlike.

Robinson [15], in 1947, considered the differential subordination
p(z) +2p'(2) < h(z), z € E, (3)

and showed that if & is univalent in F, then g(z) = z~! [§ h(t)dt is the best dominant
of the differential subordination (3), at least in |z| < 1/5.

Hallenbeck and Ruscheweyh [2] proved that the function q(z) = Z [5 h(t)t"'dt
is the best dominant of the differential subordination

1
p(z) + ;zp’(z) < Nh(z), z€E, (4)
where v # 0, Rey > 0 and h is convex with h(0) = 1.

But the development of the theory of differential subordination gained momen-
tum with the publication of an article by S.S. Miller and P. T. Mocanu [7] in 1981.
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Since then, many authors have used it and obtained many interesting results. In [8],
Miller Mocanu and Reade improved the result of Hallenbeck and Ruscheweyh by
showing that ¢ is the best dominant of subordination (4),where v = 1, even when

zh"(2)
W (2)

In this paper, they proved a more general subordination. They proved that under
certain conditions on the function A, the differential subordination

Re llJr > —1/2.

/8

/ 1/8
< ql2) [fy e “ﬂ — h(z), p(0) = (0) =0, (5)

zp'(2)
p(z) lw + e

p(2)

implies that
p(2) <q(2), z € E,

where ( and v are complex numbers with Re > 0 and Rey > 0. In 1996, S. Kanas
et.al. [3] generalized it further by considering the differential subordination of the
form

«

o) 14 2 otwe] <o) |1+ 2B stao)] L o0) =00, 2 -

where a € [0,1]. With appropriate conditions on ¢ and ¢, they showed that the
differential subordination (6) has ¢ as its best dominant.

Differential subordinations (5) and (6) provided us the motivation to study the
differential subordination of the form

o[, v ()]° o[ 2 (2)]
o [+ 2O < 14 0 —a, sen @
where p(0) = ¢(0) # 0 (note that in (5) and (6), p(0) = ¢(0) = 0 ), o and 3 are
suitably chosen real numbers and v, Rey > 0, is a complex number. In this paper,
we obtain the conditions which the function ¢ must satisfy so that it is the best
dominant of the differential subordination (7). Section 4 gives some applications of
this differential subordination to univalent functions wherein some new results have
been obtained and few existing ones are derived as corollaries.

2 Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. A function L(z,t),z € E and t > 0 is said to be a subordination
chain if L(.,t) is analytic and univalent in E for all ¢ > 0, L(z,.) is continuously
differentiable on [0, 00) for all z € E and L(z,t1) < L(z,ty) for all 0 < ¢; < ts.

Lemma 2.1. [11, page 159] The function L(z,t) : E x [0,00) — C of the form
L(z,t) = ay(t)z+ ... with a,(t) # 0 for all t > 0, and tl_lfgo|a1(t)| = 00, is said to be
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a subordination chain if and only if Re [Zaa LL //gﬂ > (0 forall 2z € E and t > 0.

Lemma 2.2. [6,page 11] Let n > 0 be an integer and let v € C, with Rey > —n.
If f(z) = mgnamzm is analytic in £ and F' is defined by

F(z) = i/zf(t)tv—ldt: 3

27 Jo m>n

A 2™

m+ v’

then F'is analytic in E.

Lemma 2.3. [10] Let P(z) be an analytic function in F such that ReP(z) >
0,z € E. If p € A’ satisfies the differential equation

() + P()p(z) = 1, z € E,

then
Rep(z) >0, z € E.

Lemma 2.4. Let F be analytic in £ and let G be analytic and univalent in F
except for points (p such that Zi?o F(z) = oo, with F'(0) = G(0). If F£ G in E, then
there is a point 2o € FE and (o € OF (boundary of F) such that F(|z| < |z|) C G(E),
F(z0) = G(¢o) and zoF'(z) = m{yG'(p) for m > 1.

Lemma 2.4 is due to Miller and Mocanu [7].

A function f € A is said to be strongly starlike of order a,, &« > 0, if and only if

9 (22) e

and let the class of all such functions be denoted by S(«).

Lemma 2.5. Let f € A be such that
f'(z2) <14+ Xz, z€ E.
Then f € S(a) where « is given by

2sin(ma/2)
D=As \/5 + 4cos(ma/2)

Lemma 2.5 is a special case of Corollary 1.7 of [13].

3 Main Result

Before stating and proving our main result, we prove the following lemma. In what
follows, all powers are chosen as principal ones.
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Lemma 3.1. Let a > 0,5 € (0,1] be real numbers and let v, Rey > 0, be a
complex number. Suppose that h € A’ satisfies

h/
Relz (z)+g >0, ze E.
h(z) v
Then the solution ¢ of the differential equation
o [1+ 2] 2, o) =1 ®)
q(z =nz), q =4
q(z)
is analytic in F, satisfies Re{zgég) + ﬂ >0,z € E and is given by
8
a(z) = | [ BOF | (9)
ﬁfyzﬁv 0

Proof. Let h(z) =14 hyz + ... € A’ and satisfies (8). Define
1 z 1 e
o) = ——1— [ WO at (10)
2P ho(z) 70

=24 Azt

Then, as a > 0,6 > 0 and Rey > 0, we have Re( ) > (0. Therefore, in view of

B
Lemma 2.2 (with n=0) and the fact that h7(z) # 0 in E, we conclude that ¢ is
analytic in E. Differentiating (10), we get

« lzh'(z)] _1 (11)

)+ 0le) |+ 35

ie.

2¢/(2) + ¢(2)p(z) = 1,
where p(z) = 5= + %Zgég) Now Re{zgég) + %} >0, z € E and § > 0 implies that
Rep(z) > 0,z € E. So, in view of Lemma 2.3, we obtain Re¢(z) > 0,z € E. From
(9) and (10), we get

a(e) = (5—7¢<z>) W (2) (12)

=1+qz+....

Since h and ¢ are analytic, we conclude that ¢ is also analytic in E. Logarithmic
differentiation of (12) leads to

azq(z)  1zh(z)  z2¢(2)

Balz) B Az é(2)
1 a .

- oG B (using(11)).

1 N 2q'(2) _ g 1

v q(z) o(z)

Thus
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Since Reg(z) > 0,z € E and a > 0, > 0, it follows that

2q' (2 1
¢(z) 1

fe q(z) v

>0,z€ F.

It is easy to verify that ¢ given by (9) is a solution of the differential equation (8).
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.1.

Theorem 3.1 Let a > 0,3 € (0,1] be real numbers and let v be a complex
number with Rey > 0. Suppose that the differential equation

(5 B
(q(2))~ [1 + 7232() )] =h(z), z€ E,

where ¢(0) = h(0) = 1,¢(2) # 0in E, has an analytic and univalent solution ¢ which
satisfies the following conditions:

(i) Re(% + 28} > 0 in E and

(ii) logg(z) is convex in FE.

If p e A satisfies the differential subordination

B
< h(z), z€E, (13)

ole) |1+ 220

p(2)

then

p(2) < q(2)
in E, where ¢ is given by (9). Moreover, ¢ is the best dominant for the differential
subordination (13).

Proof. Without any loss of generality, we assume that ¢ is univalent on E (closure
of E). If not, then we can replace p, q, and h by p,.(z) = p(rz),q.(2) = q(rz) and
h.(z) = h(rz) respectively when 0 < r < 1. These new functions satisfy the
conditions of the theorem on E. We would then prove that p, < ¢., and by letting
r — 17, we obtain p < q.

We need to prove that p < ¢. If possible, suppose that p £ ¢ in E. Then by
Lemma 2.4, there exist points zg € E and (; € OF such that p(zg) = ¢({y) and
20p' (20) = mCoq'(Co), m > 1. Then

o Yzop!(20) B_ o ymGoq' (o) g
e |1+ ZS gy [ @ g
Counsider a function
(5 B8
L(z,t) = (q(2))* <1 + (141 72?’2() )> (15)

= (a(2)* (1 + (1 + )1Q(2))"
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=14+a(t)z+...
where Q(z) = %. Clearly L(z,t) is analytic in F for all ¢ > 0 and is continuously
differentiable on [0, 00) for all z € E.
Now

) = |22 g0+ a+om).

Thus, a;(t) # 0 and tl_lfzo la1(t)] = co. A simple calculation yields

Re <5705 =1

[ 1+ (L+9Q(:) + (1 +t>i§éi§>] (16)

=Re |+ (1+1) (50() + G5)]

> Re |5 +5Q() +ZE]  (t>0)
s +0t0) - 45

in view of conditions (i) and (ii).Thus, L(z, t) is a subordination chain and therefore,
for 0 < t; <ts, we get
L(Z, tl) < L(Z, t2) (17)

Since L(z,0) = h(z), we deduce that the function A is univalent in £ and hence,
the subordination (13) is well-defined. Moreover,(17) implies that L({y,t) ¢ h(E)
for [(o| =1 and ¢ > 0. Now, in view of (14) and (15), we can write

B
e |1+ 22N gy, (18)

where zop € E,|(o] = 1 and m > 1. But L(¢p,mm — 1) ¢ h(E) for |(;] = 1 and

m > 1. This is a contradiction to (13). Hence p < g in E. Since p = ¢ satisfies (13),
the function ¢ is the best dominant of (13). This completes the proof of our theorem.

Remark 3.1 From the proof of Theorem 3.1, we observe that the conditions (i)
and (ii) can be replaced by a single condition that (¢(2))*/? is convex in E, since
from (16), we have

Re|(§-1) T 4142 éﬁ]
0

provided (¢(2))*/? is convex in E.
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Remark 3.2. Theorem 3.1 is also true for a = 0,3 € (0, 1], though the best
dominant ¢ in that case, is not an integral of the form (9). Therefore, we consider
the case a@ = 0 independently.

Theorem 3.2. Let § € (0,1] be real and let v be a complex number, with
Rey > 0. Let h(z),h(0) = 1, be analytic in E. Let ¢ € A’ be a univalent function
for which log ¢(z) is convex in E. If an analytic function p € A’ satisfies the
differential subordination

20 ()] l ’qu/(z)r i)
[1 + () ] < |1+ ) =h(z), z€ E, (19)
then .
p(z) < q(z) = exp /Oz %dt, z € FE. (20)

Proof. Let us define a function

sz’(Z)r (21)

F(zt) = l1+(1+t) e

= [1+7(1+1)Q(2))

:1+a1(t)z—|—
where Q(z) = %. The function f(z,t) is analytic in E for all £ > 0 and is
continuously differentiable on [0, co)for every z € E. Moreover,
of(z,t
a () = [%] =¢'(0)8y(1+1).
< z=0
Thus a;(t) # 0 and tl_lfgo lay(t)] = oo. A simple calculation yields
Z@f/@z] [ zQ'(z)}
Re =Re|(1+1 >0
arfor |~ e[ TI00)

for ¢ > 0 and for logg(z) € K. Thus, f(z,t) is a subordination chain and, therefore,
for 0 <t < s, we have

f(z:t) < f(z,8) (22)
in £. From (21) and (19), we have f(z,0) = h(z). Thus h is univalent in £ and
hence, the subordination (19) is well-defined. We only need to show that p(z) < ¢(z)
in E.

First, we observe that (22) implies that f((o,t) ¢ h(F) for |(o| = 1 and t > 0.
We can assume that ¢ is univalent in E. Now, suppose that p 4 ¢ in E. Then, by
Lemma 2.4, there are points zy € E, (y € OF and an m > 1 such that p(zy) = ¢({p)

and zop'(z0) = moq' (o). Then

o -]
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= f(Go,m —1).

But f(¢o,m — 1) ¢ h(E) for |(y] = 1 and m > 1 which contradicts (19). Hence,
p(z) < q(z) in E. Since p(z) = q(z) satisfies (19), it is clear that the function g,
given by (20) is the best dominant . The proof of our theorem is now complete.

Now, we give some interesting applications of these theorems. Writing @ = 1 in
Theorem 3.1, we obtain the following result (see also [3, Theorem 2.2]):

Corollary 3.1. Let 8 € (0, 1] be real and let v be a complex number, where
Revy > 0. Let h € A". Suppose that the differential equation

1:¢(2)]” _ D s
Q(’Z) ll_'_ q(z) ‘| _h< )7 EE,

has an analytic solution ¢, ¢(0) = 1,¢(z) # 0 in E, which satisfies the following
conditions:

(i) ¢ is univalent in £ and
(ii)(q(z))"/? is convex in E.

If a function p € A’ satisfies the differential subordination

/ B
p(2) l1 + 7;1(’2()2 N < h2), 2B,
then 5
p(2) < q(2) = [ﬁfylzﬁ_lw /Oz h%(t)tﬁldt] (23)
in F.

Taking # = 1 in Theorem 3.1, we get the following result:

Corollary 3.2. Let a > 0 be a real number and let v € C' where Re v > 0. Let
h € A’. Suppose that ¢ € A’ is a univalent function for which (¢(z))* is convex in
E. If an analytic function p € A’ satisfies the differential subordination

(P(2)* +v(p(2))* " 2p'(2) < (9(2))* +v(a(2))* 24/ (2) = h(2),

then,
1

o) <a(e) = | [ ot
vz J0
Let us take a = 1/2,v =1, ¢(2) = (1 4+ a2)?,a € (0,1], in above corollary. Then it
is easy to check that the function ¢ is univalent in E and (q(z))"/? is convex in E.
Thus, we get
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Example 3.1. If p € A’ satisfies

Vp(z) + Zp'izi <1+43az, a€(0,1], z€ E,
p(z

then
p(z) < (1+az)? z€E.
Taking o = v = 2 in Corollary 3.2, we get the following result (see also [6, page
77):

Corollary 3.3. Let h € A'. Let ¢ € A’ be univalent in E. If (¢(z))? is convex
in E, then for p € A’

P2(2) + 2p(2)2p (2) < ¢(2) + 2q(2)2q¢'(2) = h(z),z € E,
implies that )
pe) < al2) =[5 [ hiope]

in £/ and ¢ is the best dominant.

As mentioned in the introduction, D. J. Hallenbeck and St. Ruscheweyh [2]
obtained the best dominant for the differential subordination (4) assuming that
the superordinate function h(z) in (4) is convex in E. Miller Mocanu and Reade
obtained the same conclusion from the differential subordination (4) under much
weaker conditions on h(z). In fact they proved [8] that

p(z) + 2p'(2) < q(2) + 2¢'(2) = h(2),z € E,

implies p(z) < ¢(z) provided Re [1 + Z:,/;S)} >—1inE.

Setting o = # =1 in Theorem 3.1, we get the following result which shows that
the above-said result holds under much weaker hypothesis.

Corollary 3.4. Let v, Rey > 0, be a real number. Let h, h(0) = 1, be analytic
in E. Suppose that ¢,¢(0) = 1, is a convex function. If a function p in A’ satisfies
the differential subordination

p(2) +72p'(2) < q(2) +v2¢'(2) = h(z),z € E,

then,

]_ z
p() < (=) = —x [ h(pr e
vz 0
in F.

As an example, consider ¢(z) = e*, which is a convex function in E. Then Corol-
lary 3.4 becomes:
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Example 3.2. Let v,Rey > 0 be a complex number. If an analytic function
p € A’ satisfies
p(z) +72p'(2) < € (1 +72), z € E,

then
p(z) <€ in E.

We observe that this result cannot be handled by the differential subordination re-
sults proved in [2] and for Rey > 3, it can be proved even by the result in [8].

Setting v = 1 and h(z) = W where b € C,[b] < £ <1, in Theorem 3.1,
1

we get q(z) = 175 Clearly, ¢(2) satisfies the conditions of Theorem 3.1. Thus, we
obtain:

Example 3.3. Let a > 0 and § € (0, 1] be real numbers and let b € C' be such
that |b] < g < 1. If p € A’ satisfies the differential subordination

oI e 1
(p(z)) [1+ p(z) ] < W,Z ek

then

in F.

Setting = 1 in Theorem 3.2, we obtain the following result of Miller and Mo-
canu [9]:

Corollary 3.5. Let h be starlike in E, with h(0) = 0. If p € A" and ¢ € A
satisfy
'(2) 24 (?)
~
p(z)  a(?)

=h(z), z€ E,

then,
p(z) < q(z) = exp /OZ @dt.

4 Applications to Univalent Functions

In 1932/33, Marx [5] and Strohhécker [16] proved the following beautiful result:
Theorem 4.1. For a function f € A and z € E,
: 2f"(z) 2f'(2)
(i) Re [14+ 28] > 0= RefE > 1/2.
(i) Re [1 + 2] > 0= Rey/f/(2) > 1/2.

(i) Re*f& > 1/2 = Rel > 1/2.
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(iv) Rey/f/(2) > 1/2 = RelZ > 1/2.

In this section, we obtain several interesting applications of Theorem 3.1 and
Theorem 3.2 to univalent functions. We find that the results (ii), (iii) and (iv) in
Theorem 4.1 follow from our theorems by giving different values to the function p(z)
and parameters o, ( and .

Theorem 4.2. Let @ > 0 and § € (0,1]. Let v be a complex number with
Rey > 0. Let h € A’. Suppose that the differential equation

e B
e [+ 2] ae), a0 o

has a solution g, ¢’(z) # 0 in E, which satisfies the following conditions:

(i) ¢'(2) is univalent in £ and

o

(ii) (¢'(2))? is convex in F.

If feA f'(z) #0in E, satisfies the differential subordination

/o v2f"(2)]” A o
(f'(2)) l1+ F ] < h(2), 2 € E, (24)
then 5
Fi2) < g'(2) = lmi% /0 ) h%(t)t%—ldt] )
in E.

Proof. Proof follows by writing p(z) = f'(2) and ¢(z) = ¢’(2) in Theorem 3.1.
Writing o = # = 1 in Theorem 4.2, we get the following result:

Corollary 4.1. Let v be a complex number with Rey > 0. Let h, h(0) = 1, be
an analytic function. Let g € A be such that ¢/(z) is a convex univalent function.
If f € A satisfies the differential subordination

f'(2) +v2f"(2) = g'(2) + 729" (2) = h(2), z € E,
then . .
F1(2) < ¢ (2) = /0 h(t)tr dt

'yzl/“/

in .

If we let ¢'(z) = 1+az,a € (0, 1], which is convex univalent in F, then we obtain
the following result (also see S. Ponnusamy and V. Singh [14]):

Example 4.1. For v € C, Rey > 0, if f € A satisfies

f'(2) +72f"(2) <1+ (y+ 1az, z€ E, a€(0,1],
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then
f'(z) <1+azin E. (25)

In view of Lemma 2.5, (25) implies that f € S(«), where « is given by the inequality

; 2sin(ra/2)
Veas \/5 +4cos(7m/2)

Writing o = 3 = 1/2 and v = 1 in Theorem 4.2, we get

Corollary 4.2. Let g € A be such that ¢’(z) is convex univalent in E. If f € A
satisfies

VI 4+ 2f(2) < \Jg'(2) + 2¢"(2), 2 € E,

then
g (2), z € E.

(

(2 )

Theorem 4.3.Let a > 0,3 € (0,1]. Let h € A’. Suppose that g € A satisfies
the following conditions:

Writing p(z) = f(;) and v = 1 in Theorem 3.1, we obtain:

(i) g(2)/z is univalent in E and

(ii) (g(;))% is convex in E.

If f € A satisfies the differential subordination

(LY (< (B) iy =niay = e 5,

z z
then 5
f(z) g(z) | o “21/8 -1 *
=<8 [ﬁza/ﬁ/oh () dt]
in E.

Taking 3 =1,0< a <1 and @ = é in Theorem 4.3, we get:

Example 4.2. For 0 < a <1, 1ff€Af # 0 in E, satisfies

FNT 1
(()) f(z){m,ZGE,

z

then

f2) 1

z 1—=2

in .

For o = 1, it reduces to case (iv) of Theorem 4.1:
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Example 4.3. Let f € A, @ # 0 in F satisfy
1

!
— E.
fi(z) < = z €
Then .
_f(z) < ——in K.
z 1—z
Setting 8 = v = 1,p(z) = fiz) and ¢(z) = @ in Theorem 3.2, we obtain the

following result(also see [9]):

Corollary 4.3. Let g € A be such that ¢g(z)/z is univalent in E and log(g(z)/2)
is convex in F. If an analytic function f, @ # 0 in F, satisfies

TLONEIC

, 2z € FE,
fz) o g(2)
then
) 9t2)
z 2
in b
Consider g(z) = % .Then @ is univalent in £ and log g(;) = —log(1l — 2) is

convex in E. Thus, we obtain the result (iii) in Theorem 4.1:

Example 4.4. For a function f € A

2f'(z) 1 fz) 1 .
f(z) ST z 1—=2

Writing 8 = v = 1,p(2) = f'(2),q(2) = ¢'(z) in Theorem 3.2, we obtain

Corollary 4.4. Let h, h(0) = 1, be an analytic function. Let g, g(0) =0, ¢'(z) #
0 in E, be an analytic function such that ¢’(z) is univalent in E and log ¢'(z) is
convex in E. If f € A, f'(z) # 0 in E, satisfies

) L, )

1+ 1+ =h(z), z€ F,
7o e M
then s 1
f(2) < d'(z) = exp/ ( )t_ dt, z€ E.
0
In particular, consider the function h(z) = 1£2. Then ¢'(z) = ﬁ Obviously,

¢'(2) is univalent in E and log ¢'(z) = —2log(1 — z) is convex in E. Thus, we get
case (ii) of Theorem 4.1:

Example 4.5. Let f € A, f'(z) # 0 in FE, satisfy

2f"(z)  1+=2

< cF.
fz) 1-z "

1+
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Then,
1
/!
<
in E.
Taking v = 1,p(z) = % and ¢(z) = %, where f and g are members of class

A, in Theorem 3.2, we get

Theorem 4.4. Let 3 € (0, 1] be a real number. Let h € A’ be analytic in FE.
Set % = ((z). Assume that

(1)G(z) is univalent in E and
(ii)log G(z) is convex in FE.

If an analytic function f, f(0) = 0, W # 0 in FE, satisfies the differential
subordination

" ' &} " ' B
S 1 Y T | TR
f'z) () gz 9()
then , , »
s p/8 1
) )
fz) g(2) ot
in B.
Taking h(z) = w,lﬂ < a < 1land f = 1 in Theorem 4.3, we get
G(z) = zgég) = (14);(1%)' Clearly, G(z) is univalent in E and log G(z) is convex in

E. Thus, we get the following result of S. Ponnusamy and V. Singh [12]:

Corollary 4.7. Let f € A satisfy

) ) 1+ (1= 20)
7o) fE T 1

2+ “ 1/2<a<1, z€ E.

Then, )
2f'(z 1
() " (=2

z el

i. e. f is starlike in E.
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