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Abstract: In this paper, we use the concept of quantum (or ¢-) calculus and define a g-analogous
of a fractional differential operator and discuss some of its applications. We consider this operator
to define new subclasses of uniformly g-starlike and g-convex functions associated with a new
generalized conic domain, Ag 4 .. To begin establishing our key conclusions, we explore several novel
lemmas. Furthermore, we employ these lemmas to explore some important features of these two
classes, for example, inclusion relations, coefficient bounds, Fekete-Szego problem, and subordination
results. We also highlight many known and brand-new specific corollaries of our findings.
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1. Introduction and Motivation

Perhaps the most intriguing part of the complex function theory is the interaction
between geometry and analysis. Such connections between analytic structure and geometric
behavior are at the heart of the theory of univalent functions. The domains of these
functions characterize a wide variety of appealing geometric structures and canonical types.
As an example, the image of an open unit disk under a normalized analytic and univalent
function, §, contains a disk, |w| < J. Moreover, the images of a few of the ranges of some of
them specify starlike, convex, close-to-convex, some in certain directions, some uniformly
convex (starlike), and so on. The ranges of these geometric functions are characteristic of
certain geometries. Additionally, this area of study is also known as geometric function
theory (GFT).

In GFT, researchers have shown particular interest in linear operators. What makes
this research so important is that we are looking at the characteristics of many classes of
functions under a certain linear operator at the same time. In 1915, Alexander [1] developed
the first integral operator, which he effectively used in his study of analytical functions.
This subfield of the analytic function theory of complex analysis, which includes derivative
and fractional derivative operators, is the subject of active investigation. Recent works
such as [2] demonstrate the relevance of differential and integral fractional operators to
the scientific community. Intriguing new results have emerged from studies of differential
and integral operators from a number of perspectives, including quantum (or q-) calculus,
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that have implications for other areas of physics and mathematics. Further investigation
may reveal that such operators have a role in providing solutions to partial differential
equations, given their significance in the study of differential equations via functional
analysis and operator theory. In his survey-cum-expository review work, Srivastava [3]
highlights the exciting operator applications that are emerging from such a methodology.

Many of these applications of the basic (or g-) calculus and the fractional basic (or g-)
calculus in GFT have inspired the present work, in which we introduce and analyze new
subclasses of uniformly g-starlike and g-convex functions associated with a new generalized
conic domain.

Let the set of all functions ¢ be denoted by A and of the form

f(t)y=1t+ i ayT". 1)
n=2

These are normalized analytic functions in the unit disk E = {7: |7| < 1}. Let us
denote by S the collection of all functions in A that are univalent in E ( see [4]) .

For any two analytic functions, ¢ and g, in E. We state as ¢(7) is subordinate to g(7),
denoted by ¢(7) < g(7) if there exists a Schwartz function w(7) with w(0) = 0 and
|w(T)| < 1, such that (t) = g(w(7)). More importantly, if g(7) is univalent in E, then ([4])

¢(t) < g(t) < ¢(0) = g(0) and ¢(E) C g(E).
For the analytic functions ¢ and g, where

[e9)

(1) = i a,m" and g(7) = Y_ b,7", (T €E),

n=0 n=0

then (¢ * g)(T) convolution is defined as
(E+g)(1) = }_ anbut".
n=0

Let P stand for the famous class of functions p that are analytic in E, and have the
series form:

p(T) = 1 + Z Ci’lrn/
n=1
such that

Re(p(t)) > 0.

In relation to a point 4 in E, a domain E is starlike if and only if every line segment
connecting the point a to every other point in E entirely encircles the domain. Simply
said, starlike refers to a domain that is starlike in relation to its origin. A domain E is
convex if and only if it is starlike with regard to each and every point in E or if every line
segment connecting between two points in E lies fully inside E. If a function ¢ maps E
onto a star-shaped (convex) domain, it is said to be a starlike (convex) function. All starlike
and convex function classes are abbreviated as S* and C, respectively. These classes are
distinguished analytically by the inequalities:

Fe st @Re(rgég)) >0

and

¢ (1)
§€C<:>Re<1+ HE) > > 0.
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For 0 < 7 < 1, let C(y) and S*(7y) be the subclasses of S composed of convex and
starlike functions of order 7, respectively. Analytically we can write

Re<1+ Tgé?) >, TEE,

and

Re(ﬁi?) >, TE€E.

It has been widely accepted that for a convex (starlike) function ¢, its image under
E and any circles within E centered at the origin are convex (starlike) arcs. Nevertheless,
argumentation is needed to determine whether the characteristic generally applies to circles
with the center at any other point, let us say . Goodman [5] provided the answer to
this issue by defining uniformly convex and starlike functions. After much deliberation,
Ronning [6] and Ma and Minda [7] proposed the one variable characterization of these
functions, defining them as follows:

The set of uniformly starlike functions, denoted by ST, includes the function ¢ €A if

and only if
¢’ (1) (1)
k() > | 5 1»

The class of uniformly convex functions, denoted by UCV, includes the function § €.4
¢ (1)

if and only if
' (7)
m0+am>> (D)

Later in [8], Kanas and Wisniowska investigated the classes § — ST and § — UCV
defined as

w@(r)
G

&(t) € p—ST < &(1) € Aand Re(Tg/(T)> > B , T€E

¢(1)

and

¢ (1)
¢'(7)

, TE€E.

w¢"(7)
(r) e p—UCV & ((T1) € .Aandl—i—Re( &) ) > B

Note that &(7) € B —UCV < 1¢'(1) € p— ST.

To map the intersection of E and any disk center ¢, |{| < B onto a convex domain,
it was proven mathematically in [8] that the class § — UCV, for B > 0, is a subclass of
univalent functions. Thus, the concept of S-uniform convexity extends the definition of
convexity and ( is the origin and § = 0; then § — UCV = C (see [4]), and for § = 1, then
B — UCV = UCV. This class was first described by Goodman [5] and has been extensively
investigated by Ronning [9] and Ma and Minda [7]. It should be pointed out that the
B — UCV class really began much earlier in [10] with some extra criteria but without the
geometric meaning.

In the previous section, we said that Kanas and Wisniowska (see [8]) proposed and
analyzed the class f-UCV and subsequently the corresponding class B-ST. These classes
in the conic domain Ag, (B > 0) were then defined by Kanas and Wisniowska (see [8]) as
follows:

Aﬁ:{s+it:s>/3 (s—1)2+t2},

or
Ag={w:Rew > |w—1[}.
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Remark 1. For B = 0, this domain is the right half plane; for 0 < B < 1, it is a hyperbola; for
B =1, it is a parabola; and for B > 1, it is an ellipse.

For these conic regions, the functions pg(7) (see [8]) play the role of extremal functions.
In [11], Al-Oboudi et al. used the idea of conic domain Ag, and defined new sub-
classes of starlike and convex functions where

Agy = {s—l—it:s>ﬁ (s—l)z—l—tz—l-’y},

or
Apy={w:Rew > |w—1] +7}.

From elementary computations, dA , represents the conic sections symmetric about
the real axis.
The following functions serve as extremal functions in various conic domains:

1+(1-2
(1,T7)T, B=0,
2(1- 1 2
1+%(log1f£) , g=1,
Ppy(T) = 11—_,; cos{ (2 arccos B)ilog ifﬁ} — lfz:ﬁz, 0<B<1, )
L\;)
t
(1-0) gin(n 1 P =
/32_1 Sln(ZK(t)) 0/ /71 — xz ,71 — t2x2 .dx + ﬁz — 1 7 ﬁ > 1
where y
T—Vt
u(t) = ,te (0,1),
()= te )
t is chosen such that K(t) is Legendre’s complete elliptic integral of the first kind, while

K (t) is a complementary integral of K(t), B = cosh Zi((tt)).

For B = 0, we have
Po, (1) =1+2(1 =)t +2(1—9)T+---

For B =1, ([9,12]), we obtain

16

Pra(t) =1+ (1= )7+

For 0 < B < 1, (see [7]), we obtain

— 0 | 2n -
Ppy(T) =1+ 4= Y [2 zl<?><%nb17,

2

where B = ~ arccos . Finally, for f > 1, we have

B (1 —7)
pea(T) = 1+ 4VH(B? — K2 (4) (1 + 1)
4K (1) (2 + 6t + 1) — 72
| V(D (1 +1) |

®)
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For details, see [7,9,12]. From (3), we have
Ppy(1) =1+ Q1T+ Qo7+ -+, 4)
where )
e (1l —
Q= Y )
4Y/H(B* — 1)K2(t) (1 + 1)

m2(1— 4K?(t)(t? + 6t +1) — 2

o (1-7) 4K ) ©

T AV - D)KL+ 1) 24YEK2(1)(1 + 1)

The motivation and use of the g calculus may be seen in the fact that it is used to study
many families of analytic functions with wide-ranging applications in mathematics and
related subjects. The quantum (or ¢-) calculus is also extensively employed in the context
of approximation theory, especially for a number of operators, such as the convergence of
operators to functions in the real and complex domains. Jackson (see [13]) was the first
scholar to define the g-analogue of the classical derivative and integral and explain some of
its applications. The g-beta function was subsequently used by Aral and Gupta to create the
g-Baskakov-Durrmeyer operator (see [14]), and the g-Picard and g-Gauss—Weierstrass sin-
gular integral operators were investigated in [15]. In addition, a Ruscheweyh g-differential
operator was initially presented by Kanas and Raducanu (see [16]), and its applications for
multivalent functions were studied by Arif et al. (see [17]). In the meanwhile, [18] explored
g-calculus via the lens of convolution. In recent years, several researchers have defined and
explored several g-analogous differential operators for analytic, multivalent, and meromor-
phic functions, and discussed applications of these operators in various contexts; for more
information, see [3,19,20].

Now, for your convenience, we provided the most basic definitions of quantum
(or g-) calculus.

Definition 1. For v, q € C, the g-shifted factorial (v, q); is defined by

j—1

() =T1(1-79), (eN={123..}). @)

j=0

Ify #q7™, (m € Ng = NU{0}), then it can be written as

[e9)

(10w =T1(1=1'), (v€Candla| <1), ®)
j=0

when v # 0and q > 1, (v, q) e diverges. Therefore, whenever we use (7, q)oo, then |q| < 1 will
be assumed.

Definition 2. Below is a precise expression for (7y,q); in (7) in terms of the q-gamma function:

(1-9)""(90e
(qar q)°°

Ta(7) = , (0<q<),

or
_(=d)Fq(r+)) .
(q7,9); = Fq(f'y) , (jeN),

and q-factorial [f] 4! defined by
[lat =TTl (eN). ©)
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Definition 3 ([21]). For q € (0,1), we have the following definition of the q-number:

(teC),

x|, = i-1 ) . 10
s La=1l+q+q+ - +qg " (x=i€N) "

n=0
Definition 4. For q € (0,1), we have the following definition of [n]!:
1 (n=0),
W“:{ﬁyh aem}' ()

Definition 5. The notation [x|,,q, x € C for the q-generalized Pochhammer is given by

[]nq = (9, 9)n :{ 1, (n=0), }
(I—q)n [xlalx +1qlx +2]q - [x+1=1]q, (n €N)
Additionally, the g-gamma function can be characterized as
Fq(x+1) = [x]qTq(x) and T4(1)=1.
Definition 6 ([13]). For ¢ €A, the gq-derivative operator (q-difference operator) can be written as

¢ g W)

an(T) = (q—l)”[ ’

From (1) and (12), we have
938(1) =1+ ) [n]qant" ",
n=2

Forn € Nand t € E, we have

94T = [n]qT”’l, 8q{ Z anr} = Z[n}qanl'"*l.
n=1

We can observe that

Let

o(a,cT) = 2 (a)"T”, TEE c#0,-1,-2,---,
n=0 (C)n

Using the definition of the Pochhammer symbol in terms of Gamma functions by

(1) :rq(P“rn):{ 1 n=0, }
T Ta(w (Wa(p+D)q--(ptn=1)q neN={1,2--} |
Note that for the derivative of negative order, it is the integral defined below:

Definition 7. For a > 0, the fractional q-integral operator (see [22]) defined by

T

[ =t e Oda(t), (13)

0

I4:8(0) = 1558(0) = s
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Pz (1)

D4 e(T)

where the q-binomial function (T — tq),_; is defined by
(T - tq)(xfl = T“711®0 <q70+1/ — q/ tq“/T) .

The representation of series 1Py is given by

(a,9);
(q,q)j’r, (la] <1,|7] <1).

1@0(&, s C[/T) =1+ Z
j=1

The last equality is called q-binomial theorem (see [23]). For further details, see [3].
Note that the integral defined above is the derivative of negative order.

Definition 8. Let the smallest possible integer be m. Dy is the extended fractional q-derivative of
order w, and it can be defined as

byé(t) = by (Py*e(1)). (14)
We find from (14) that

BtXTj — FUI(]"'l)

9Vt <a,j>-1).
p Fq(j—i—l—tx)T' 0<w, j>-1)

Remark 2. The case of —co < a < 0, Dy denotes a fractional q-integral of order w.
Remark 3. The case of 0 < a < 2, DY denotes a fractional q-derivative of order «.

Definition 9. ([24]). Selvakumaran et al. defined the (w, q)-differintegral operator Af : A — A
as

Tq(2—4a)
ra@)
_ o [q(2—a)lg(j+1)
AR P WET A ES ey

= ¢(2,2—a;7)%E(T). (16)

Age(r) = ™4¢(7)

ajTj, T EE, (15)

where
n<2 0<qg<l.

Remark 4. When q — 17, then we have the Owa and Srivastava operator defined in [25].
In this article, using the (, q)-differintegral operator Ag¢ and g-difference operator,
we now define the g-analogous of the linear multiplier fractional differential operator (DK‘;)

as follows:

Definition 10. The linear multiplier q-fractional differential operator DK’; is defined as follows:

= ¢(7),
= (1-A)A%(7) + ATdq(AE (1) = DY 4 (&(7)), A=0,0<a<]l, (17)

DYt E(T) = PY ,(P}LE(T)),
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Pieg(t) = B o (P} E(1)), neN. (18)
From (1), (15), (17), and (18), we see that
Dlig(t) =7+ Zz‘fn,k,q(ﬂc, Aant", n € Ng=NuU{0}, (19)
n=
where .
Tq(n+1)Tq(2—

V(e A) = |l VT2 20) g5 ) 20)

[q(2)Tq(n+1-a)

From (16) and (20), BK";(:(T) can be written in terms of convolution as

DYE(T) = [(9(22 = ;1) % uq(1) * - % (9(2,2 = a;7) * gaq(T))] ¥E(T),  (2D)

where .
g/\q Z 1+ A] n'

Remark 5. When q — 17, in Definition 10, then we obtain the operator defined in [11].

We now propose a definition based on quantum (or ¢-) calculus and the concept of
subordination, which is as follows:

Definition 11. Let € [0,00), q € (0,1), and v € C\{0}. It is claimed that a function p(T)
belongs to the class p — Pq, if and only if

p(T) < Ppy,q(7), (22)

where
Zpﬁ” (T)

(@+1) + (1 —q)Pgy (1)’

Ppq,q(T) = (23)

and Pg . (T) is given in (2).

Geometrically, all values of the function p(7) € B — Py, take from the domain Ag q
which we will describe as
Apay =Npa+7 (24)

where

Ao ={o e 00 52) > Pl s 1\}

The domain Ag 4 is denoted by the generalized conic domain.
Remark 6. When q — 17, then
Npay = Apy={w:Re(w) > plw—-1|+7}
= {s+it:s>,8 (s—l)z—l—tz—f—'y},
where N g, is studied in [11].

Remark 7. When v = 0and q — 1—, then Alg,m = Aﬁ. This conic domain was determined by
Kanas and Wisniowska [8,26].
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Remark 8. When <y = 0 and q — 1—, in Definition 11, then B — Py, = P(pp) introduced by
Kanas and Wisniowska in [8,26].

Remark 9. When v =0, B = 0, and q — 1—, in Definition 11, then § — Py, = P.
Definition 12. The class SPy(B,y) is defined as the set of all functions ¢ €A satisfying

the condition - _

-1
by &(7) Dy &(7)

+ 7. (25)

Remark 10. When q — 17, then we have a known class of analytic functions investigated by
Al-Oboudi and Al-Amoudi in [11].

Definition 13. The class UCV, (B, ) is defined as the set of all functions ¢ €A satisfying
the condition

Tdq (anK',ﬂé‘:(T))
94 (DI E(7))

‘e (1 . raq(anqué’(T))> + 7. (26)

3, (D¢ (1)

Remark 11. When q — 17, then we have a known class of analytic functions defined by Al-Oboudi
and Al-Amoudi in [11].

It is clear that
¢ € UCV (B, ) & 194G € SPLY(B,7) (27)

and that
UCV, (B, 1) C SPy (B, ).

Geometric interpretation: From (25) and (26), § € UCV,}'(B,v) and ¢ € SP1 (B, ) if

. _ 794 (94D 8(7)) dq(DYE(7))
and only if p(7) =1+ GG G
domain Ag 4 , given in (24). We can write the conditions (25) and (26) in the form

and p(t) = take all values in the conic

T4 (Dy¢(T))
—Dﬁiﬁ ;(T) < Pg .y q(7) (28)
and
Taq(anK'vé,‘:(T))
. P . 29
2 De() Pl )

where Pg ., (7) is given by (23) and Py, (7) is given by (2).
By virtue of (25) and (26) and using the characteristics of the domain Ag 4, given
in (24), we have

g (Daé(M)\ _ Bla+1) +(B—q)y
Re( PIE() >>(1+ﬁ)((1q)+2) 0
and
19q(9Pye8(T)\ _ Bla+1) +(3—a)y
Re<1 3 (DT E()) >>(1+ﬁ)((1—q)+2>' ey
which means that
cesmon o g e o



Fractal Fract. 2023, 7,715

10 of 20

and
+H+B—a)y
e UCV"(B,y) = DI"¢ e CV( Ala ccv. 33
FEHAEm = Pt e VA pa-w+2)) © =
Remark 12. When we take ¢ — 17, in (30)—(33), we have the following special cases studied
in [11].
Bn,rx !
Re[ LT | B
D¢(T) 1+
and

t(P(1) \ _ gty
Re| 1+ ; > ,
( (Py&(T)) ) 145

which means that

e SP!(By) = DIAE € H(fig) C ST

and
_I_
¢ e UCVBZ/\(,B,'y) = DK”"Q S CV(?_F;) CcCV.

2. A Set of Lemmas

Here, we provide several lemmas that may be used to further explore the paper’s
key outcomes.

Lemma 1 ([27]). Let p(7) =1+ % pnT" be analytic in E and satisfy Re p(t) > 0 for T in E,
n=1

then
‘Pz —yp%’ <2max{1,[2u —1|}, peC.

Lemma 2 (see [28]). Let p(7) =1+ § putt < E(T) =1+ E Cy ", and if &(T)is convex
n=1 n=1

univalent in E, then
lpn] < |C1f, n>1

Lemma 3 ([29]). Let ¢ and g be starlike of order % Then sois ¢ * g.

Lemma 4 ([30]). Let & and g be univalent starlike functions of order . Then, for every function

& €A, we have
() *g(1)é(7)
() *g(7)

where co denotes the closed convex hull.

cco((E)), TeE,

New lemmas are explored here that will be useful in establishing the article’s results.

Lemma 5. Let B € [0, 00) be fixed and

. Zplg,,y(T)
PBaa(T) = @+ 1)+ (1= )Py, (1)’ (34)
Th
K 2 2 2(1—q)
Pgy,4(T) :1+q+1Q1T+{q+1Qz— o Ql}T+"' ,

where Q1 and Qy are given by (5) and (6).
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Proof. From (34), we have

B 2Pg,,,4(7)
Ppra(T) = (q+1)+ (;i q)Pp (1)

2 2(1 — 2(1—q)?
= P} - M{pgﬁ(r)} + M{pgﬁ(f)}

_ 3
Sare o) e *

By using (4) in (35), we have

2 2(q+1) | 2(1—q)? )
paa® = (i e * e
2 41-q),  6(1—0q) )
— +...
+<q+1Q1 @r29 Ao & ‘
2 4(1-9q)  6(1-—g)? )
+{<q+1 @rip ey )
(2 —q)  6(1—q) ) 2}
(Garap ey =)}
S 2D A —g & 2n(-D)" (1 - )
= + Q T
L RS
2 2n(~1)"1(1 - q)"!
+{nz1 TESL Q2
< 2@n =D)AL
_ - 36
L (a1 QT o
] il € G K = G il € ) e v 22n-1)(=1)""(1-q)"!
The series ngl S / ngl TS ,and ;El (G are
convergent and convergent to 1, % and 2((‘11;1‘1)),
Therefore, (36) becomes
2 2 21—-4q) 2\ 2
- . _ . 7
Pp,3,q(7) 1+q+1Q1T+{q+1Qz e A (37)
With this, the proof of Lemma 5 is finished. [
Lemma6. Let P(T) =1+ OZoj pnT" € B — Py, then
n=1
Pl < 2lQl, 21
Pnl > q+1 1ls = L.
Proof. By Definition 11, p(7) € p — Pqy if
p(T) < Ppr,q(7), (38)

where 8 € [0,0), and P, 4(7) is given by (2).
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By using (37) in (38), we have

2 2 2(1—q)

Q%}TZJF . (39)

Now by using Lemma 5 on (39), we have

2

[pnl <
With this, the proof of Lemma 6 is finished. [J
Lemma 7. Let A§{ be in the class SP, (B, ). Then § is in the class SP, "\ (B, 7).

Proof. Let A§¢ € SP;’,’;’ (B,v); then from (32), DK’,”E,AG‘C € ST. Using (16) and (21), we can
write DK"’C‘I@‘ in terms of DK"C‘I A§¢ as follows:

Diie(t) = (2 — 0, 2,7) * DY AGE,
and by convolution properties, we obtain
Tdq (DK:‘;@(T)) =¢(2—a,2;7) xTdq (DK:‘;A%).

Using Lemma 4 and (32), we obtain

. Tdq (DX:"&A%@(T)) .
W, (Pyas() R [w Phaad(r)
by e(7) (2 —w,2;T) *x Tdq (DK";A%C)
Tq (DK’?;A%‘:(T))
co : E)] CA .
€ co( DK:‘;AﬁQ’(T) (E)] € B.ay

Therefore, & € SPJ(B,v). O
Lemma 8. Let A§{ be in the class UCV,31(B, ). Then  is in the class UCV, " (B, ).

Proof. By virtue of (27) and Lemma 7, we have

AGE € UCVH(B,7) & 194A5E € SPY (B, 7)

& AXTa,g € SPM(B,7)

& 104G € SPN(B,7)

& Celucvi(p,7).

Therefore, £ € UCV/(B,7). O

Lemma9. Let 0 < § < 1and% <gy<lorfp>land0 <y <1lI¢¢€ SP:’)?(,B,'y),then
Blig € ST(3).
Proof. From (30), the result is obvious, where % > % for0 < B < 1and
%§7<10rﬁ21and0§'y<1. O
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3. Main Results

Theorem 1. Let 0 < < o0, q € (0,1), u € C, and let {(t) € SP(B, ), and § is of the
form (1). Then

2|Q|
(1B, = 1) ¥apq(a A)(a+1)

‘a3 - ya%’ < max{1, [20 — 1|} (40)

where v is given by (48) below.
Proof. If {(7) € SP,"} (B, 7), then by definition,

SP;/’; (B,7) < Pﬁmq(7>)/

there is a Schwartz function w with w(0) = 0 and |w(7)| < 1, in such a way that

Tdq (DK'KC(T))
i e “h
Let h € P, defined as
C14w(r)
h(T)_il—w(T) =14cT+cT+---.
This can be written as
_a_ 1o 4
(1) = 2T+2(62 2)1’ +
Now
T0 (D14 (T))
—t = 14+ (2], - 1Y a,A)arT
Dﬁ'ﬁé(”f) ([ ]q ) 2,k,q( )
+{([8]q = 1)¥3q(, A)as —
(121, - 1)‘1’%’,("](&,)»)01%}'(2 g (42)
Similarly,
Pﬁ,y,q (w(T)>
_ Qi1 1 Qacf G, (1-9)0Q% | »
= 1+(q+1)T+(q+1){ > + (2 2)Q1 s (Tt (43)

By using (42) and (43) in (41) and comparing both sides, we obtain

ay = Q10 (44)

(2lg = D(a+1)¥2pq(a A)

and

(B4 — D¥340(w A)az — (2] = 1)¥3 4 (2, A)a3

2 2 _ 2.2
- {Q2C1+(cz—czl><21—(l ‘”Qlcl} (45)

(g+1) 2

After some simple calculation of (45), we obtain
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_ 9 (1 Q  (1-9)Q1 Q1 2
B (Bl — D¥opg w0+ 1 (Cz <2 2007 2 @, -Da+ 1>>Cl> (o)
and Q|
2 1 2
N S O e e Gl 4
where
S S [o
2 20 2 (2Jy=D(@+1)
pQ1([Blg = D¥skq(a A)
+ . 48
(2], — 1P+ ¥, (@A) )
Now by using Lemma 1 on (47), we have
2 2|Qi|
az — pas| < max{1, |20 — 1|}.
oo (814 =1) ¥aq@A)(a+1)
This concludes the proof of Theorem 1. [
Theorem 2. A function § of the type (1) is in SPy\ (B, ) if
Y Alna(+B) = (B+ N} ¥pqlaA)|an] <1—, (49)

n=2

where ¥, 4 (a, A) is given by (20).

Proof. It suffices to show that

T,(DERE(T) | (PR )
E(7) 1‘ R{ DIE () 1} <1-1.

We have

D (PRE) | [ aPRSED)
Pl e 1’ R{ PE() 1}

©9q(Ph¢(1))
< (14B)|—mmma———1
1P| e
T+ ¥ [n]q¥nkq(aA)ant”
= (1+p)|—"5 -1
T+ ¥ Yokqla,A)ayt"
n=2
T+ ¥ [n]q¥niq(@,A)ant — 17— ¥ Vi qa,A)ay "
_ (1 + ,B) n=2 n=2

o
T+ ¥ Yopq(a,A)a,t"
n=2
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T(l + Y [n]q‘I’n,k,q(zx, MNa,m'—1— % ‘Pn,qu(oc,)\)an’r”>
— <1+ﬁ) n=2 — n=2
T(l + ) Tn,k,q(a,A)anT”)
n=2
Y ([n]qg = D)¥upq(e,A)ant"
= (1+p)|2—5
1+ ¥ Yopqla A)ant!
n=2
Y ([n]qg = 1)¥upq(a,A)|an|
< (1 + ﬁ) n=2 00 4
1— ¥ Yukqla A)lan]
n=2
Therefore,
Z ([n]q - 1)\Pn,k,q (‘X/A)Mnl
(1+8)"=2 <1-1.

1— E ‘Yn,k,q (0‘/ A)|an|
n=2

After some simple calculation, we have

=
gk

(nlg(1+B) = (B+ 7)) ¥nkq(@A)an] <1—1.

Hence, this completes our result. [

When we take ¢ — 1—, then Theorem 2 makes use of a well-established finding
from [11].

Corollary 1. The set SP} , (B, y) contains the function f of the type (1), if

o

;n{n(l +B) = (B+7)¥n(aA)|an] <1—17,

where .
Foato, ) = {HEERE S a v am -}

Remark 13. The outcomes of Theorem 2 and Corollary 1 in [31] are the same whether we consider
gq—1-,n=1L,a=0A=0,and =1

Remark 14. We can obtain the result that is proved in [32], if we consider ¢ — 1—, 04 = 0,A =1,
and v = 0 in Theorem 2.

Theorem 3. The class UCV, "\ (B,y) has the function ¢ of the type (1) if

agk

(n]q{[nlq(1+B) = (B+ 1)} ¥njq(@ A)lan] <1T—1.

n=2

Proof. Use the same technique of Theorem 2; we obtain the proof of Theorem 3. [

When we take ¢ — 1—, then from Theorem 3, we have a known result studied in [11].
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Corollary 2. The class UCV}!, (B, y) has the function ¢ of the type (1) if

T n(1+6) = (B 1Pl Al <1,

where r
r nr -
¥, 4 (a,A) = { (;(2131(— a)”‘)(l +A(n - 1))} .
Theorem 4. The class SP;Z,’; (B, ) has the function ¢ of the type (1). Then
2|Q1
2 S 0, - D ke ) 0
and .

2|Q| T 2[Q|
.l < 14— . 51
S Dl — D ¥ ) E( NECERVGE —1> o

Proof. Let§ € SP}(B,7); then

g (DY E(T
DB b o).
byi¢(1)
Define 9 (DI E(1))
Ty DA'qu T 0
= " =1+ ™,
P () L
implying

79,(P}42(7)) = a(7) (P}4e(T))

( Z Yo kq(@ A)anT ) (1 +) pﬂ”) (T—i— Y Yukg (oc,)\)anT”),
n=2 n=2 n=2
) o [n—1
([nlg = D¥npqla,Aant” = ) pat"+ ), <Z ¥ n—jng ("")‘)”nJ) T
n=2 n=2 \ j=1

Mg

n=2

When we evaluate the t-coefficient of each side, we obtain

1 n—1
a, = S a,AN)a,_;, a1 = 1.
n ([n]q — 1)Tn,qu(“/)\) ];1 p] n ]/k,CI( ) n—j 1
Taking the mod and applying Lemma 6, we have
2 n—1
el n=1 6

a,| < Y, . a,A)a,_;,
S Tl =T+ ) g, ) g Tk (@A)

For n = 2in (52), we obtain

2]Q4|

] < .
T @ )(2)y 1) Tasa(ad)
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Therefore, the result is true for n = 2. Let n = 3 in (52); we have

2[Q4|
q+1)([8lqg = 1)¥3x,q(a A)

|a| < ( [¥oq(a,A)|az] +1]

1+

laz| <
(

2]Qy| 2]Qy|
a+1)([8]g = D)¥3kq(xA) (a+1)(2, -1 |

Therefore, the result is true for n = 3. Let n = 4 in (52); we have

2|0
(a+1)([4]q = 1)¥spq(aA)

2[Q4] 2]Q4| 2[Qy|
{(<q+1>mq = (” @ (2, 1)) * (” @+ D2, 1))}’
_ 2|Q1] 2|Q1] 2|Q1]
T @D - D¥ang(@A) {(” CES(FR —1)) (” @+ (3, —1>> }

If n is 4, then the conclusion holds. Mathematical induction allows us to derive

. 2(Q| T 2/Qi|
S D) (g — 0¥ g (@ 1) B(” <q+1>mq—1>'

lag] <

O
Theorem 5. Let 0 <y <a<1,q€ (0,1). Then
SPyy(B,v) €SP (B, )

where .
(0§ﬁ<1and§§’y<1)0r(ﬁ21and0§’y<1).

Proof. Let ¢ € SP,"J(B,y). Then by (21) and convolution properties, we have

DYEE(T) = [(9(2,2 = 1;7) % 8a,q (1)) %+ % (9(2,2 = 1;7) % g2 q(7))] ¥E(T)

n-times

Py E(T) = [p(2 —a,2 = ;) x5 9(2 — &, 2 — ;)] ¥D} A 2 ()

n-times

and

0y (DY E(1) = [p(2 — 0,2 — 15T) % - % (2 — 0,2 — ;7)) 7 (DYRE(1)).

n-times

Additio ally, it is known that [33]

1
p2—a2—uT) € ST(2>.
Therefore, we obtain by repeatedly using Lemma 3 n—-times

[p2—a,2— ;7)) % xp(2—a,2—;7)] € ST(%).
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For (0 < B < land% <y <1l)or(f>1and0 < v < 1), we have, by Lemma 9,
pe ST 1
/\,qg € E
Using Lemma 4, we obtain
. . Tdq (DX:D‘ &(7) n,0
Taq(DK:’;{f(T)) (@2 — 0,2 —w;T) % % (2 — 0,2 — 1;7)] (Dméf('r) ({)A,qg(f)))

DK:’éé(T) [(P(Z —n,2—u; T) % ... % §0(2 —a,2—p; T)] *Dﬁjﬁﬁ(T)

_ (Ta,(B ()
cwe (‘%(E)) C gy

Thus, ¢ € SPJ(B,7). O

Remark 15. When we take ¢ — 1—, then from Theorem 5, we have a known result studied in [11].
The result explored in [11] is obtained from Theorem 5 when q — 1 — .

Remark 16. If we consider ¢ — 1—,n =1,A =0, and p = 0, in Theorem 5, we obtain the result
given in [34].

Remark 17. If we consider q — 1—,n=1,A =0,y = 0,and = 1, in Theorem 5, we obtain
the result given in [35].

Theorem 6. Let 0 <y <a <1,q€ (0,1). Then

UCV (B, v) S UCV, (B, 7)

where .
(O§ﬁ<1and§Sfy<1)or(,821and0§fy<1).

Proof. The proof of Theorem 6 can be obtained by using the same method as that used to
prove Theorem 5. O

Remark 18. When we take ¢ — 1—, then from Theorem 6, we have a known result studied in [11].

4. Conclusions

The operators of g-fractional calculus have been addressed and effectively imple-
mented in a number of recent and continuing publications; see [36]. From the fractional
calculus g-Pochhammer symbol, several writers have expanded the notions of fractional
g-integral and fractional g-derivative by proposing many different lower limits of inte-
gration. Many of these applications of the basic (or g-) calculus and the fractional basic
(or g-) calculus in the geometric function theory of complex analysis have inspired the
present work.

We were motivated to conduct this research after reading Srivastava’s survey-cum-
expository review essay [3], in which he describes the application of both the fundamental
(or g-) calculus and the fractional (or g-) calculus to the study of geometric functions. In
Section 1, we discussed some background ideas that are presented in this article and
also used the g-calculus operator theory and successfully defined the g-analogous of a
fractional differential operator for analytic functions. Considering this operator, we defined
subclasses of g-starlike and g-convex functions. In Section 2, we mentioned some known
lemmas, and also we proved some new lemmas. In Section 3, by utilizing these lemmas,
we examined several useful properties, such as inclusion relations, coefficient bounds,
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Fekete-Szego problem, and subordination results. We also highlight many known and
brand-new particular cases of our findings.
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