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Abstract: The findings of this study are connected with geometric function theory and were acquired by using linear
operator is applied to investigate specific classes of meromorphic functions defined using the subordination. The first
class introduced and investigated here, ZE*!(p, s, ©; u), is a generalized class of meromorphic functions. It is also
shown that for particular choice of parameters for the new generalized class, the class of close-to-convex meromorphic
functions emerges. Using the properties of the convolution and subordination, certain characterization properties of this
class are proved involving combinations of the functions from the class. Further, three more classes, €€+!(p, », ¥; u),
N (p, 5, 0; 8; 1), and RET (p, 5, ¥; 8; 1), are defined in connection to this first class, developing new applications of
this operator. The connections between the classes are given in the definition or in associated remarks and characterization
properties are also proved, including combinations of functions belonging to those classes and inclusion relations.
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1. Introduction

Geometric Function Theory (GFT) is a significant branch of mathematics that integrates geometric ideas with tools
from complex analysis. It primarily focuses on the study of analytic functions defined on the complex plane, particularly
univalent and multivalent functions, which constitute two of the most fundamental and extensively investigated classes
within GFT. Research in these areas represents one of the oldest and most active topics in complex analysis and has
attracted considerable attention due to the remarkable geometric structures exhibited by these functions, as well as the
wide range of theoretical and applied problems they generate.

Among the various areas of complex analysis involving one complex variables, the theory of univalent functions
occupies a central position. These functions play a crucial role in understanding conformal mappings and geometric
properties of analytic functions. Comprehensive treatments of univalent functions can be found in the classical monographs
by Duren [1] and Goodman [2], which remain foundational references in the field.
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The concept of analytic function subordination, a powerful tool in GFT, was first introduced by Littlewood [3]. This
notion was later formalized and extensively developed by Rogosinski [4], who established many of its fundamental results.
In recent years, subordination theory has been effectively applied to study various subclasses of analytic functions. Notably,
Srivastava and Owa [5] employed this concept to investigate several interesting properties of generalized hypergeometric
functions.

A further extension of this idea led to the development of differential subordination theory, which generalizes classical
differential inequalities. This theory was systematically studied by Miller and Mocanu [6], whose work laid the groundwork
for numerous subsequent investigations. The theory is highly versatile, allowing researchers to define new, broader classes
of meromorphic functions that often generalize well-known subclasses of starlike, convex, or close-to-convex functions.
Over the past decades, several researchers have explored intriguing aspects of Geometric Function Theory, particularly
those related to subordination, differential inequalities, and their applications, have been explored by several researchers
(see, for example, [7—10]).

The investigation presented in this paper focuses on the class of meromorphic functions. The approach is motivated
by the numerous recent studies concerned with applying operators in order to introduce and provide properties of new
classes of meromorphic functions. It is widely known that, while the classical GFT relied on direct geometric arguments,
the modern approach is profoundly shaped by the introduction of operator theory. With the introduction of operators
in the studies, new classes of analytic and univalent functions have been easily defined, and the study of their specific
properties, such as starlikeness, convexity, and close-to-convexity, which are otherwise difficult to characterize, has been
facilitated. Recent studies have provided such applications. For example, in [11], a new subclass of meromorphic functions
is introduced and investigated by applying a new convolution operator involving Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta type and Kummer
functions. A linear complex operator and a special class of Hurwitz-Lerch-Zeta functions are applied for the study on
meromorphic functions proposed in the work [12], while the study presented in [13] provides not only a new class of
meromorphic functions defined by applying a new operator but also a potential application of the results in fluid mechanics.
Hence, the approach involving operators proves to be beneficial in improving knowledge related to new subclasses of
meromorphic functions and it will be taken within this study.

A prolific tool in generating new subclasses of meromorphic functions is the Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta function, as
a mathematical function that generalizes some well-known functions in number theory and analysis. Named after
mathematicians Adolf Hurwitz and Wilhelm Lerch, this function has important applications in various areas of mathematics,
including number theory, complex analysis, and mathematical physics. Understanding this function helps us explore deeper
concepts in mathematics and enables us to analyze problems that may not be apparent with more basic functions.

The Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta function is a fascinating mathematical concept that extends the idea of the classic Riemann
Zeta function. This function is often denoted as ¢ (&, €, T), where £ is a complex variable, € is a complex parameter that
influences the beginning of the series, and 7 is a positive real parameter related to the terms of the series. The function is
defined for complex numbers and is formulated as an infinite series that converges under certain conditions. This makes it
an important tool in complex analysis. What sets the Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta function apart from the Riemann Zeta function is
its versatility and the additional dimensions it encompasses.

The applications of the Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta function in defining new meaningful operators and special classes of
analytic functions are numerous in geometric function theory in recent investigations involving subordination techniques.
For example, consideration is given to a novel convolution complex operator defined on meromorphic functions associated
with the Kummer functions and Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta type functions in [ 14—16] and extensions to the well-known starlikeness
and convexity properties are developed for this operator. A comprehensive study on a new class of meromorphic functions
introduced using Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta function can be seen in [17]. In [18], investigations are conducted into the geometric
properties of a subclass of meromorphic functions as they relate to a complex linear operator related to Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta
and Kummer functions. New classes of analytic functions are defined in [19] by applying the Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta function,
for which typical geometric properties are established.

Many fractional models, such as those in optimal control and chemical kinetics, have precise solutions that belong
to meromorphic subclasses with particular polar characteristics. Additionally, it is possible to think of the operational
matrices obtained for Bernstein and Chebyshev polynomials as finite-dimensional approximations of operators working on
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meromorphic function spaces (see [20, 21]). By defining and examining the starlikeness and convexity of meromorphic
functions using fractional integral operators, recent developments in GFT have further closed this gap and offered a solid
analytical basis for the numerical stability of the Galerkin and Finite Element frameworks (see [22, 23]).

The novelty of the present study lies in the definition and the investigation of the new subclasses that are presented
in sections 3, 4, 5, and 6. Each section presents the connections of the new classes with previously investigated classes,
proving that the classes considered here, generalize the known results, hence, adding knowledge to the topic. Also, the
new results obtained in this paper are proved to be connected with known results by choosing particular values for the
parameters involved or by choosing specific functions for the general results obtained here. The corollaries associated with
the theorems containing the new results, clearly show that the new outcome presented here generalizes known results,
hence contributing to the advancement of the studies on meromorphic functions associated with Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta
function. The next section contains the preliminaries that set the context of the study by presenting the concepts utilized
for the research and the methods used for obtaining the new results. The importance of the Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta function is
clearly proved by citing a few of the numerous works that include it in the investigations. If for previous results listed
above the Kummer hypergeometric function was applied, for the present approach Gaussian hypergeometric function is
considered. Furthermore, the investigation described here presents new applications of a previously introduced operator,
which is comprehensively presented in the next section. The current findings improve our understanding of the importance
of this operator for GFT studies. As tools for the investigation, known lemmas related to differential subordination theory
are listed. With new applications presented for those lemmas, the importance differential subordination theory is further
highlighted. Furthermore, the known fact that operators facilitate the technique of differential subordination is reinforced.

2. Peliminaries

Let & be the class of analytic functions and univalent convex functions in D, with ((0) = 1 and Rep (&) > 0.
The class of meromorphic analytic functions indicated by X is given by

=

H@=é+2a@x (EeD =D\ {0}), (1)

k=0

where ©* is the punctured unit disc defined by ©* ={£ : { e Cand 0 < |§| < 1}.

We say that f and [ are analytic in D, § is subordinate to [, denoted §(&) < I(§), if there exists an analytic function
o, with @(0) =0 and |@(&)| < 1, for all £ € D, such that f(&) = (@ (&)), & € D. If the function [ is univalent in D,
f(E) < (&) (cf., e.g. [24-26]) as:

£(0) =1(0) and §(D) C (D).
If f € £ asin (1) and g donated by
1

ma=§+ib@?
k=0

The representation of the Hadamard product of § and g is (see [27])
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(F+0)(&) = é+ Y axbyE".
k=0

The general Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta function ¢ (€, €, 7) is defined by (see [28])

(])(678, T) = i

ék‘
= (k+ 1)’

(teC\Z; ={0,—1,-2,...}; €€ C where [§|<1:Ree>1 when |[§|=1).

Several interesting features and characteristics of the Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta function ¢ (&, €, t) have been discovered
in early studies by several researchers who have sparked interest for further investigations on this prolific function (see
[29-32)).

For the present investigation, the operator introduced in [33] is applied. The definition of the operator involving
Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta function and Gaussian hypergeometric function requires a few steps and intermediate operators.

First, a function g5(&) (7 € C\Z ; € € C) is introduced as:

T£

g7(8) = :

9(5,e,7) (6€D7). @
Next, the linear operator £2f(&) : £ — X is defined as:

Zi§(6) =92(8) #f(§) (reC\Zy;e€C; & €D,

knowing that,

& _ 1 . T ¢ K
Zri(&) = E+,<z::o <K‘—|—T—|—1) ax&". 3)

It is shown in [33] that this operator is connected to previously investigated operators as:

(i) ZEF(E) = PEF(E) (e > 0) (see Aglan et al. [34], with p = 1);

(i) ZEF(E) = PEF(E) (e, T > 0) (Lashin [351);

(i) ZH(E) = Z+f(E) (> 0) (see [25], p.11 and 389).

For the next step, when f(§) € X, &, 1, € ©* (i=1,2, 3, ..., k), k € Nand 7 € C\Zj, it is known that the following
relations hold:

ZPH(E) =1(8) and Z7F(E) =F(S);

¢
211E) = g5 [ nitan (exEe)
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g 1
LHE) = ?/0 l/0 bf(t)dhdh  (feX; & € D%);

1 5 1 M1 m 1 Tx—1
LK5(&E) = —/ —/ —/ / tef(te)dtedtic—1 ...dtadt;  (FE€X; & € DY),
&2Jo t1Jo 1o Ix—1J0

2(&) = éfﬂ

/0€ 5(t)dt (FeX; & e D),

2 g 1y
L) =g || [ Ailedndn (exig D)

™ 61 m1 om 1 fi—1
ZLKi(&) = —/ —/ —/ / tif(t)dtdte—y . ..didt;  (FEZ; & € D).
€T+l 0o t1Jo BJo ti—1Jo

And the following relation is also known:

LEE) = éfﬂ

/06 * LE(@)de (FeEXL; &€ e D).

Develop the function:

W mf) =3+ L DT (pe O\ 0 xeC = O\ZgiE D) @
k=0 K
where (§) is given by
1 (k=0)
_I(C+x)
(=g -

C&+1)...(L+Kx+1) (xkeN).

It can be noted that

W(p, 5 &) = % JTi(p, 1552 £) |
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where

oo

Zrl(pv‘);%;é)zz(p)’(?/))’cék (p7v,%€Cand%¢Za;€€®),

=0 (%>K 1)«

is the Gaussian hypergeometric function.
Using the definition for the convolution and the definition of the operator ££§(£) given by (3), by setting

Lt (8) = m,

we have

e =gy () e

k=0 T
Finally, using the operator £(& ), the operator €5(p, sz; £) is obtained as:
t (&) xte(p, 0 ) =¥(p, &) (£€D7). )

The linear operator £ (p, »; £) : £ — ¥, introduced by El-Ashawh in [33] and applied to obtain the new results of the
present study, is defined by:

t2(p, 2 §)F(E) = te(p, 26 8)f(§) (7, € C\Zy; p€CeeC, 5 €D).

Its series expansion for 7, € C\Z;; p € C*; £ € C, £ € D" and for f as in (1) is given by:

Pi(p7%;§)f(€)=é+i< : )(’”“‘aK&K. ©)

S \k+T+1) (50)ks

It is easily verified from the definition of the operator € (p, s¢; &), that

E (e (p, 30 E)J(E)) = T, 0 E)F(E) — (+ EF (p, 56; E)f(E), @)

and

E(E(p, 5 E)F(E)) = pEE(p +1, 35 E)F(E) — (p+ D, 5 E)F(E)  (p € C\{—1}),. ®

We note that €% (u, 15 §)f(§) =I5 ,§(§) (1, p € RT, € € Np) (see Cho et al. [36]).
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The next lemmas are used to demonstrate our results:
Lemma 1 [37] Let 8, 6 € C. Also let 4 € ® be convex univalent in © with Re[fu(§)+ 0] >0 (§ € D), n(0)=1
and p(&) € ® with p(E) = 14 p1& + prE? + ... is analytic in ©. If

p&)+ oo < u(E) (§€D),

then p(&) < u(3).
Lemma 2 [38] Let B, o € C. Also suppose 1 € ® be convex univalent in © with 4 (0) =1 and Re[fu(&) + o] >

0 (& €®D),and g(&) € ® with g(0) =1and ¢(&) < u(§) (€ €D). If p(&) = 1+ p1& + prE? + ... is analytic in D,

p)+ = <u(§) (§€9D),

then

p(§) < u(s).

By using the operator ££7!(p, s; £)§(&), given by (6), in the following section, we investigate the class 5! (p, s,
¥; 1), of analytic functions f = {f, f2, ..., fs } in the open unit disc © satisfying

!

& (5, < )5(4))
v

SY T, £)6)
j=1

<u€) (fiex,i=1,2,..,0,£€D),

0
where & Z € (p, 32, £);(E) # 0 and p is a convex univalent function in ® with p(0) = 1.
=1

16
= 2:;2 Oftg“fi(t)dt, withg >0andi=1, 2, ..., ¥ and we

prove that 7 € €t (p, 3¢, ©; 1), whenever f € ZE¥1(p, 5¢, ©; w). It is understood with the notation § = {f1, f2, ..., fo }
that each one of these functions f; is connected with the arithmetic mean of all functions fi, f2, ..., fs by division. The
same remark holds true for the function % = {7, %, ..., Fy}.

Additional classes of this type are indicated by € (p, 5, ¥; 1), @+ (p, 5, ¥; u), and REY! (p, 3¢, ©; §, ). They
are presented and examined in sections 4, 5, and 6 using convolutions and the subordination approach.

Throughout this paper, unless otherwise mentioned, we set 7, x € R\Z;; p e R*; e € R, £ € ©*, and ¥ € N.

Also, we define .F = {#, %, ..., Fp} where F;(&)

3. The class ZEt1(p, 2, ¥; )

Definition 1 Let f = {fy, f2, ..., fo }, fi € £, 1 <i < 0¥ be such that
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!

( H P,% 5 fZ(é))
v
L e E1E)

<u&) (temi=1,2,..,0),

c:o \

Y
where & ) € (p, 56, E)f;(E) #0inD, u is convex univalent in D with 1 (0) = 1. Then we say that f = {f1, f2, ..., fo } €
Jj=1
25 (p, 2, B; ).

1—
Remark 1 Z‘% (1, 1, 1; 1+§> = X*, the class of meromorphic starlike functions introduced by Clunie [39],

Pommerenke [40] and others.

Theorem 1 Let f = {f, 2, ..., fo} € & (p, 5¢, ©; u) and F (&) =

| =
™e

§i(&). Then % (&) satisfies the condition

i=1

—E (6 (p, 5 E)F(E))
e (p, 2 €).7(8)

<u(G) (6e?D). )

Proof. Let f = {f1, f2, ..., fo } € ZEH1(p, 5, ®; u). Then for any &) € D, we have

& (8 (p. 2 &)l &)’

5 < u(®),
Z €+1 p?% 5 fj(éO)
and hence equals to ((w;) (say) for some w; €D, i=1,2, ..., 9. So
1.9 !
Y S (e (p s O)ilGo)
_’=11 S :Z[J(W,’).
5 LE P G T
=

|
Let f(&) = g + Y a&*. Then, from (6), we see that

e+1
et {15 ) )

= (=85 (p, 20))(&),

where
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€ . _ 1 . T et (p>1< 1 gx
8- p+ ¥ (o) (g (10

T+1 (5)ie+1
Hence
+1 % |
! — ﬁ»gf , 7 * i
(5, )7 () &o (p, 2 &) Zf(éo)]
e+1 P ’
ET (pa ’é) (50) ﬁng] p7% é() ij 50
Since
i) )
£ 0, €) () = L6 (0. % £ (6),
j=1 j=1
we have

4 !
, _ e+1 Py ;
b (o )7 @) 1 | PEE P &)

. i=1
e+1 w, E)F 9 >
B (p, 2 &) F (&) % Y € (p, 3 E)f;(&)

j=

[J,(W,') = IJ'(WO)v

Il
S
e

1

for some wy € D, since U is convex in ®. This completes the proof.

Considering u(§) =

1—
¢ in Theorem 1 we get:
1+&
1—
Corollary 11§ = {1, f2, ..., fo } € X7 (p, 5, ¥; u) and u (&) = 2 then €41 (p, s¢; &)f:(&) are close-to-convex
meromorphic functions (see [41, 42]).

Theorem 2 Let f = {fy, 2, ..., fo } € ZEF1(p, 5, ©; 1). Define

£
Fi(§) = %/t”‘ﬂ(r)dt (¢>0i=1,2, ..., 9).
0

If 1 is bounded in © and (¢ +2) > Reu (&), then F = {F\, P, ..., Fp} € XE1(p, 3¢, ¥; p).
Proof. From the definition of .%;(&), it follows that
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!/

57 (8)+ (6 +2)7i(8) = (s + DfilS),

and on taking convolution with R£1(p, s¢; &) given by (10), we get

EIEE (p, 56 ) FE)] + (s + 208 (p, 56 ) FiE) = (6 + DE (p, 3 E)F(E), i=1,2,.,8. (1)

Let

!

_OE[ee (p, 1 &) Fi(E)]

pi(6) =——; : (12)
Y €& (p, 2 8).Fi(8)
j=1
From (11), we have
, o
—%@ Yt (54 6).F5(8) + (s +2)8 (P, 5 §).Fi(E) = (s + DE (p, 24 £)fil§)- (13)
j=1

Differentiating (13) with respect to £, we get

/ o . , /
p’;(f) Y e (p, 50 £)F5(E) - ”’ff) 5" (P, 56 ) ZH(E)] + (s +2)[E7 (p, 545 §).Fi(E)]
=1

M=

Jj=1

= (g + D[ (p, 5 E)fi(E)] -
From (12), we have

0 . )
Y € (p, 3 &)Z5(&) Y (&) Y 6 (p, 5 £).55(E)
- (5)11:1 JrPi(é) =1 =

Pi 3 5 6‘5

v
pi(8) Y ¥ (p, 5 £).75(8)

j=1
V&

—(5+2)

= (+ 1) (p, 5 E)5i(E)] .

Hence
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Then

~&pi(&)

1 v +pi<€)
S Xn®)-(+2)
i=1
_ (DS o, S |
A 5
SYENR 7 Y pE-(+2)
J=1 i=1

<g+1>é[€f+l<p 5 E)fi(€)] |
;{ 191 Y & (p, 5 6) 75 zp, +(5+2) Z’»’i“(mmé)%(i)}

Jj=1 j=1

From (13), we have

_E, e+1 P . 4
cpi(8) (&) = _(1€+1)5[{’;+ (p, 2 &)fi(8)]
pi(¢) —(6+2) ?(QH)Z??*I(P,%;@)M&)

1 i=1

=< u(&), (14)

S
™e

1

since f = {f1, f2, ..., fo } € ZEF1(p, 3¢, ¥; u). Now we can write for any & € D,

< bori(&) X X
+ 51%(50) = 5#(%’)7

1
13

u [V]'ep

Pj(S0) — (s +2)

for some w; € ©. This is true fori =1, 2, ..., ¥. Since U is convex, there exists a wy € © such that

&0 (&)

m +0(&o) = u(wo),

where Q(&) = pi(&). Hence

S
™e

Il
-
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_Q(E)ijgﬂ) +O(E) < pE).

Since Rept (&) is bounded and (g +2) > Rept (&), from Lemma 1 we get Q(§) < u(&) (& € D). From (14), we have

where Q(&) < (). The uses of Lemma 2 provides p;(&)

<u(§) (§€D),i=

1,2, ..., 9, that is

5[38“(10 &) Fi(8)]

S =< u(&).
Z, Hl (p, 2 8)F;(8)

Now

Foreveryi, 1 <i< 9,

¢
E(p. s ) AE) = S [ 18 o, i),

0

and hence
12
F (00 §)5(6) = £ [0 L6 o, b0

i=1 0 i=1

¢+1 y
= e [ ol

0
where g(z

—tZBEH p, 2 E)fi(t) #0, for £ € D.

Now, deﬁne
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o)=Y &t

k-1
K=1€+K€ , Re(c)>0.

Then an easy calculation shows that

v
é;ﬁi“(m 7 §)Fi(§) = (Qxg)(6) # 0.

Thus % = {ﬁl, ﬁz, ey ﬁﬁ\} S Z§+l(p, », ¥ [J)

Theorem 3 If f = {f1, 2, ..., fo } € ZEF1(p, 5, ©; 1), and Rep (&) is bounded in D, then f = {fy, f2, ...,

(p, 3¢, ©; ) holds for (7+1) > Rep (&) in ®.
Proof. Let

e+1 20 : !
) = - P 2 i)

;?‘E“(P, 2 6)fi(8)

(EeD;i=1,2,..,0).

From (8) and (15), we have

v
5P LE (0,5 E) = Hilp. 2 EIE) ~ (2 DE (o, 4 E(E).

Differentiating (16) with respect to &, we get

/(

1919, Zfe“ ﬂpz ) LI (p, 22 £)1(8)]

Jj=

= tE[E(p, s E)(E)] — (+ DEEET (p, 51 E)FilE)] -

Using (15), we obtain

& (t+1) &

j=1 J=1 J=1

— TE[E(p, 7 EE)] .

Then

O
fz?} c E?rl

(15)

(16)

U v
SR E o O —pi©) | S Y1 (0 0@ T Y e, 0)10)
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=1
S S —pi(8)
Ey o = on@) + T Y e, o1@)
Jj=1 j=1
. (K. 2 OS]
[ Y
S L e+ T L o £)1(8)
J=1 j=
Using (8), we have
L e Y e o, )
= J ) . ORE) -
» » ! B '
S o O] + I T (o £ 5 L = 0iE)
Jj= Jj= Jj=

EE) e EEp o ORE)
I ! ) ’
S Y @)+ () SY = ()

j=1 j=1

Since § = {f1, f2, ..., fo } € Z&(p, 2, ¥; 1), then we have

_ Epi(&) (&) = %Ee(p s &)fi(€)]
FZm(éH(rH) 2 (p, 2 &)f;(&)

<u(E) i=1,2,..,0. (18)

1 /
L&)
BT i) = puln)
— X pi(%)+(e+1)
=1

for some wy € ®. Since U is convex, there exists a w; € ©, such that
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p /
VA&, y
12 - +§ZP1(§0):EZH(WJ:#(WO)-
5 Loty -
=1
1 ¥
Setting Q(&) = Y Zpi(é), we have
i=1
2L o) < ue)

This shows that Q(§) < u(§) by Lemma 1. Relation (18) gives us

Epi(&)

m +pi(§) =< u(§),

where Q(€) < u(&). By Lemma 2 we have that p;(&) < (&), which further implies § = {f1, f2, ..., fo } € ZEF1(p, 5,
o5 u). O

4. The class €£+1(p, s, ®; p)

Definition 2 €£!(p, 5, ©¥; ) denote the class of functions f € ¥ satisfying

S (p. = SIS
s

S Y, )gy(6)
j=1

<u(E) (€?),

where g = {g1, g2, .-, 9o} € ZE71(p, 3¢, ©; 1), and  is a convex univalent function in ® with y(0) = 1.
1— 1—
Remark2Letp=sx=1,e=—landu(§) = 1—1—2 then ¢ (1, 1, 1; 1+§> = ¢, are close-to-convex meromorphic
functions (see [41, 42]).

Theorem 4 Let f € €71 (p, 3, ¥; u). If Rept(&) is bounded in ® and (v +2) > Reu (&), then

¢
7(E) = Fom [0 (EDiv>0)
0

also belongs to €€F1(p, 3¢, ¥; p).
Proof. Since § € €€+ (p, 5, ©; 1), then there exists g = {g1, g2, .., 9o } € ZET(p, 3, ¥; 1), such that
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—E[eH (p, 5 E)F(E)]

] <uE) (EeD).
5 Zlki“(p, 5 E)g;(E)
=

Let

:
Gi(&) = g;: /t”“gi(t)dt (0> 0).
0

Then by Theorem 2, we have G = {G1, Gy, ..., Gy} € LT (p, 5, ¥; u). Also let

e (p, 75 §) 7 (§)]

p(e)=— .
oy Zfiﬂ(l% »,8)G(8)
j=1

(Ee?D)

Now, from the definitions of G; and .%, we have

N (p, 5 E)Gi(E)] + (v + 2065 (p, 521 E)Gi(E) = (v + 1) (p, 51 €)gi(&),
and

EEET (p, 56 ) FiE)] + (v +2)5 (p, 2 E) F(E) = (0+ 1EE (p, 303 E)F(E).

From (19) to (21), we have

—5PE) L& (P, 55 £)GH(E) + (v + 28 p, 6 §) F (§) = (v + D) (p, 24 E)FE).

Differentiating (22) with respect to £, and multiplying the resulting equation by &, we have

B

PEY B (0. E)G,E) ~ S ()

j=1 j=1

Me

Sy

= (v+ DEEE (p, 50 E)(E)] -

From (19) into (23), we have

(€571 (p, 5 €)G(E)] + (v +2)E[ET (p, 305 €) F (&)

!

(19)

(20)

e2))

(22)

(23)
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—ép/(é)i?”l(l) %'é)G‘(i)—ép(é)i[?Hl(P #6)G (5)]/—(U+2)@)§ P, 5 £)G(E)
5 P=] T )’ 7 J B =] ’ 5 =] ’ J
= (v-+ DE[EE (p, o2 E)F(E)]
Hence, we get
- Y e (p. 5 £)Gj(8)
0
S S —p(8)
E Yo m a6, E) + 2 Y e £)6,(¢)
Jj=1 j=1
_ (v+ D[ (p, 5) ©)
S .
ST e 6,0+ L2 T e
j=1
From the above, we have
/ _ gpe+l P !
— sp(8) () = 1 519[{% (p, 7 8)i(S)] < u(®),
— Y 0i(§)+(v+2) = Y & (p, 5 §)gj(€)
Ll Lot
where
e+1 P . !
0,(6)- S 0.2 808N
5 L6 (s 81GiE)
Now (Q;(&)) < (&), j=1,2, ..., 9,since G={Gy, Ga, ..., Gy } € ZET!(p, 5, ¥; u) and y is a convex univalent
function. Since (v 42) > Rep (&), Lemma 2 applied indicates that p(&) < p(€), hence .Z € €€ (p, 5, ¥; ). O
Theorem 5 If f € €£(p, 5, ¥; 1) and Rept (€ ) is bounded in D, then § € €€+ (p, 5¢, ¥; ) holds for (1) > Rep ()
in®.
Proof. This theorem’s proof is removed since it is comparable to that of Theorem 3. O

5. The class @£t (p, 5, 9; 6; 1)

Definition 3 Let &£ (p, 5, ©¥; §; 1), 8 > 0, denote the class of functions f € X satisfying:
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J(8: 591, 82, - 09)(§) = — 1 & J;E;;(p, 5 EFEN +(1-8) 1€§§+1(p’%;§)f(é)]
(P, 7 &)y, T2t (P =S
Z e ¢)aj(8) 1921 | §)g;(&)

= =

<u@E) (§€9),

[
where g = {g1, g2, .., 09} € Z5 1 (p, 5, ¥ ), & ) EE(
=

p, > &)g;j(§) #0in D, u is a convex univalent function in D

with 1 (0) = 1.

Remark 3 We note that @1 (p, 3, ©; 0; u) = €€ (p, 2, V; ).

Theorem 6 Iff € @1 (p, 5, ¥; §; 1) and Re{p } is bounded in D, then f € @+ (p, 5, ¥; 0; u) = €€ (p, 3¢, ¥ )
hold for (T4 1) > Reu(&).

Proof. For 6 = 0, the theorem is trivial, we can presume that § £ 0. Let

Sl (p. 4 Q)
v
LY, )gy(6)
j=1

p(&) = (EeD).

Then an easy calculation shows that

&p (&) —E[E(p. 5 E)(E)]

— +p()= 0 ;
— 1 — Y €(p, u; ;
5 Lo@+ § L0 0
where
£+1 P
g £ (p, 2 £)g(6)
Also — Z qi(& . Since f € @£+ (p, 2, ¥; §; 1), we have
35 : o1 g2 80)(E) = 655” ©) @) <ue).
5 Z T+1
Now Lemma 2 gives p(&) < p(&) which completes the proof. O

Theorem 7 If § > A > 0 and Rept () is bounded in D, then @£+ (p, 5, ©; 8; u) C @£ (p, 3, O3 A; u).
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Proof. The case A = 0 was treated in the previous theorem. Hence we assume that 4 # 0. Suppose that f € @£+ (p, s,
¥; 0; 1). Then

J(6: 91, 92, -5 99)(8) < (). (24)

Let £ be any arbitrary point in ©. Then

J(Sa f; g1, 92, -y gﬁ)(él) < I'L(Q)

From Theorem 6, we have

e[ (o, B
s

SV E)as(E)
=1

=< u(8). (25)

Now

3(5’ f’ g1, 92, -+ gﬁ)(é)

I F: 01, 020 s 89)(E) = — <1§>15§“uxmén@n
£+l ) '
5 LE o 8e(®)

+
| >

From (24) and (25) it follows that

é [+ (p, 25 §)f(E1)]
Z’ﬁe“ (p, 2 §)a;(&1)

< u(®),

and

&I (p. o E)F(E]
B
5 L8 s (6

5 [E5(p, 25 E)F(E)]
U
Z, f’p7% 6 g] él)

+(1- ) < u(®).

Now (D) is convex and % < 1, hence we have J(4; f; g1, 92, -, 99)(&1) < u(D), showing that f € £ (p, s,

;A5 ). O
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C

6. The class RE+!(p, 2, 9; 8; 1)

Definition 4 Let RE*! (p, 5, ¥; §; 1), § > 0, denote the class of function f € ¥ satisfying

3B 1 o o )(6) = — § 52155022 D)

+(1-8) 5{5?“<W:é>fi<é>]’

5 Lt 5 (&) 5 LT (0 8iE)

<u) (Eec?),

¥

where § = {f1, f2. .. fo} € REH(p, 5, O; u) and & Z E(p, 5 &)fj(E) #0inD, p is a convex univalent function in D
j=1

with u(0) = 1.

Remark 4 We note that RE+! (p, 5¢, ©; 0; w) = REH (p, 5, ©; &; w).
Theorem 8 If f € RET! (p, 2, ¥; §; 1) and Rep (&) is bounded in D, then § € RET!(p, 5, ©; 0; )
®; i) hold for (7+1) > Reu(&).

) VN - m$+l (P7 ,
Proof. For 6 = 0, the theorem is unimportant. Hence, we can presume that § # 0. Let

o)== ~E[EEH (p, 5 E)E)]

) (Ee2).
5 LE 0 O0(E)

Then an easy calculation shows that

! e+1 s !
gy el
5 La©)+ -+ 5 LE = D)
j= j=1
where
o) = SR )
)
52 SH (p, 7 &)f(8)
Also — ZqJ

Since f(&) e REL(p, 5, ¥; 8; u), we have
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§Ep (£)

J(8: Fif1s for s Fo)(6) = s +p(8) =< u(8).
S Y a(E)+ (e 1)
=1
Now Lemma 2 gives p(§) < (&) which completes the proof. O

7. Conclusion

The Riemann zeta function and the Hurwitz zeta function are generalized by the Hurwitz-Lerch Zeta function,
commonly referred to as Lerch’s transcendence. Numerous branches of mathematics and science, such as number theory,
quantum statistics, and geometric function theory, incorporate it. The Introduction presents the context of the research
and highlights the motivation of the study and why the present tools of the investigation have been selected. The idea
for the study, the convolution operator £(p, 3; £)f(&), given in (6), and the reasoning behind the topic’s investigation
are all contained in Preliminaries part. In this investigation, the operator is applied to define and investigate certain
specific classes of univalent functions using the theory of differential subordination. The lemmas used for proving the
main outcome are also contained in Preliminaries. The main findings are found in sections 3, 4, 5, and 6, where classes
e (p, 5, ¥ ), given in Definition 1, €1 (p, s, ©¥; u), described in Definition 2, @£+!(p, s, ¥; §; ), seen in
Definition 3 and RE! (p, », ¥; §; W), presented in Definition 4 are investigated, respectively.

In future investigations, coefficient estimates could be developed for the classes introduced here as seen for the class
investigated in [42]. The outcome of the present investigation could inspire the use of this operator for introducing other
new classes of analytic functions as seen in [43]. Also, the dual theory of differential superordination could be applied to
the operator in order to obtain sandwich type results as seen in the recent publication [44]. The particular forms of strong
and fuzzy differential subordination could be applied to the operator €5(p, sc; £)f(&) considering the results established in
[33, 45], respectively.
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