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Abstract: This work presents a novel investigation that utilizes the integral operator I;}, , in the field
of geometric function theory, with a specific focus on sandwich theorems. We obtained findings
about the differential subordination and superordination of a novel formula for a generalized integral
operator. Additionally, certain sandwich theorems were discovered.
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1. Introduction and Definitions

In the past, people have used complex numbers to solve real cubic equations, which
has facilitated the development of a fascinating theory known as the theory of functions
of a complex variable (complex analysis). This field has a historical origin dating back to
the 17th century. Noteworthy figures in the field include Riemann, Gauss, Euler, Cauchy,
Mittag-Leffler, and several more scientists. Riemann introduced the Riemann mapping
theorem in 1851 during the 19th century, giving rise to geometric function theory (GFT),
a notable and captivating theoretical framework [1]. It has seen significant development
and has been applied in several scientific domains, including operator theory, differential
inequality theory, and other related topics. To enhance the Riemann mapping theorem,
Koebe [1] utilized a univalent function defined on an open unit disk in 1907. In 1909,
Lindeof introduced the subordinate idea. The Schwarz function is employed to examine
two complex functions. Diverse subordination theory on a complex domain may be
understood as an extension of differential inequality theory on a real domain. This topic
was extensively explored by Miller and Mocanu in their seminal works published in 1978 [2],
1981 [3], and 2000 [4]. Miller and Mocanu [5] (2003) introduced the concept of differential
subordination theory, specifically referred to as differential superordination. Differential
subordination and superordination are crucial techniques in GFT that are employed in
studies to obtain sandwich results. This theory has great importance, and several proficient
analysts have made exceptional contributions to studying the related issues, including
Srivastava et al. [6], Ghanim et al. [7], Lupas and Oros [8], Attiya et al. [9], and others. In
2015, Ibrahim et al. [10] introduced a novel operator that combines a fractional integral
operator with the Carlson-Shaffer operator. This operator was employed to investigate the
characteristics of subordination and superordination. The fractional derivative operator
for higher-order derivatives of certain analytic multivalent functions was expanded by
Morais and Zayed [11] in the year 2021. The subordination and superordination features
were investigated by Lupas and Oros [8] in 2021 by the utilization of the fractional integral
of the confluent hypergeometric function. In the year 2022, other authors conducted
investigations pertaining to subordination and its associated qualities [12-14].

The fractional integral operator is a fundamental mathematical operation employed
across several domains within the realms of science and engineering. It possesses appli-
cability in several fields. Recent decades have witnessed the successful use of fractional
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calculus in physical models. The generalized Mittag-Leffler function has been utilized in
several mathematical and physical domains due to its inherent ability to express solutions
to fractional integral and differential equations. The utilization of fractional-order calculus
is prevalent in several practical applications, such as [15-19]. By employing fractional
operators in the resolution of differential equations, this study contributes to the field of
mathematical applications. Furthermore, it emphasizes the importance of these operators
in the fields of physics and engineering, particularly for the advancement of geometric
function theory, a specialist field within complex analysis.

The application of the subordination technique is employed in relation to pertinent
categories of permissible functions. According to Antonino and Miller [20], the acceptable
functions are defined as follows:

Let H (D) denote the class of functions analytic in the open unit disk

D:={C:CeC and || <1}

and H[a,n]| denote the subclass f € H(D) consisting of the functions of the form
f(Q) =a+anl"+ay 10"+ ..., with Ho = H[0,1] and H = H[1,1]
Also, let H, be the subclass of f € H(ID) of the form

fO=0+ Y al’  (peN), (1)
I=p+1
and set # = H;. For functions f({) € Hp, given by (1) and g({) given by
g@) ="+ ¥ bl (peN), @)
I=p+1
the Hadamard product (or convolution) of f({) and g(¢) is defined by

)@=+ Y abl = (g*)Q) (D peN). 3)

I=p+1

For that, f(¢) and g(¢) are in (D). We say that f({) is subordinate to () (or g({) is
superordinate to f({)), written as

f=<g in D or f(§)=<g(0) (CeD),

if there exists a function w € H satistfying the conditions of the Schwarz lemma (i.e.,
w(0) =0and |w({)| < 1) such that

f(O) =gw(@)  (Ceb),

it follows that
f(2) < g(2) (C € D) ifand only if f(0) = ¢(0) and f(D) C g(D) (see [4,21,22]).

Definition 1 ([5]). Supposing that p({) and h({) are two analytic functions in D, let
v(r,s,t;0): C> xD — C.
If p(2) and v(p(2),Zp (), 22p" (2); Q) are univalent functions in . If h satisfies the second-

order superordination

Q) < v(p(),2p (2), 2% (2):0), 4)

then p({) is a solution of the differential superordination (4). A function x € H(D) is called a
subordinant of (4) if k({) < p({) for all the functions h satisfies (4). A univalent subordinant &
that satisfies x({) < &({) for all of the subordinants « of (4) is the best subordinant.
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Definition 2 ([4]). Supposing that p({) and h({) are two analytic functions in D, let
v(r,s, 50) C3xD—C.
If p(Q) is analytic in D and satisfies the second-order differential subordination
v(p(©), 5P (), 8" (0):0) < h(@), ©)

then p({) is called a solution of the differential subordination (5). The univalent function x () is
called a dominant of the solution of the differential subordination (5), or more simply dominant,
if p(Q) < x(Q) for all p(Q), satisfying (5). A dominant ®({) that satisfies ®(() < «({) for all
dominant x({) of (5) is called the best dominant of (5).

The following inference holds for the functions k,x, and v according to sufficient
conditions, as obtained by many authors (see [5,23-28]).

h(g) < v(p(2), 2P (2), 320" (0):0) = x(Q) < p({)  (C€D).

Bulboaca [21] investigated first-order differential superordinations and superordination-
preserving integral operators [29]. Ali et al. [23] used the results of [21] to develop adequate
requirements for certain normalized analytic functions to satisfy

Zf (2)
£©)

where k1 and «x; represent univalent normalized functions in ID. Shanmugam et al. [24,30-32]
recently reported sandwich results for specific analytic function classes. Further subordina-
tion results are available in [33-39].
Forpe N, n € Ng=NuU{0}, u > 0and f € H,, we consider the integral operator
defined as follows [40]:
Ipuf(8) = £(2)

r(4) < < x2(0),

Tuf@ = bk LA e =g § | ad

I=p+1

2 _ Pk [ r 1y o
Ip,yf(g)*yé V/Ot yf =P+ E {P-FH( P)} ag

I=p+1

and (in general)

n _ Pop- p—1lrn—1 P " 1
Ip,yf( g /tﬂ I f( )dt €p+l§_1{}7+ﬂ(l—ﬁ)} alC

() nE) () e e

n—times

then from (6), we can easily deduce that

%é(fﬁ,yf(é))l =L ()~ (=W, f(Q) (pneNu>0). @)
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We note that:
(1) I3, f(8) =Z,"f() (see[41])
= {f(C) €EALf(E) =0+ i[l +u(l=1)] "al (n € No)},

1=2
(i) I11f(Q) = I"f(Q) (see [42])
= {f(C) €A Tf(O) =T+ il_”azél(n < No)}-

1=2

(i) Iy,f(C) = I,f(C), where I} is a p-valent Salagean integral operator [40]

Lf(¢) = {f@ cAp) @ =0+ L () adlpenc No>}.

I=p+1

To prove our results, we need the following definitions and lemmas.
Denote by F the set of all functions « () that are analytic and injective on D\ E(x ), where

E(x) = {n € oD: éim k() = oo},
-1

and are such that «'(7) # 0 for 7 € 9D\E(x). Further, let the subclass of F for which
x(0) = a be denoted by F(a), F(0) = Fop, and F(1) = F;.

Definition 3 ([4] , Definition 2.3a, p. 27). Let ¢ be a set in C,x € F, and n be a positive integer.
The class of admissible functions Y, [0, ], consists of those functions 7y : C3 x D — C that satisfy
the admissibility condition

Y(r,s,50) &0

r=x(1), s=hw%m,%{z+1}zlm{1+zi%)}

where { € D, n € OD\E(x), and | > n. We write Y1[0, k] as Y[9, x].

whenever

In particular, when

Qz+a
Q+ag
then k(D) = Do = {w : |w| < Q}, x(0) =4, E(x) = v,and k¥ € F. In this case, we set

Yu[0,Q,a] = Yu[0,x], and in the special case when the set & = D, the class is simply
denoted by Y, [Q, a].

k(0) =Q

(Q>0, [a] <Q),

Definition 4 ([5], Definition 3, p. 817). Let ¢ be a set in C, (Z) € H[a, n] with k' () # 0. The
class of admissible functions Y, [0, k] consists of those functions vy : C3 x D — C that satisfy the
admissibility condition

y(r,s,51) €0

whenever

oy s K@) Bt 1 ¢’ (2)
—HE = '%{s“}zq%{” <10 }

where { € D,y € D, and q > n > 1. In particular, we write Y, [8,x] as Y'[9, x].
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Lemma 1 ([4], Theorem 2.3b, p. 28). Let v € Y,[9, k] with x(0) = a. If the analytic function
g(g) =a+ap(" + ﬂn+1€”+1 + ... Satisﬁes

1(8(2),28'(2),3%8"();0) € 9,
then g(g) < x({).

Lemma 2 ([5], Theorem 1, p. 818). Let y € Y,,[9, ] with x(0) = a. Ifg(¢) € F(a) and

1(8(0),28 (), 22" (2);0)

is univalent in D, then
8 C {7(8(0),28 (0), %8 (0);0) : { € D},
implies k({) < g(Q).

In this paper, we extend Miller and Mocanu’s differential subordination result ([4],
Theorem 2.3b, p. 28) to include functions related to the integral operator, and we also
obtain some other related results. Aghalary et al. [43], Ali et al. [44], Aouf [45], Aouf
et al. [46], Kim and Srivastava [47], and Seoudy [48] all investigated a comparable issue for
analytical functions. Furthermore, they conducted investigations on the relevant differential
superordination problem, yielding numerous sandwich-type results.

2. Subordination Results Involving 7, ,

In this study, we assume that n > 3, p € N, ¢ € D, and all powers are principal ones,
unless otherwise specified.

Definition 5. Let ¢ be a set in C and x({) € Fo N H[0, p]. The class of admissible functions
@;[0, ] consists of those functions v C3 x D — C that satisfy the admissibility condition

v(u,v,w;0) ¢ 0

whenever )
w = (), v— e +pQ=pei)
p
2 2,2 d
R wp_(l_‘u)pu_z 1— } IR 77K,(77) ,
(e ~amm )= mie ]
where { € D, n € OD\E(x), u > 0;n,p € N,and | > p.
Theorem 1. Let ¢;[9,x]. If f(T) € H,p satisfies
(v(Th f@ Th FQ. T F(@050) :CeD C O (pneNu>0),  ©

then
I, ,f(2) < x(g) (¢ D).

Proof. Define the analytic function g(¢) in D by

8(8)=1,,f() (pneN;u>0). )
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In view of the relation (7) from (9), we obtain
. Cng' (9) +p(1—wg(C
TR = 1g (¢) Pp( m8(&) (10)
Further computations show that
- 2128 (Q) + p@p(L— ) + Wg (§) +p*(1—1)s8(¢
Tr2f(g) = £18 (&) +Ep(2p( u)pz mg (0 +p°(1—p)8() 1)
Define the transformations from C3 to C by
— 2 _ 2(1 _ 14)2
W=7 0= S+p(}17 wro o, e u);u)sw A=) 4y

Let

y(r,s, ) =v(u,v,w;{)
_, (r, s+ P(; —r A p2p(1 - #); s+ pP(1 - ﬂ)zr;g)_ 13)

The proof shall make use of Lemma 1. Using Equations (9)—(11), from (13), we obtain

Y(p(©), 51 (0,82 (2):0) = v(Tp,f (@), Ty F@), T F(2):€) (14)
(p,neN;u>0).
Hence, (8) becomes , ,
1(p(£),P (£), 5" (£):0) € 8.

If it can be demonstrated that the v € ¢;[¢, k] admissibility condition is equal to
the v admissibility requirement stated in Definition 3, the proof is considered successful.
Observe that

2 (12,2
LA el Gl D T
s op—p(l—pu
and hence, y € Yj[ﬁ,x}.By Lemma 1,

8(0) < x(%) or I,,f(0) <x() (eD)

2p(1—p),

O

If the domain & # C is simply linked, then ¢ = h(ID) for some conformal mapping
h({) of D onto 8. The class q)} [h(D), k] can be represented as q)} [h.x].

Continuing as in the preceding section, Theorem 1 immediately leads to the follow-
ing result.

Theorem 2. Let ¢;[h, x| If f({) € Hp satisfies

v(Th, @ T O, T2 f(050) < h(@) (prneNIeDu>0),  (5)

then
Iy, f(0) <x(Q) (CeD).

In the case where k() on dD has an uncertain behavior, our next result extends
Theorem 1.
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Corollary 1. Let ¢ C C and let k() be univalent in D, x(0) = 0. Let v € @;[0,x,] for some
p € (0,1), where x,(¢) = x(0Q). If f() € Hp and

(T, fQ) Ti F(O) T2 (i) €9 (pn €N € Dyp > 0),

then

Lpuf(Q) <x(Q) (CeD).

Proof. Theorem 1yields 7}, f({) < #,({). The result is now deduced from x,({) < «(¢). O

Theorem 3. Let h(() and x({) be univalent in D, with x(0) = 0, and set x,({) = «(og) and
ho(Z) = h(pQ). Let v : C3 x D — C satisfy one of the following conditions:

1. wve goj[h,xp],p € (0,1);
2. thereexists pg € (0,1) such that v € @;i[hp,x,], for all p € (po,1).
If f(T) € Hp satisfies (15), then

Lpuf (@) <x(8) (CeD).

Proof. The proof is omitted because it is comparable to the proof of ([4], Theorem 2.3d,

p- 30).
The best dominant of the differential subordination is obtained by the following
theorem (15). O

Theorem 4. Let h({) be univalent in D. Let v : C3 x D — C. Suppose that the differential equation

v((0),Zx (), 8% (2);0) = h(Q) (16)

has a solution x({) with k(0) = 0 and satisfies one of the following conditions:

1. «(§) € Foandv € ¢;[h,x]|;

2. «(Q) is univalent in D and v € @;[h, x,], for some p € (0,1);

3. «({) is univalent in D and there exists pg € (0,1) such that v € @;[hy, x,] forall p € (po,1).
If f(¢) € Hp satisfies (15), then

Zpuf (@) < x(0)(C € D),

and x(Q) is the best dominant.

Proof. By using the same reasoning as in ([4], Theorem 2.3e, p. 31), we may infer from
Theorems 2 and 3 that «({) is a dominant. Since «({) is a solution of (15) and fulfills (16),
all dominants will dominate «({). The optimal dominant is, therefore, x({). O

In the particular case x({) = Qz, Q > 0, and in view of Definition 3, the class of
admissible functions ¢;[8,x], denoted by ¢;[¢, Q], is described below.

Definition 6. Let ¢ be a set in C and Q > 0. The class of admissible functions ¢;[8, Q] consists of
those functions v : C® x D — C such that

(Qe o L+ P(p 1) et WL [u(2p(1 — p) 4;72#)1 +p*(1 - Wz]QEiG;g) go (17)

whenever { € D,0 € R, R(Le ) > (1 —1)IQ forall real 6, p,n €N, > 0,and | > p.
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Corollary 2. Let v € @;[8,Q]. If f() € H, satisfies

V(T3 (O T FQ) T2 F (i) €9 (pn € N;L €Dy >0),

then

. f@O]<Q (e

The class ¢;[0, Q] is easily denoted by ¢;[Q] in the particular case ¢ = x(D) = {w :
w| < Q}-

Corollary 3. Let v € ¢;[Q]. If f({) € M, satisfies
V(T fO T FOL T F(©30) | < Q (pneNg e D >0),

then

7;.f@)] <Q (CeD).

Corollary 4. Ifl > pand f(7) € H,, satisfies

Iﬁ,ﬁlf(é)‘ <Q (pneN,ZeDu>0),

then

7;.f@)] <Q (CeD).
Proof. Corollary 3 dictates that this is performed by taking

Z+P(1—V)VQ i0

viu,0,w;{) =v = e'’.
( ) p

O

Definition 7. Let ¢ be a set in C and x({) € Fo N Ho. The class of admissible functions @; 1[0, ]
consists of those functions v : C3 x D — C that satisfy the admissibility condition

v(u,0,w; ) ¢ 0

whenever )
_ Ipux () + (p — w)x ()
p

> o . 2 "

§R{uiiﬂ +20p(k—p) + (P — 1) M}Z EYSERLAUING
ulop — (p—wu)

where { € D, n € dD\E(x), u > 0;n,p € N,andl > 1.

u=x(n), v

~

Theorem 5. Let v € 1[0, «]. If f({) € H, satisfies

{v (I{J,yf(é) I F(D) T2 ()
grt gt T gt

;g)}cﬂ (p,neN;geDu>0), (18)

then
Zp,.f(©)

=

<x(g) (Ceh).
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Proof. Define an analytic function g({) in D by
In
() = pg;{(f) (pneN;Z €D > 0). (19)
By making use of (7) and (19), we obtain
-1 /
Ly F1O) _ tug' (§) + (p— w3 (@) 20)
gt p '
Further computations show that
-2 " !
Ly F8) _ P8 (Q) +p(2p — w)2g (O) + (p — 1)*8(Q) 1)
gpfl P2 !
Define the transformations from C3 to C by
_ 2 _ — )2
S e el ) LA Lo e 11 C3 ﬂ2)8+(r) wr 22)
p p
Let
v(r,s,58) = v(u,0,w;{)
— 2 _ _ )2
:V(n #S+(g wr it p2p ;12)5+(P i) r;§>' 23)

The proof shall make use of Lemma 1. Using Equations (19)—(21), and from (23),
we obtain

(24)

, y n Infl Infz
1(s(0).28' 0. % (m):v( 1/18) T JE) T (g);@)

T Tt T

Hence, (18) becomes

7(8(0),28 (0. 8% (©):¢) € 0.

If it can be demonstrated that the v € ¢;1[¢, x| admissibility condition is equal to
the 7y admissibility requirement stated in Definition 3, the proof is considered successful.
Observe that

wp® + 2op(u —p) + (p — p)?u
u(op — (p— pu)

4

b
s
and hence, v € Y[, «]. By Lemma 1,

T3, (@)
o

(%) < «x(Z) or

O

If ¢ # Cis a simply connected domain, then ¢ = k(D) for some conformal mapping
h(Z) of D onto ¢. In this case, the class ¢;1[#(DD), x| is written as ¢; 1 [, x]. In the particular
case k() = Qg, Q > 0, the class of admissible functions ¢; 1 [¢, ] is denoted by ¢;1[¢, Q.
The following outcome is a direct conclusion of Theorem 5, employing the same procedure
as in the preceding section.
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Theorem 6. Let v € ¢;1[h,«]. If f({) € Hp satisfies

n n—1 n—2
1/(Ip,,J(C) Iy, f(Q) Iy, (C),€> <) (pneN;Zebu>0), (25

gr—t 7 el gl
then .
Lyu f(©)
gyt
Definition 8. Let ¢ be a set in C and Q > 0. The class of admissible functions ¢; 1[0, Q] consists
of those functions v : C3 x D — C such that

<x(¢) (CeD).

) (Qeie, A (P = 1) o WL+ [#12p — 1) + (p — 1)*]Q" .g) ¢ 9 (26)

p p? '
whenever { € D,0 € R, R(Le’ie) > (I=1)IQforallreal 6, p € N, and ] > 1.

Corollary 5. Let v € ¢; 1[0, Q|- If f() € H satisfies

U(L’J,yf(é) I f(Q) T2 f(Q)
gp-t gt el

;§> €t (pneN;Ceb;u>0),

then
Zyuf(C)
gr-t

’<Q (¢ e D).

The class ¢;1[¢, Q] is easily denoted by ¢; 1[Q] in the particular case ¢ = x(D) = {w :
w| < Q}.
Corollary 6. Let v € ¢;1[Q]. If f({) € Hp satisfies
(TS0 T FO) Tif @)
gr—t 7 el 7 -1

<Q (pneN;Ceb;u>0),

then
Zyuf(0)
o

<Q (f€D).

Corollary 7. IfI > 1and f({) € H, satisfies

n—1
w <Q (pneN;geDu>0),
then o
”g,‘,f(f) <Q (¢eD).

Proof. Corollary 6 dictates that this is performed by taking

v(u,0,w;{) =v = WQeie'
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Definition 9. Let ¢ be a set in C and x({) € Fy N H. The class of admissible functions ¢;»[9, ]
consists of those functions v : C3 x D — C that satisfy the admissibility condition

v(u,v,w;0) ¢ 0

u=K<n>,v=1{”‘m‘m+px<n>},

whenever

p| x(1)

§R{(wp—vp)(vp—Puﬂ?)Jrvp—Zpu—uH}zm 1)L
u(op —pu) Hr

where { € D, n € dD\E(x), p € N,and 1 > 1.
Theorem 7. Let v € ¢;[0,x| and T}, ,f () # 0. If f() € H, satisfies

{(Iﬁ,yl Q) Tn2fQ) T F(Q)
Tiuf(©) T3 F(Q) TP F Q)

g) :geID)} cY (pneN,Ceb;u>0), (27

then
Iyt f(2)
Zpuf(0)

<x(¢) (CeD).

Proof. Define an analytic function g({) in D by

_ Ll f©)
0= 0

pPu

(p,neN;ZeD;u>0). (28)

Using (28), we obtain

/! !/

W@ Tr0) (1)

= - . 29
sO T L@ 9
By making use of (7) in (29), we obtain
Lo O _1[pig @) %0
Further computations show that
" ! !/ 2
WP Q) #s Q) ([ mz (D) /
n2f@Q) 1) ugg (@) (0 5@ ( 8(2) ) g (o)
2 +pg(d) + ; 31)
8(8)
Define the transformations from C® to C by
u=r,
_Lyps
v= 5{7 +pr}
pi o u’s Hs\2
B () 4
w=1 By pry 1 s <r> i (32)
plr - + pr
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Let

y(r,s,t0) =v(u,0,w;7)

2 2
Pt | pts o rpsy?
N 1) ps 7 7‘(7) TPEs |
=y r,p{r+pr},p r—i—pr—i— E+pr ;0. (33)
r

The proof shall make use of Lemma 1. Using Equations (28), (30), and (31), from (33),
we obtain

Ly uf Q) Tp F(2) TP f(Q)

(34)

n—1 n—2 n—3
v(p@),@p’(g»gzp”(g);g)=V<% (@) IpPf@) Tpif@) g>.

Hence, (27) becomes

v(p(0), 2P (2), %P ();0) € 6.

1t can be demonstrated that the v € ¢, |V, x| admissibility condition is equal to
If i be d d that th Pj2[0 dmissibility condition is equal
the 7y admissibility requirement stated in Definition 3, the proof is considered successful.

Observe that
t, - (wp—ovpop—ppu 1
s pu(op — pu) 7z
and hence, v € Y[, «]. By Lemma 1,
0. f(2)
<K or -7 <k eD).

There exists a conformal mapping /() of D onto ¢ such that ¢ # C is a simply
connected domain and ¢ = h(DD). Here, ¢;2[h(D), x| is expressed as vj,[h, «]. The class
V;j2[8, k] of admissible functions becomes v;»[8, Q] in the specific case x({) = Qz, Q > 0.
Proceeding as in the previous section, the subsequent result gives a direct verification of
Theorem 7.

Theorem 8. Let v € vjs[h, «]. If f() € H, satisfies

{V (I?,;l O 1@ T30
Ti,f©) Ty £(@) i)

g) :geID)} <h(Q) (p,neN;geDu>0), (35

then

Iy f(D) .
T 7 <) €eD).

Definition 10. Let ¢ be a set in C and Q > 0. The class of admissible functions ¢;»[9, Q| consists
of those functions v : C3 x D — C such that

I+ pQe'®
whenever { € D,0 € R, %(Le_ie) > (1—=1)IQforallreal 0, p € N, and | > 1.

. . . 27 =10 2 _ 2 —if 2
U<Qeze,;{alQeze},;{lHHQezu pLe ™ + (Ip” — (1)) Qe + IpuQ }

;é) Z 0, (36)
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Corollary 8. Let v € ¢;2[8, Q. If f(T) € H, satisfies

Iy Q) T2 Q) T2 f (L) ) s
V<%f<é>’I;J,;lf(é)’zﬁ,f ©°) "

then )
(e
p¥
| < e D).
T | <9 P
w T}(Se}class vj2[9, Q] is easily denoted by v;,[Q] in the particular case ¢ = x(DD)
w| < .

Corollary 9. Let v € 9;2[Q]. If f({) € H,p satisfies

’V<I]’,},;1 Q) Tn2f(Q) T3 (C)[)

Iﬁyf(C) /Iﬁ,ﬁlf(é)'zgf (g)' <Q (pneN,Cehu>0),

then )
Iy f(0)

0 70 <Q (¢eD).

3. Superordination and Sandwich Results Involving 7, ,

{w:

This section focuses on the investigation of the dual problem of differential subordina-
tion, specifically the differential superordination of the integral operator Z,, ;,. The class of

acceptable functions is defined as follows for this purpose.

Definition 11. Let ¢ be a set in C and x({) € H[0, p] with {x'({) # 0. The class of admissible
functions go;- [8, x] consists of those functions v : C3 x D — C that satisfy the admissibility condition

v(u,v,w;n) € Y

whenever

L), o KK () +ap(L - w)x(D)
(9% =

R T < ;%{” i }
where { € D, € oD, and g > p.

7

Theorem 9. Let v € go;- [0,«]. If f(§) € Hp, Z,,,f(§) € Foand
V(T3 f©),Th3 F@), T3 (2)3¢)
is univalent in D, then
0 {v(Zp,f (O Ty F@), Tpp2F(@):C) - (C€D)} (pon € N;u>0),

implies

K(0) < Ip,f(Q) (CeD).

(37)



Symmetry 2024, 16, 501

14 of 20

Proof. From (14) and (37), we have
8 C {1(3(0),28'(2),8%();0) : £ € D},

The admissibility requirement for v € q);- [0, ] may be observed from (12). It is the same

as the -y admissibility criterion stated in Definition 4. Thus, by Lemma 2 and «y € Y;, [0, ]

x(¢) < &() or x(g) < T, f(¢) (¢ D).
O

If the domain @ # C is simply linked, then ¢ = h(ID) for some conformal mapping
h({) of D onto ¥. The class (p;- [h(D), k] can be represented as <p;- [h.x].

Continuing as in the preceding section, Theorem 9 immediately leads to the follow-
ing result.

Theorem 10. Let h(Q) be analytic functions in D and v € (p;- [h,x]. If () € Hp, I}, f(C) € Fo,
and

v(Zpuf @) T35 F©), T2 f(2)iC) (6 €D)

is univalent in D, then

h(Z) < V(I]Z,yf( )/I]Z;tl (g)rIgyz (€); g) (pneN;geDu>0), (38)

implies
K(8) < Lpuf(Q) (€D

Subordinants of differential superordination of the forms (37) or (38) can only be obtained using
Theorems 9 and 10. The subsequent theorem establishes the existence of the optimal subordinant of
Equation (38) for a given value of v.

Theorem 11. Let h({) be analyticin D and v : C3 x D — C. Suppose that the differential equation

v(x(0), 2K (2), 8 (2):§) = h(Z)
has a solution k() € Fo. If v € (p;- [h,x], f(C) € Hp, T,,,.f(§) € Fo, and

V(T f @), Th3 F(@). T3, f(2):) (D)
is univalent in D, then
m(@) < v(Thuf @ T FD), Tp2F(@)iC) (pn € NG € Dyp > 0),
implies
() < Iy, f(0) (CeD),
and x({) is the best subordinant.

Proof. The proof is omitted since it is similar to the proof of Theorem 4. By merging
Theorems 2 and 10, we obtain the subsequent sandwich-type theorem. O
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Corollary 10. Let hy({) and x1(Q) be analytic functions in D, hy({) be a univalent function
in D, Kz(g) € Fo with Kl(O) = Kz(O) =0,andv € (pj[hz,Kz} n (pj[hl,Kl]. Iff(g) S Hp,
75, f(§) € 1[0, p] N Fo, and

V(T3 (O T FQ T2 F(20iC) (pon € NG € Dy >0),
is univalent in D, then
m(©) < v(Zpuf (@), Ty f©). T2 f(2)iC) < (@) (C D),

implies

1(0) < Iy f(0) < x2(8) (T € D).

Definition 12. Let ® be a set in C and k({) € Ho with {x ({) # 0. The class of admissible func-
tions (p;-,1 [0, x| consists of those functions v : C3 x D — C that satisfy the admissibility condition

v(u,v,w;n) €Y (39)
whenever )
w=x(g), v=F@F Z;P — W)

2 2 /
glop t2op(p—p)+p—pul 1), @1
{ w(op—(p— p)u) } S B3
where { € D,y € oD, and g > 1.

We shall now present the differential superordination dual conclusion of Theorem 5.

Zyuf (&)

Theorem 12. Let v € cp}l1 [0,x]. If f(Q) € Hp, p;ﬂi_l € Fo, and

v(I;;,yf@) (D) T2f(D) €>
[N A

is univalent in D, then

. f () Ty f(Q) I3,2f(0)
ﬂc{v( ng_l ) pgp—l ) pgp_l ;

g) :geD} (p,n eN;u>0), (40)

implies
Zyuf(©)
gr-t

x(Z) < (¢ € D).

Proof. From (24) and (40), we have
6 {7(200),2'(©),8%"(2);¢) : ¢ €D} (pn e Ny >0).

According to Equation (22), the requirement for v € (p}l [0,x] is the same as the

requirement for vy as stated in Definition 4. Therefore, the value of y € Y [0, k] is determined
by Lemma 2.

73, f(©)
=

k(¢) < g(g) or x({) < (p,n e N; € ;> 0).
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If the domain @ # C is simply linked, then ¢ = h(ID) for some conformal mapping
h({) of D onto ¥. The class (p;-’1 [h(DD), ] can be represented as (p;,l [h.x].

Continuing as in the preceding section, Theorem 12 immediately leads to the follow-
ing result.

Theorem 13. Let x({) € Ho, h({) be analytic on D, and v € (p;-,l[h,x]. If f(0) € Hp,
Zpuf (D)
gt

€ Fo, and

/(0 T Q) T2FE)
v gP—l ’ é’P—l ’ Cp—l ’C ’

is univalent in D, then

n In—l In—Z
M@<v<’gﬁa,p;f@,”g,F%é)(nne%ée@u>0» (41)
implies
ko) < 28 e

gt
The sandwich-type theorem is derived by combining Theorems 6 and 13.

Corollary 11. Let hy({) and x1({) be analytic functions in D, hy({) be a univalent function

inD, x2(0) € Fo with x1(0) = x2(0) = 0, and v € @j1[h2,x2] N Pin (k1] If f(C) € Hp,

3, f(§)
7

€ Ho N Fo, and

Q) Tin'f(Q) Ti2F(Q)
v ép—l 4 é’P—l 4 Cp—l ’g ’
is univalent in D, then
n Iﬂ—l In—Z
() < 1/< pg;{(lg)/ Pg‘p_l(g), p,gp_l(é)

;g) <hy(C) (pneN;eDu>0),

implies
Ly uf(0)

Lo <) (D).

x1(0) <

Definition 13. Let & be a set in C, k() # 0,k ({) # 0, and k() € H. The class of ad-
missible functions v & 90;,2 [8,x] consists of those functions v : C3 x D — C that satisfy the
admissibility condition

v(u,v,w;n) €9

whenever ,
R ¥ Vi .
=x(0), p{ Q) TP (é)},
(wp —vp)(op —pu+p) | vp—2pu—p 1 x' (0)
%{ p(vp — pu) * pr +1} : q%{H «(C) }

where{ €D, n€dD, peN,andg > 1.

We shall now present the differential superordination dual conclusion of Theorem 7.
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) In—l
Theorem 14. Letv € q)jz[ﬁ,x]. Iff(C) e Hp, ’2;’47@) € Fy, and
! Ip,yf(g)

(I,’;,yl Q) Tn2f(Q) TlF(Q) €>
Tiuf Q) T £ Tp P f(2)

is univalent in D, then

L f©) Tp2f @) T’ f@ N L, o p Newsol
ﬂc{”(%ﬁ(é)’fﬁ,yl Q' Q) ey ez @)

implies
L' f(©)
< P2 eD).
MO < g €eD)

Proof. From (34) and (42), we have
8 {7(2(0).2¢'(©).¢%"():¢) : ¢ € D}

According to (32), the admissibility condition for v € q);,z[ﬁ, k] is the same as the
admissibility condition for -y in Definition 4. Hence, ¢y € Y [0, k], and by Lemma 2.

n F(D)
k(g) < &(g) or x(Z) < Q) (¢ € D).
O

If the domain & # C is simply linked, then ¢ = h(ID) for some conformal mapping
h({) of D onto . The class 4’;’,2 [h(ID), k] can be represented as cp}/z [h.x].

Continuing as in the preceding section, Theorem 14 immediately leads to the follow-
ing result.

, -1
Theorem 15. Let k(C) € H, h(C) beanalyticinDandv € ¢;, (). Iff(Q) € Hp, Zr;yf((g)) € F,
Py

and

(I;},Vl Q) 2 f(©) T2 F () g>
Louf Q) " Tp F(0) Tpf ()

is univalent in D, then

T Q) Tp2f (@) Ty f(©)
" " T L ; meN;Z el 0), 43
““”(I;;ﬂf O TR O T g) (pneNgeDin >0, @)
implies
zn-1
K(g) < Z?Y/‘#f((g)) (g c D).
p/H

The sandwich-type theorem is derived by combining Theorems 8 and 15.

Corollary 12. Let hy({) and x1(g) be analytic functions in D, hy({) be a univalent function
inD, x2() € F1, with x1(0) = x2(0) = Land v € @j[hz, k2] N 4’]‘,2[hlr’<1]- Iff(2) € Hp,
M € HNFy,and

T, f (@) v
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(I;J,;l Q) 3,2 Q) T, f(C) €>
Tiuf Q) Tp F(2) T2 F (D)

is univalent in D, then

Iy F(8) Tp2f(0) T f(0)
Tiuf Q) Ty £(2) T2 £ (D)

h1(§)<v< ;§> <hy(0) (pneN;CeD;u>0),

implies
o T@

Remark 1. Putting y = 1 in the above results, we obtain the corresponding results for the p-valent
Salagen integral operator Iy in [45].

In this paper, we used the same technique as in [40].

4. Conclusions

In this study, we aimed to present original findings about an integral operator I;j, Q)
for a certain category of analytic functions on the open unit disk U = {¢ € C: |{| < 1}.
Our approach involved the utilization of differential subordination and superordination.
The derivation of the theorems and corollaries involved an analysis of relevant lemmas
pertaining to differential subordination. The paper revealed unique findings on differential
subordination and superordination through the utilization of sandwich theorems. Fur-
thermore, the study identified a multitude of specific situations. The symmetry between
the properties and outcomes of differential subordination and differential superordination
gives rise to the sandwich theorems. The results presented in this current publication pro-
vide novel recommendations for further investigation, and we have created opportunities
for researchers to extrapolate the findings to establish novel outcomes in geometric function
theory and its applications.
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