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Abstract: This article presents a new g-analog integral operator, which generalizes the g-Srivastava—
Attiya operator. Using this g-analog operator, we define a family of analytic non-Bazilevi¢ functions,
denoted as 7" il
ties of umvalent functions using g-calculus, which includes the best dominance, best subordination,

8,A, M, N'). Furthermore, we investigate the differential subordination proper-

and sandwich-type properties. Our results are proven using specialized techniques in differential
subordination theory.

Keywords: univalent functions; g-calculus; non-Bazilevi¢ function; best dominant; best subordinate;
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1. Introduction to Differential Subordination

The set of all functions that are holomorphic in U is defined as the family A(U), and
H[a, 1] is the subfamily of f(z) € A(U) defined by

Hla, 1] = {f:f(z) = a4 a2 + a2 +...}, (leN,aeC),

where
U={zeC:|z| <1}

is the open unit disc.
In addition, let A(I) be the subfamily of f € A(U) with the normalized form

flz)=z+ i ajzj. 1)
j=1+1

It is obvious that A(1) = A.
The convolution () of any holomorphic functions f,# € A(I) is given as

)=z+ Z

j=1+1

(f*h)(z ajdiz =(h* f)(2), @

where i(z) = z+ 1724 djz.
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For any analytic functions f,h € A(I), we say f is subordinate to /1, which is denoted
by (f < h), if we have a Schwarz function ® with

®(0) =0and |P(z)| <1,

such that
f(z) = h(®(z)).

Moreover, the functions f and & are subordinated (<) if they satisfy the condition:
f(z) < h(z) < f(0) = h(0) and f(U) C h(U).

The theory of differential subordination, along with its dual counterpart, the theory of
differential superordination, was introduced by Miller and Mocanu [1]. These theories are
based on reinterpreting certain inequalities that originally apply to real-valued functions
and extending them to the case of complex-valued functions. The study of subordination
and superordination properties using various types of operators is still a widely-used
technique, and some studies have resulted in the discovery of sandwich-type theorems, as
is the case in the present paper.

Assume that oy and # in U are two analytic functions, and let

A(re, l;z) : C3x U — C.

(i) Let -y satisfy the second-order subordination in U,

A(1(2),27(2), 229" (2);2) < h(2). 6)

If -y satisfies the differential subordination (3), it is considered a solution. A univalent
function « is considered a dominant in the differential subordination in Equation (3) if
every function v satisfying (3) is subordinated to «, i.e., y(z) < x(z). If @(z) < x(z) for all
functions 7, a dominant @ is said to be the best dominant of Equation (3).

(ii) Let -y satisfy the second-order superordination in U,

h(z) < A(7(2),27(2), 22" (2);). @

If -y satisfies the differential superordination (4), it is considered a solution. A univalent
function « is considered a subordinate of the differential superordination in Equation (4)
if it dominates every function vy satisfying (4), i.e., k(z) < v(z). If k(z) < @(z) for all the
subordinates @, a subordinate @ is said to be the best subordinate of Equation (4).

Miller and Mocanu [1] established conditions that were sufficient to draw the following
conclusion regarding the functions -, 7, and A:

h(z)<A(1(2), 27 (2), 227" (2):2) = k(z) < 1(2). )

Using the same techniques as before, Bulboaca ([2,3]) introduced broad families of first-
order differential subordinations and integral operators, such as the Alexander operator,
Libera operator, and Bernardi-Libera-Livingston operator, that preserved superordination.
Furthermore, Ali et al. [4] explored sufficient conditions for functions f to satisfy the next
subordination based on Bulboaca’s [3] results:

zf'(2)
f(2)

where the univalent functions #7 and «x; are in U with x1(0) = 1 and x(0) = 1.

x1(z) < < 12(2),
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Moreover, Tuneski [5] discovered a sufficient condition for the starlikeness of the
"(2)f(z)
fl(z)? -

functions f, which is given by

Shanmugam et al. [6] provided another sufficient condition for a normalized holomor-
phic function
f(2)

e

< #2(2)

and
2f(2)
f2(2)
In recent years, there has been a significant focus on investigating the principles of
differential subordination and superordination in various studies (for example, see [7-16]).

K1(z) <

< K2(z).

2. Main Concepts of Quantum Calculus

The concept of quantum calculus, also known as g-calculus, has played a significant
role in the advancement of Geometric Function Theory (GFT) and its extensive application
in diverse fields, including mathematical science and quantum physics. The g-calculus
idea, which includes the g-derivative and g-integral, was first proposed by Jackson ([17,18]).
As the study of g-calculus has expanded, various related topics have been investigated,
including the g-Gamma function, the g-Beta function, and the g-Mittag—Leffler function (for
further information, refer to [19-22]). In the field of GFT, the application of g-calculus has
been effective in studying classes of functions, including S and S(p). The introduction of g-
calculus by Ismail et al. [23] has led to the development of several Ma and Minda classes of
analytic functions in the unit disk U, which are closely related to the subordination concept.
In addition, g-calculus operators, such as fractional “g-integral and g-derivative” operators,
have been used to establish various analytic functions. Furthermore, numerous studies
have explored specific classes of analytic functions in U using g-calculus (for example,
see [24-27]).

Recently, intriguing findings have been published regarding the use of an integral
operator, as evidenced in [28]. Building on these findings, and inspired by previous results
obtained by applying g-calculus to various derivative and integral operators (as seen
in [29-31]), we decided to extend our study to the g-Srivastava—Attiya operator in this paper.

Definition 1 ([18]). The expression for the q-derivative D is

0,0 = B, 220,

Subsequently,
D,f(z) == ’Dq{z—i— Y a]-z]} =1+ ) []']qajzj*l,
j=1+1 j=I+1

where the g-number [v], represents the following:

m—1
Y qY, (v=meN),
v=0
[VL] = 1 v
-9
Ty (veC),

0, v=020.
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Obviously,

f(z) = limqﬁli)q{l + Z Z]} =1+ Z jaj 271,

j=I1+1 j=I+1

The definition of the q-factorial, denoted by [I],!, is as follows:

]! = { [ql1 - 1]41;' - [2]4[1],, 1 Z:=0.1,2,3,...,

The g-generalized Pochhammer is expressed by
[5;]g = [slgls +1]g[s +2]g. ... [s + ] — 1],
The following is the concept of the g-Gamma function:
Th(s+1) = [s],T4(s) and Ty(1) = 1.

The focus of g-calculus is primarily on the g-analog, which is motivated by the symmet-
ric nature of quantum calculus. A new operator is introduced in this paper that connects the
g-Srivastava—Attyia operator and the g-analog Ruscheweyh operator using the definitions
already known in g-calculus. This operator is used to define the class 7" gL (8,A, M,N)
of non-Bazilevi¢ functions. By employing this class, we implement the methods of the the-
ory of differential subordination and differential superordination to obtain interesting new
differential subordination and superordination, respectively, for which the best dominant
and subordinate functions are found.

Definition 2. Using the g-derivative, we define the q-analog Ruscheweyh operator ]:Z; 1 f(z):
A(l) — A(l) using

+1;
A =zt Y B s enzen). ©)
i ] - 1]
j=14+1
Given the importance of studying g-calculus, Shah and Noor [29] introduced and
investigated the g-Srivastava—Attiya operator, which is studied using the g-Hurwitz Lerch
Zeta function ®;(u, T; z) provided in [26] and is given as

© 1+u .
- izl 1 eN),
Z+]§1<[7+ i, > ajz, (I €N) (7)

where u € C\Z,, T € Cwhen |z| < 1, and R(7) > 1 when |z| = 1.

In recent years, numerous studies have highlighted the concept of the g-Srivastava—
Attiya operator (for example, see [32,33]).

Now, we introduce the g-derivative of the g-Srivastava—Attiya operator 7' f(z) for
0 < g < 1 as follows:

quTf(qZ) - ql,lr (Z)

@—1)z , (zeU,z#0).

D9 Tgef(2) i=

Hence

DTy f(2) =1+ 2 < > g a7 1. (8)

T\l +ulg
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We conclude from (8) that

20,7 z+ 2 <U+ )T[j]qajzj.

j=I1+1

For u > —1, we define a g-analog integral operator J F g/T,u f(z) : A(l) — A(l) as
follows:

T Fheuf (2) x Fy(z) = 20,90 f (2),
where ]-',;’ i (z) is defined in (2).

From the above operator, we conclude that

T Fheuf(z) =2+ i <1+u ) []]qU_l,]q!ajzj

i \lU+ulg ) p+1l
_, e ([L4ulg\T [y 0o 9
- +j:lz+:1 ( U+“]q) n+14, 7 "

ue C\Z;,u>—-1,te€C, when |z| <1, and R(T) > 1 when |z| = 1).
oM

We note that

limg - T Fheuf(z) = TFh . f(2) = 2+ 5 <[]+u]> [ L2 o)

< Ht+ 1)
It follows from (9) that
DT Pl f @) = (1400 TP - g m s, ap
and
29y (T Fheuf () = (1 - [Zi )jfg‘;,i fz) - “{;ﬂﬁjfg,T,u f(2). (12)

In complex analysis, the g-analog integral operator is a generalization of the classi-
cal integral operator. It has several advantages over the classical operator. The g-analog
integral operator has applications in physics, particularly in quantum field theory and
statistical mechanics research. The g-analog integral operator can be used to analyze
non-commutative geometry, a type of generalizable classical geometry that includes non-
commutative algebraic structures. This is advantageous for the study of quantum groups
and non-commutative differential geometry. Subsequently, by utilizing the g-analog inte-
gral operator J FY -, f (z), we provide the following class of non-Bazilevi¢ functions.

Definition 3. The class T ey 4 (0, A, M, N') contains a function f(z) if the following condi-
tion holds:

A A
Tuf() z 14+ Mz
14 0) (i) e T 13
- )<‘7‘7:qr+1uf( )> qur-',-luf( )<‘7‘Fq1'+1uf( )) = 14+ Nz (13)

(BeCo<A<L,-1<N<M<I).
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Furthermore, it contains a function f(z) € ’7;” 14140, A, @) if the following inequality
holds:

A A
z T Fhauf(2) z
RO+ (jf”f(z)> _ﬁj}"Z,TH,uf(z) (jf” f(z)> f>@ (0<@<l).

q,7+1Lu q,7+1u

Remark 1. We obtain the following subclasses by specifying the parameters q, T, i, 8, M, and N:
1. Ifq — 1—, the class reduces to the subclass K?lu(ﬂ, A, M, N) given by

A
) _ oz
ICT,Ll(ﬁ/ A, M'N) T {(1 " 19) <I‘7:¢+l,uf(z)>

9 IFY . f(2) ( z )A_<1+Mz}
I}—¢+1,uf(z) I}—Z+1,uf(z) 1 +NZ '

(14)

2. Forq—1—,7 =0, and y = 1, we obtain the class, as introduced by Wang et al. [34].

3. Takingg —» 1—,t=0,u=19=-1,j=1,M =1, and N = —1, we have non-
Bazilevi€ functions, as defined by Obradovic [35].

4. Forqg - 1-,1=0u=19=-1,j =1, M =1-2w, and N' = —1, we obtain
non-Bazilevi¢ functions, as provided by Tuneski and Darus [36].

There are many previous studies related to these classes (for instance, see [37,38]).

3. Main Lemmas

The Lemmas listed below are part of the classical methods used to obtain original
results related to operators. The most interesting aspect is the form that the results take due
to the operator used. By combining the results obtained using both theories, we establish
a sandwich-type theorem, which generates two corollaries for the particular functions
involved.

Definition 4 ([1]). Let Q denote the family of all analytic and injective functions f on U\E(f),
where

() = {n €30 i f2) = o,
such that f'(n) # 0 for n € JU\E(f).

Lemma 1 ([9]). In the disc U, let X(z) be a convex and analytic function, with X(0) = 1. In
addition, let y(z) be a function defined by

v(z) =14 52" + 5112 4 - € H[a, 1], (15)

that is an analytic function in U if

10+ 27 8 (R(w) > 0,0 20} (16)

Then, .
Y(z) < ¢(z) := %z_(%)/ t(%)_lN(t)dt < N(z), (17)

0
where ¥(z) € Hla,l] is the convex function and the best dominant.

Lemma 2 ([26]). Let x(z) be a univalent function that is convex in U and satisfies the condition
x(0) =1, with
R(px(z)+0) >0, (p,0€C).
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If v(z) is analytic in U and v(0) = 1, then

implies that
7(2) < x(2).

Lemma 3 ([26]). Suppose that «(z) is a univalent and convex function in U. Let { and p be
complex numbers such that p € C\{0}, { € C and

1
R 1+ZK (2) > max< 0, — R § .
K (2) P
If «v is analytic in U with

gr(2) +0204(7(2)) < {xe(2) +p204(x(2)), (18)

then, v(z) < «(z) and « is the best dominant of (18).

Lemma 4 ([26]). Suppose that «(z) is a convex function in U, p € C with R(p) > 0. Let
v € H[x(0),1] N Q and v(z) + pzD4(7(z)) be univalent in U. Then, we obtain:

K(z) + pz0y(x(2)) < 7(2) + pzD4(7(2)), (19)
then, k<.

Lemma 5 ([39]). In the unit disc U, let F(z) be a convex analytic function. If f,h € A, with
f <Fandh < F, then

c1f(z) + (1 =61)h(z) < F(2), (1 €[0,1]).

4. Differential Subordination and Sandwich-Type Results
Using Lemma 1, we start by introducing the first subordination property.

Theorem 1. Let 8 € C,R(¥) > 0,0 < A < 1, -1 < N < M < 1, and f(z) €

Toei1u(0, A, M, N). Then,

A
z _ At ()11 + Mzo 1+ Mz
(j]:l‘ f(z)) _<N(Z)_l9%ql/0 v ! 1+NZUdU-< 1+NZ/

q,7+Lu

where sy = [Zl]ﬂ and X(z) is the best dominant.

Proof. Suppose that the function y(z) is defined by

A
2)=————— ] . 20
" (Jf;‘,m,uﬂz)) @

Then, (z) in (15) is analytic in U, with ¢(0) = 1.
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We can derive the following expression by applying logarithmic differentiation with
respect to z to Equation (20)

woo (i) et (=)
j‘Fq T+1, uf( ) ‘7‘7:57-+1 uf( ) jFZT+1 uf(Z) (21)
= 1(2) + 020, (4(2)),

=

_ [l
where s, = I

Since f(z) €

’r+1u(l9 A, M, N'), we obtain

0 1+ M
@) + —220,(1(2)) < T

By applying Lemma 1 to (21) with w = 19%&7 and R(%ﬂq) > 0, we have

A
. LA () (k) M
(j’* f(z)> *N(Z)_WZ ) [

q,7+1u

/ 11+/\/lzvdv<l—|—/\/lz
19%ql 1+ Nzo 1+ Nz

and R(z) is the best dominant. [

Corollary 1. Let 8 € C,0 < A <1, -1 <N < M < 1,and f(z) € KE,(8,A, M, N) with
R(8) > 0. Then,

A
1
(IJ-“ Z ) <N(Z):ﬂAz/ ”("L)_llliﬁzvd“ﬁ%z
e l Jo w z

and N(z) is the best dominant.

Theorem 2. Let 0 < 81 < 8, R(81) > O, R(8h) > 0,0 < A < Land -1 < N; < Nj <
My < My < 1. Then,

T+

q,7+1u

(02,A, Mo, N>) C (01, A, My, N7). (22)

qT+1u

Proof. Let f € T’ T—I—l L (02, A, My, N>). Then, it follows that

A A
z jfg,T,uf( z) z 1+ Moz
(1+02)(‘7‘FqT+1uf( )) _ﬂZJ‘FZ,T+1,uf( )(*7]: f( )> ) 1+sz.

q,7+1u

Since —1 < M7 < N, < My < M; <1, we obtain

A A

Z> — 8, Tuf( ) ( Z >

j‘rq T+1 uf( ) *7‘7:5,1'+1,uf( ) ij T+1, uf( ) (23)
14+ Mjpz 1+ Mz

< .
1+ Noz 14+ Nz

(1+l92)<

<

Hence, f(z) € (91,A, M1, N7). Then, Theorem 2 is satisfied when 0 < ¢; = 0.

qT—l—lu
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When 0 < ¢; < 8, by Theorem 1, we find that f(z) € T r+1 (0,4, M1, N7), that s,

A
z 1+ Mz
= ) <7 (24)
<ijr+1uf( >) 1+ Mz

Simultaneously, we have

A A
(1+191)<Z ) s jf"”f() ( )
ijT+l uf( ) qT+1uf(Z) qT+1uf(Z)

¢
=(1-3) ( ) (25)
2 q T+l u
A A
f
+% (1+192) (Z > L) J yq'T'uf( %) < z ) :
‘-7]:11 T+1, uf( ) qu,T+1,uf( ) j}—q T+1, uf( )

Furthermore, because 0 < L < 1 and the function +T are analytic and convex in U.

Using (23)—(25) and Lemma 5, we deduce that

A A
z ) — o T,uf( ) < z ) _<1+M1Z.
j]:qurluf( ) ‘-7‘7:q1+1uf( ) ijr+1uf( ) 1+le

; (e
Thatis, f € Tq,r+1,u

(1+l91)<

(91,7, M1, N7) implies that the assertion in (22) is true. [

Corollary 2. Let 0 < 9 < 8,,0 < A < 1,and =1 < N7 < Ny < My < My < 1. Then,
’Cg,u(ﬁZ/ /\/ MZ/NZ) C K?,u(ﬁlz}\/ Ml,Nl)- (26)

Theorem 3. In the unit disc U, let x(z) be a univalent function that satisfies the following condition

zk” () T A
R D)l w (L)) R0
If f(z) € A(1) satisfies the condition below
A A
(1+M<Jf”z ﬂ@) - Jf”ﬂf;%<3f Z ﬂ))
q,T+1u q,7+1u q,7+1u (28)

<x(2) + 20, (x(2),

then,
A
z
— | <x(2)
(thﬂﬂﬂm>
and x is the best dominant of (28).

Proof. Let y(z) be as determined in (20). In addition, note that (28) is correct. By combining
(21) and (28), we obtain

v(z) + %Z@q("y(z)) < x(z) + %29‘7(1{(2)). (29)

So, we can readily derive the statement of Theorem 3 using Lemma 3 and (29). O
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For g — 1—, we obtain Corollary 3 below:

Corollary 3. In the unit disc U, let x(z) be a univalent function that satisfies the following
condition "(2) N
zk" (z
R(l—i— " (z) ) > mux{O R(ﬁu)} (R(®) > 0). (30)
If f(z) € A(1) satisfies the condition below

A A
: TFLfG) ([ o
(Hﬁ)(”ﬁlruﬂ@) REaE (Ifiﬂ,uf(z)) <)+ Fawla), @D

then,

. A
(Ifiﬂ Gz >> <

and « is the best dominant of (31).

In Theorem 3, if we take x(z) = 111# we obtain the following result:

Corollary 4. Let 9 € C,R(9) >0,0< A <1, and —1 <N < M < 1. Suppose that

1-Nz A
R(1+Nz) > max{O R(ﬁxq)}

If f(z) € A(1) satisfies the following condition

A A
<1+19>< 2 ) — o LT ol ) ( : )
ijl’-&-luf( ) quT-&-luf( ) j}—qr-&-luf( ) (32)
LMz B (M- N)z
1+ Nz~ A (1+Nz)Z’

then,

( z ) - 1+ Mz
TR @) T TNz
and % is the best dominant of (32).

(8,A, M, N).

Next, we investigate the superordination properties for the class 7:]” T4l

Theorem 4. In the unit disc U, let k(z) be a univalent function that satisfies the following condition

A
S #1x(0),1] N Q.
(ijwrluf( )> : [() ]

If

A A
2 z Tuf( ) Z
e el <140 ) e ()
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z A jfg'r uf(2) z A . .
such that (1 + 9) <M> - 19“7}—;,T+1,uf(z) (Jf;‘,f+1,uf(2)) be a univalent in U,

x(z) < ; '
‘-7]:17 T+1, uf( )

Proof. If we define y(z), as given in (20), we can derive that

then,

and « is the best subordinate.

K(Z)+M29q(K(Z))<(1+é‘)< : )A f”mﬂ)( . )A
A ijr+1uf() ij‘H—luf(Z) ij’f—‘rluf()

= 22) + D2, (x(2)).

Theorem 4 is asserted as a result of applying Lemma 4. O
If g — 1—, we deduce the following corollary:

Corollary 5. In the unit disc U, let x(z) be a univalent function that satisfies the following

condition A
z
() eneone

If

A A

Bu / z I}—g,uf(z) ( Z )

x(z) + —zK'(z N =] —°¢ ’
(2) + A =)=+ )<I]:T+1uf()> I}—iﬂ,uf(z) I}—Hluf()

A A
z IFruf(2) z ; ;
such that (1 + 9) <M) 19ZF,;Jrl B (I]—'"+1 NiE )> be a univalent in U,

A
zZ
KE) = (Ifm Gz >>

then,

and « is the best subordinate.

In Theorem 4, if we take x(z) = ﬁiTMz (=1 < N < M < 1), we obtain the result as
follows:

Corollary 6. Let ¢ € Cand 0 < A < 1. Suppose that

A
2 ) eHx0),1Nn0.
(quT+1uf( )) © [K( ) ]

If
A
1+ Mz (M—=N)z z
1+N2+Tq A+ Nz)?2 (1+l9)<j]-"" f(z)>

q,7+1,u

j}—q tuf(z) ( Z )A
jfZ,Tle,uf(Z) jfg,r+l,uf(z) ,
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: N\ g IR R P
such that (1 + 9) <M> - 19“7}—;,T+1,uf(z) (Jf;‘,f+1,uf(2)) is a univalent in U,
then,

q,t+Lu
A
1+Mz< z
1+ Nz (j]—“ f(z ))

q,7+1u

and % is the best subordinate.

Next, we investigate the sandwich-type results for the class 7; T+ lu

(8, A, M, N).

Theorem 5. Let «1(z) and xy(z) be convex functions in U, with x1(0) = x2(0) = 1, and let
¢ € Cwith R(9) > 0. Let x,(z) satisfy the conditions in (27), (28) and

A
2 ) eHL1NQ
(ijT+1uf( )) © [ ]

and
O, . A
x1(z) + qu’Dq(Kl(z)) <Q(z) = (1+9) (W)
. frg,r,ltf(Z) z A %
ﬁjfg,rﬂ,uf(z) <‘7]:qf+1uf( )) <#2(2) + 1 204(x2(2)).
Then,

A
k1(z) < ¢(z) = (W) < x2(2),

where x1(z) and K, (z) are the best subordinate and dominant, respectively.

Corollary 7. Let x1(z) and x;(z) be convex functions in U, with x1(0) = x2(0) = 1, and let
8 € Cwith R(8) > 0. Let xy(z) satisfy the conditions in (27), (28) and

A
— =] enm1NQ
(ij T+1, uf( )> [ ]

and
du z /\
K1(z) + 7z;(ﬁ (z) <Q(z) = (1+9) <I]:T+1uf()>
_, IFRS) z " @)+ 2as(2)
I}-i.t,_l uf(z) I]'—Z-',-l uf( ) e A e
Then,

z

A
K1 (Z) =< 4_7(2) = (M) =< KZ(Z),
T+1u

where x1(z) and K, (z) are the best subordinate and dominant, respectively.

Example 1. Taking k,, = e"™* (m = 1,2), such that 0 < r; < rp < 1, the following examples are
derived from Theorem 5 and Corollary 7:
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1. If f € A(l) and the subordination conditions in Theorem 4 hold, then

0 0
(1 + j\tqz) e"* < O(z) < (1 + )qu> e = "7 < p(z) < €,

where O)(z) and ¢(z) are defined in Theorem 5, and e"* and e"* are the best “subordinate
and dominant”, respectively.
2. If f € A(l) and the subordination conditions in Corollary 5 hold, and if the operator

J.F;‘,T,uf(z) is replaced with TF% , f (z), then
l9u rz ~ l9u rhz rz s rz
1—1—72 e* < O(z) < 1—1—72 e = e < P(z) < €',

where Q)(z) and ¢(z) are defined in Corollary 7. Thus, e"* and e™* are the best “subordinate
and dominant”, respectively.

Theorem 6. If f(z) € 'TNHM(O,A,(D), with0 < @ < 1, then f(z) € 7'qr+1u(z9,)\,co)for

|z| < R, where

02 [0l
A2 A

1
I

R=( ), 0<A<1 (33)

and the bound R is the best possible.

Proof. For f(z) € (0,7, @), suppose that the function G(z) is given by

qT+1u

A
2 ) =(1-@)6() +a. (34)
<‘7]:q1’+1uf( ))

Hence, G(z) is an analytic function in U and G(0) = 1. Taking the g-derivative of the
function (34), we find that

Z

A A
>ﬂ ymm( z )m
IF e ) TFh e f @ \ITF) 1, f(2)

=G(z)+ ﬂTz@q(g(z)).

1—w

1{<1+z9)<

Hence, we find that

A A
1 . Jﬁﬂ@( z )
R{——[(1+9 -9 B

{ — @@ [( " ) («7‘7:11 T+1, uf( )> jfg,r+1,l¢f(z) jfZITJFL”f(Z) w]} (35)

2|0 5¢,17!
A(1— 72

> R{G(z)}11 I (lz] =7 <1).

The right-hand side of inequality (35) is positive such that r < R, where R is defined
by (33), and using the relation in (34), we obtain the following estimate (see [40])

20,(G(2))| 2
R{G(z)} — 1—r2"

In order to prove that the bound R is the best possible, we let f(z) € S(I), which is

given by
A
z 142
— | =(1-w) + @
(ijT+luf( )> 1_Zl
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Note that
1{(1+19)<Z>A T Fouf (2) ( : )Aw}
1_-o jf‘q ei1af(2) j]—"q crinf (2) J]:erfﬂ,uf(z) (36)

147 2|8 5¢,1r" _
C1-Z A2

for |z| = R, so we deduce that R is the best possible. []

Theorem 7. Let the function f(z) € 7;’4”1”(19, A, M,N) with R(9) > 0and -1 < N <
M < 1. Then,

A
At A1l - Mo z At 114 Mo
Z S 7
ﬂqu/o o 1—Nvdv<R{<j}' f(z )> }<19qu/0 ’ 1+ N ™ (37)

q,7+1u

In addition, for |z| = r < 1, we obtain

A ﬂ A1l 4+Mor 1 "
- K < s
r(l%fql/ ! 1 +erd v h < “7 %T+1r”f(z)

m—ll*./\/lvr 1
ﬂ%ql/ l—J\fvrd) .

These are the best possible inequalities.

Proof. Using the hypotheses of Theorem 1, it follows that
A
( z > ZN(z) / m—ll—l—szd'
ijT+1uf( ) T Ol 1+ Nzo
Since R(z) is a convex function and z € U, then

A
z A wz -11+ Mzv }
R{(y;ﬁ f(Z)> }<sup7€{l9%ql/0 ! 1+szdv

q,7+1u

A 1 1+ Mzo\ A 1 A M1+ Mzo A
< Bl Bsegl
ﬁ%ql/ SUPR(HNZU)” TSl TN

and

A
z ‘ Al A 11— Mzo
RN ——— > infR —/ vl alv}
{(JffT+1uf(Z)>} o h NG
Mzo\ A 1 A T1T—-Mzo A
ﬁ%ql/ Z”fR<1—N )z’ T TN

In addition, since

z H14 Mzo| A 1
- < oo |? 't do
j]:‘%TJrl,uf(Z) ﬁ%q 1+ Nz
A 11 A A1l o
—0—./\/l|z|vvl9%q1 Uiy — +Mrvvwl ldv,|Z| =r<]1,

= Ol Jo 1+ Nz|v O35l Jo 1+ Nro
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we obtain \ . M R
1+ Mro A 1 -1
M > 19qu
TF el G (Gl o T+ Nro do)?
and
z 11— Mzo| A
> vl " do
|~7}—;,T+1,uf(z) B, 1—-Nzv
A M1 =Mlzlv A A1 =Mro A
> 19qu — l?;:ql
~ Ol Jo 1 —N|z|vv do x5l Jo 1 —erv 4,
and so N 11 M R
M < — ro W-filil 771
’jf’? T+1 ”f(z)‘ - r(l‘/’%ql o 1—ANro v dv)

These inequalities are the best subordinations. [

Corollary 8. Let the function f(z) € Ky ,(8,A, M, N') with R(8) > 0and —1 < N < M < 1.
Then,

At 41— Mo z A1+ Mo
sl Jo O TN <R{<I}' () ) } ﬁul/ TN 38

T+1,u

In addition, for |z| = r < 1, we obtain
A g1+ Mor ‘ A /1 A g 1=Mor 1
Jul 1< I < _ Oul _— A,
ﬁul/ TrAor ) < [T rauf Z)’—%m A ey vl
These are the best possible inequalities.

If we take g — 1—,7 = 0, and y = 1 in Theorem 7 and Corollary 8, we obtain the
following results, provided by [34]:

Corollary 9 ([34]). Let the function f(z) € Ty, (9,A, M, N') and © € C such that R(8) > 0
and —1 < N < M < 1. Then,

11—./\/10 z / 114+ Mo
191/ <R\ Fmy) < T+ Ao 7

In addition, for |z| = r < 1, we obtain

/ 114—/\/lvr do)- 1o 2)| < / 11—Mvrd )
191 1+ Nor - 191 1— Nor '
Example 2. By puttingd =A=1=1,M=1-2a (0<a <1), and N = —1, we obtain
1. The following inequality satisfies

>4
S

z
f(2)

2. Letr=|z| = 0.9, and we obtain

R( ) >20—1+2(1—a)ln2.

09 e 09
1+ 3.11685x — ~ 1-0.57365a"
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5. Concluding Remarks

We have utilized g-calculus to introduce new results on the differential subordination
and sandwich-type properties for a class of analytic non-Bazilevi¢ functions defined by the
g-analog integral operator J F ZT,M f(z). The present study has the potential to inspire the
use of other operators. Additionally, the best subordinates of the differential subordinations
given can provide the basis for investigating conditions for the univalence of the operator
introduced in this paper. Further research could involve the introduction of new classes
of non-Bazilevi¢ functions using the operator JF ,P;,T,u f(z) defined in Equation (9). As
the classes obtained using this operator are likely to be distinct and interesting compared
to previously obtained classes using other operators, relations to other known classes
could be explored and coefficient estimates could be established. Additional works on the
properties of non-Bazilevi¢ functions, such as neighborhoods, subordinate sequences, the
Fekete-Szego inequality, and the Hankel determinant, could be investigated. This may also
shed light on new concepts in geometric function theory.
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