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ON LEMNISCATE STARLIKENESS OF ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS AND ITS
APPLICATION TO SPECIAL FUNCTIONS

SAIFUL R. MONDAL, AHMAD K. AL ABDULAALI

ABSTRACT. This paper investigates the lemniscate starlikeness of analytic functions by deriving
specific conditions on their power series coefficients. The study utilizes the Cauchy product of
power series along with key inequalities involving the Pochhammer symbol and the Gamma
function. The derived results are further applied to a number of special functions, providing
parameter restrictions under which these functions become lemniscate starlike. The findings

extend and refine several earlier results in this domain.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the analytic and univalent functions f defined in the unit disk 4 = {z € C :
|z| < 1} and normalized by f(0) =0, f’(0) =1. We denote such classes by S. For a function

f € S have the power series form
oo
z) :z—l—Zakzk. (1)
k=2

Given 0 < a < 1, §*(a), the class consisting of functions f € & with analytic charaterization
!
Re{zf (2)} >a (zel),
f(2)
is known as starlike of order . Similarly, f is said to be in the class of functions convex of order
a, denoted by K(«), if

Z]{//;S)} >a (zel).

For two analytic functions f and g defined on D, the function f is said to be subordinate to

Re{l+

g, denoted by f < g, if there exists an analytic function w : D — D satisfying w(0) = 0 and
f(z) = g(w(z)). Moreover, if the function g is univalent, then f < g if and only if f(0) = g(0)
and f(D) C g(D).

Consider the function ¢;(z) := /1 + 2z, which maps D univalently onto the region illustrated
in Figure m This region is commonly referred to as the lemniscate domain; see Iil E

A function f € § is lemniscate starlike if 2 ) Z) < /14 z. This is equivalent to say

(=/(2))?
GO ‘ <t @

The lemniscate starlike can be further refined by considering Zﬁg) <vV1+ez,0<c<1. We
denote this class as $*(gc). The class S*(g.) is the main attraction of our study. This class was

introduced and studied in [E]
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FIGURE 1 Image of ¢;(DD).
The cross-product (Cauchy product) of the power series
[e.@] [e.e]
0(2) = e and go(z) =3 bus",
n=0 n=0

which serves as the main analytical tool in this study, is defined by

(o) n
n
g3(z) = E c,2", where ¢, = g a;bp_;.
n=0 =0

In this study, we derive the conditions on the coefficient a; of the power series @) for a
function f € S such that f € S*(q.), where ¢ € (0,1]. The main result in this regard is
presented in Section . This result is further applied to several special functions, and the cor-
responding outcomes are discussed in various subsections of Section @ Specifically, Section @
provides examples involving exponential functions, while Section addresses the case of con-
fluent hypergeometric functions. The lemniscate starlikeness of the Bessel and Struve functions
is analyzed in Section @ and Section @, respectively. The result related to Bessel functions
refines and extends the findings reported in [3]. The product of Bessel functions is examined in
Section @, and an illustrative example involving the error function is discussed in Section @
For clarity and readability, a brief literature review of each special function under consideration
is included in its respective subsection.

Moreover, several fundamental results involving Pochhammer symbols and Gamma functions,
which play an essential role in the development of the main theorem and its applications, are
provided in Section E Finally, the study concludes by listing several additional special functions
that can also be investigated using the established main result. Owing to the similarity of the
arguments, detailed computations for these cases are omitted.

2. FUNDAMENTAL RESULTS

We begin this section by proving certain fundamental results necessary for the framework of
our study. Furthermore, we state auxiliary results from the literature that will facilitate the
application of the main theorems obtained herein.

Lemma 1. Forn € N,



The equality holds at n = 3.

Proof. First, we test the cases numerically for n = 1,2, and n = 3.
(1) n=1: 2 +n =125, (2)5 = 1.73801
2)n=2:24+n=3,(&)3 =3.02069
(3)n=3:" +n=525, (%)% =525
Clearly, the inequality (E) holds for n = 1,2, and both sides are equal for n = 3.
Suppose that the inequality (E) is true for m = n > 3, that is,

Now,

m—+41
(m +1)2 m? 3m 5 21\3 m 5 21\ 3
~ 7 )= —+4+ "4 - = — 4= = )
1 +(m+1) T Tt < to 1<\

To prove the last part of the inequality, for real z > 3, define the function

2\ H /21\5 5
3 3 T
H(z) = (= (=) o2
(z) ( 1 ) ( 1 ) 2 1
Clearly, the inequality H(x) > 0 is equivalent to showing H(m) > 0 for all integers m > 3.

The derivatives of H(x)

H'(z) = ln(231/4) (2:)% (@1)1/3 — 1) - %

Let C = (2)"? —1~0.73 and B = 224 ~ 0.55. Then

4
21\*3 1
H'(z) = BC [ £ -
(x) 0(4) !

Since % > 1, the term (%)I/g grows exponentially with z. Thus for x > 3, H'(x) is strictly

positive. Therefore H(x) is strictly increasing on [3,00).

Numerically,

2\ Y3 /21 11
H(3) = <4> - <4> — 5 ~Lo8>0.

Since H(3) > 0 and H(x) is increasing for = > 3, it follows that
H(m) >0 for all integers m > 3.
This proves the claim.

Lemma 2. For k € [1,n] for a fited 2 <n € N,

n(k+1)—k* < (11)3 (4)
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Proof. First, denote the function
U, (k) :=nk+1) — k% (5)
It is straightforward to verify that
U, (k) =k(n—k)+n>0, VneN, kell,n].

Differentiating with respect to k yields

V! (k) =n — 2k,
which vanishes at k = 5. Furthermore,

U'(k)=-2<0,
demonstrating that W is strictly concave and hence attains its maximum at k& = 5. Consequently,
the maximal value of ¥ is given by

U, (2) == +n. (6)

From Lemma m, it follows that

This completes the proof. O

We need the following basic information about the generalized hypergeometric function: The
generalized hypergeometric function is denoted by

pFo(ar, ... ap;b1,. .. by 2)

and is defined by the power series:

o

. ) (@)n - (ap)n 2"
pFo(ar, ... ap;b1, ... by 2) _;W“(bq)n.n!’

where (a), = a(a+1)...(a+n—1) is the well-known Pochammer symbol [4]. The convergence
of the generalized hypergeometric series depends on the relation between p and ¢:

e If p < ¢: The series converges for all finite z € C. Hence, the function is entire.
e If p = ¢+ 1: The series converges for |z| < 1. It may also converge at |z| = 1 under the

condition:
q P
Re ij — Zai > 0.
=1 i=1

e If p > g+ 1: The series diverges for any z # 0, except in special cases that allow analytic

continuation.

Denote Zy ={...,—3,—2,—1,0}. The following identity for b € R\ Z; is useful in the sequel.

Lemma 3. Forbe R\ Z,,

n 1 22n (b _ l)n
2 Ot B~ M@ Dy @)




Proof. To prove the identity, we need a few basic relations. For 0 < k < n,
=nn—1)n-2)...(n—k+1) = (=1)*(=n),

(b)n
(b+n—k)

(n—k)!

(Dailb+n— k) = (D) => (B =

Thus, we can rewrite the right-hand side of (H) as

n

- 1 1 (=D)*(=n)p(b+n — k)
,;0 B (0)e(n— k) (D) nl(D)n () ' ®)

k=0

Our next verification is the identity, (—1)*(b+mn — k), := (1 — b — n);, which is trivially true for

k = 0,1. Now, using mathematical induction along with basic properties of the Pochhammer

symbol (a+ 1), = (a+ 1)(a)m—1 and (a +m)(a)m, = (a)m+1, one can easily verify the identity.
This gives us a closed form of the right-hand side of ([]) as

n

n 1 1 (—n)e(1—b—n)y  2Fi(—n,1—b—mn;b;1)
kzzo KL (0)k(n — k) (b)n—r  nl(b) 2 kk!(b)k F= 2l (b) -9

" k=0
The classical Chu—Vandermonde summation formula provides a closed form for a terminating

hypergeometric series [5]:

a0 _ B-a)n
S P P

Using this closed form (E) can be rewrite as

z’"”: 1 _(2b—1+n), (10)
= E'(b)k(n — k) (D) p—k n!(0)n(b)y
Next, recall below two identities of the Pochhammer symbol as
n (O a+1
(@20 = (@ala+n)a; (@0 =27 (3) < . )n (11)
Finally, setting a = 2b — 1, we have
— EL®)r(n—k)! (b)n—r nl(2b—1)n(b)n nl(20 — 1), (b)n
O
Lemma 4. Forbe C\ Z; such that Re(b) > —1/2, then
1 1 2n
< . 1
2 | o =R = 13)

k=0
Proof. Suppose b € C\ Zy with b = v+ . It is trivially holds that [(b):| = |b]. Now, for k& > 2,
we have
B2 = 0P+ 1. b+ k—12= (2 + ) ((a+ 12+ 8 ... ((a+ k—1)2+ 52) > (o + B2)F = (|b]*)?

provided a = Re(b) > —1/2. This together, we have |(b)| > |b|¥ for £ > 1. Similarly, it follows
that |(b)p—x| > |b]" % for k =0,1,...,n.



Now, from the binomial theorem, we know
n n
n! k 1 2"
T bt =Y —— =2
D it =) DTy i
k=0 k=0
Finally, we conclude that for Re(b) > —1/2

n n

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 on
< = — R e .
g REO)k ] (0 = F)H(O)nk | — kzzo kU [b" (n — k) [p"* oI ,;0 kU (n =)t nlplr
This completes the proof. ]

3. LEMNISCATE STARLIKE OF ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS

Now we state and prove our main theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let {ay,}n>1 be real or complex sequence such that

o0 n
ap =1 and ZZ lagt1]an—k+1] < 1. (14)

n=1 k=0
Suppose that f(z) ==z + Y ooy anz™. Now, for c € [0,1] if

Z ((241) - C) Z |agi1lan—k+1] < e, (15)

n=1 k=0
then zf'(2)/f(z) < V1 + cz.
Proof. Now, if f(z) = 2+ Y .7 5 anz", then

2 o 2
(2f'(2))" = (z + Znan > = 22 (1 + Z(n + 1)an+1z">

n=1

(1 + Z <Z k+ 1 n —k+ 1)ak+1an k+1> ) . (16)

k=0

I3

Similarly,

00 2 00 2
() = ( Ly ) _ 2 <1 S )
n=2 n=1
= 2? (1 + Z (Z ak+1an—k+1> Z") : (17)
n=1 \k=0

From (@) and (@), it follwos that

(zf(2))? — = 22 Z (Z (k+1)—k?) ak+1an_k+1> z

k=0
Thus for |z| < 1 in together with Lemma , we have

& {0 <SS Il 1)~ ol k+1'<z[< )

n=1k=0 n=1

|3

Zrak+1||an kﬂ@

Simpliarly

'(f()‘ i s |agi1|lan—k+1].

n=1 k=0



Finally, we have

(Zf/(z))Qg(f(Z))Q

z

Sy Yo |n(k 4+ 1) — B2| |ags1llan—g41]
1- fo:l ZZ:O |ak+1|\an_k+1\

L) ’_

(f(2))?

‘ (R)?

22

n
Z?f:l { (%) 3 ZZ:o |ak+1|’an—k+1’:|
1 - ZZO:1 ZZ:O lakt1|lan—k+1]

Since the denominator is positive, the follwoing inequality holds

<

n
£ | (3 Sholawsalon—sol
I 220:1 ZZ:O \ak+1’|an—k+1|

provided (@) holds. This completes the proof of the result. O

0<

<,

4. LEMNISCATE STARLIKENESS OF SPECIAL FUNCTIONS
Now, we are going to implement Theorem @ for constructing several analytic functions that

are lemniscate starlike.

4.1. Example involving exponential function.

Example 4.1. For our first ezample, consider the function

322"+ 224 22) X "
Fi(2) =~ 22 - Z

Clearly, an, = 1/(4)n—1 and a numerical calculation yields

i (ZH: W) =4 (56 — 45¢ + 9¢%) = 0.71529 < 1. (18)

n=1 \k=0

Further, denote that

=< [ [21\"/? " 1
2 ((4) ””) 2 W@

n=1
The corresponding sum and convergence of the series give

1 Va1
(c) = 15 <—196(3e —8)(3¢ — T)c — 16e22/3 (8 + 442 + 422/3) +64e V42 4 106V/42 + 32 4223 + 351) .

A routine calculation implies ®(c) — ¢ is decreasing function of ¢ and finally, we conclude that

2F1/(2)/F1(z) < V/1+ cz for ¢ € [cp, 1), where co =~ 0.990879 is the solution of

1 et .
5 (196(36 — 8)(3¢ — T)c — 16¢32/7 (8 +4V42 + 422/3) + 64e V2 4 106942 + 32 42273 + 351> —c

in (0,1].
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4.2. Example involving confluent hypergeometric functions. A particularly important
case is obtained by setting p = 0 and ¢ = 1, leading to the confluent hypergeometric limit

function
=1 2
oF1(Gb;2) = Zo(b)nn!. (19)

This function is sometimes denoted by ®(b; z) in the classical literature.
The function ¢Fi(;b; z) is the unique analytic solution normalized by ¢Fi(;0;0) = 1 of the
second-order linear differential equation

2y"(2) + by (2) —y(2) = 0. (20)

Since the parameters satisfy p = 0 < ¢ + 1 = 2, the defining series converges for all z € C,
and hence (Fy(; b; 2) is an entire function.

One of the most remarkable properties of oFj is its close relation to Bessel functions. For
v € C we have

oFi(v+1;2) =T(v+1) 27 L(2v2), (21)

where I,,(z) denotes the modified Bessel function of the first kind. Similarly,
oFiGrv+1;—2) =T(w+1) 27 J,(2v2), (22)

with J,(z) being the Bessel function of the first kind. Thus, ¢F; provides a hypergeometric
framework for Bessel functions and, more generally, for many special functions arising in analysis.
Some special evaluations of ¢Fj include:

n
2

0F1(§1;Z):i “ s = h(2V7), oFl(;%;—”fD:COS(x), 0F1<%%;—%)=

(n1)>

n=0

This illustrates how oF} interpolates between trigonometric and Bessel functions.
Now consider our next example as Fo(z) := z9F1( ;b;2). Then, the corresponding sequence
an =1/((n — 1)1(b)p—1), and from Lemma E we have for b > 0

n

= 1 1
5(b) == ; (Z OO k)!) =1 F (b— 51020~ 1;4) -1 (23)

k=0 n—=k

Using Mathematica software, we can numerically compute the root of the equation
1
1F2 <b—2;b,21)—1;4>—1:1 (24)

is b = 2.75885. Further, from the Figure E it is clear that d(b) < 1.
Hence §(b) < 1 for b > 2.75885. This leads to the following result:

Theorem 4.1. For b > 2.75885, ¢ € (0, 1], if
1 , 1
B <b 5020~ 1;2\/@) —c1Fy <b 5020~ 1;4) <1, (25)

then zFy'(2)/Fa(z) < V1 + cz.

In particular, Fo(z) := zoF1( ;b;2) is lemmniscate starlike for b > 3.11423.



25 3.0 3.5 4.0 45 5.0

FIGURE 2 Mapping of §(b) for b > 0.

The proof the Theorem @ can be done easily from Theorem @ due to the fact that

> (" =) X o

n=1 k=0 ’
. (b— Lop2b— 1;2\3/42) — ey Fy (b—1:ib,2b— 1;4) +c— 1.

4.3. Example involving Bessel functions. We recall some information about Bessel func-
tions and their connections with geometric function theory. Bessel functions of the first kind,
denoted by J,(z), are solutions to Bessel’s differential equation:

20" (2) 4 2w’ (2) + (22 — v*)w(z) =0,

where v is a real or complex parameter. These functions are central to many problems in
mathematical physics, including heat conduction, wave propagation, and problems in circular
and cylindrical domains. In the unit disc D = {z € C: |z| < 1}, J,(z) is analytic because it has

the power series expansion:

n=0
which converges absolutely in the entire complex plane.
For applications in geometric function theory, it is often convenient to consider the normalized

form of the Bessel function:
f3(v2) = 2T(w + 1)z 721, (v/2),

which satisfies the normalization conditions f3(v,0) = 0 and f5(r,0) = 1. Similarly, the modified
Bessel function of the first kind, I,(z), is defined by:

o0

I,(2) = Z M (g)Zm—lM

n=0

and has a normalized form analogous to that of J,(z) as
falv, 2) = 2°D(v + 1)27721,(\/Z).

In the study of the geometric properties of the functionfs(v, z), several contributions have
been made in the literature [6, [7, 8]. Selinger [6] demonstrated that the function f,(z) is starlike
in the unit disk D for all v > 0.75. This range was subsequently improved by Baricz and
Ponnusamy [7], who showed that starlikeness holds for v > —0.432619635... or within the
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interval —0.875 < v < —0.719669914. It was also noted that the constant —0.875 is optimal
in the sense that it is the smallest value of v for which f, remains starlike in D. A variety of
techniques were utilized in [[7] to verify the starlikeness of f3(v, z) for v > —0.875, although a
gap remains where the result has not been fully validated. By synthesizing all the results in [[7]
concerning both f3(v, z) and f4(v, 2), it can be concluded that

Theorem 4.2. [7] For v € [—0.875,—0.719669914) U (—0.4373468657, c0) the functions f3(v, z)
and f4(v, z) are starlike in D.

Our next consideration is the generalized Bessel function, introduced in [9, 10]. The general-
ized and normalized Bessel functions have the series form

n

R G ,
U,,(z).zzmﬁ, 2 =2p+b+1+#0,-2,—4,-6,...;

n=0

which is the solution of
420" (2) + 4k2U' (2) 4+ 12U(2) = 0. (26)

For b = ¢ = 1, the function U, represents the normalized Bessel function of order p, while for
b = —n = 1, the function U, represents the normalized modified Bessel function of order p.
The Spherical Bessel function can also be obtain by using b = 2, n = 1.

The inclusion of U, in various subclasses of univalent functions theory is extensively studied
by many authors [L1, 12, 13, 14, 10, 15, 16, 9, 17] and some references therein. Recently,
the lemniscate starlike, convexity and other properties of U, is studied in [12, [18, ?].

The function U, specializes to the normalized Bessel function of order p when b = n = 1, and
to the normalized modified Bessel function of order p when b = —n = 1. By selecting b = 2 and
c =1, one also obtains the spherical Bessel function.

Let us consider

F3(k,n,2) = 2Up(2).
It can be shown that
Az f)(2) +4(k — 2)2f1(2) + (cz — 4k + 8) f1(2) = 0. (27)
Now we have the following result regarding the lemniscate starlike property of generalised

Bessel functions:

Theorem 4.3. For real k > 0 and n € C, the function F3 is lemniscate starlike if for ¢ € (0,1],
we have

1 In| /21 1
1Fy <5—27/§,2/@—1, IE —1<eci1Fy n—i,/{,Qm—l,hﬂ < 2c. (28)

Then, the function Fs(k,n, z) is lemniscate starlike.

Proof. If we denote
_ (=)
4k_1(k — 1)! (H)kfl,

ay

then

oo
F3(k,n,2) = 2Up(2) = 2z + Zakzk.
k=2
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In order to prove the result by applying Theorem @, it suffices to verify the hypotheses given

in (@) and (@), namely
!n\ "
33 b T ] < 2

n=1k=0

and

‘n—kz

= n —~ I In
> (e -) 2 TR TR R ] < © (30)

n=1

Consider first the sum on the left-hand side of (@) Since k > 0, it follows that |(k)x| = (K)g.
Applying Lemma E, we obtain

Z Z :iﬂ 2" (k- 3),,
k(k RN R)n—k an (26 —1),, (k)
=1F(k—3:26— 1, k5 [n]) — 1

Therefore, the inequality (@) holds provided that

1F2(/£ - %; 26 — 1, K; |n|) < 2.

@) Proceeding as before, we have

(
> 21\ 5 n|" - !
2 (07 ) & X s

Next, consider the sum in

Hence, the inequality (@) holds if

1
ok b2 1 (3)3 il ) — 1< eaFae = i 2w s ).

Thus, both hypotheses of Theorem @ are satisfied for ¢ € (0, 1] whenever condition (@) holds.
Consequently, the desired conclusion follows. O

By taking n = £1 and ¢ = 1, numerically and graphically (See Figure E), it can be shown
that the hypothesis of Theorem @ holds for x > 0.694651.

Since for n = +1 and kK = v+1, the functions F3(k, 7, z) := 2U,(z) is reduces to the normalized
form of classical Bessel f3(v,z) and modified Bessel f4(v,z) functions respectively, by taking
c =1, we have the following special result.

Corollary 4.1. The normalized Bessel f3(v,z) and modified Bessel f4(v,z) functions of order
v are lemniscate starlike for v > —0.305349.

Remark 4.1. We can prove Theorem E using an alternative method. It is well-known that

oo n o0 2
> (Z dkdn_k> 2= (Z dnz"> . (31)
n=0 \k=0 n=0
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—— Falcit)
Falk217(113)/222/3)-1

(0695000, 1.920000)

FIGURE 3 Special case of Theorem @

Using this identity, (@) and (@) is equivalent to

Il ] " NS R Y
ZZM W 27K — >!|<m>n_k|‘<§w) ‘1‘<°F1<’“74)>—1—<17

n=1 k=0

and

03\3

()3 _ —~ |n/* | "
1( : );04kk!|<m>kr4n-k<n—k>!|<m>n_k|

1 2
213 ’
_ oFy K |77’4 -1 —C<<0F1 <7/17|Z’>> —1) < c. (33)
43

Now, by taking |n| =1 and ¢ = 1, numerical verification confirms that the inequalities (@) and
(@) hold simultaneously only for k > 0.694651, which is consistent with the threshold established
earlier.

Regarding the lemniscate starlikeness of Bessel functions, the best results available in the
literature are given in [3]. For our best interest for the comparison, we state the complete

theorem as follows

Theorem 4.4. [3] Assume n € C\ {0} and k € C\ Z$ with Re(k) > 0
H

<ec,

2 — e’ﬂ’

implies F3(k,n, 2) € 8*(qc).

Remark 4.2. Although Theorem is formulated for complex values of k, it is instructive to
compare Theoremﬁ with Theorem B for a firted n € C\ {0} and real k. For n = £1 or
n = +1i, Theorem ensures that Fs(k,n,z) € S*(q1) whenever k > 0.694651, whereas the same
conclusion follows from Theorem U only when k > 1.6459. Hence, Theorem @ provides a

better admissible range for k.
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Next, to present a complete comparison of our results with Theorem @ we now state an
7+ . In this setting, we make

analogue of Theorem @ that is valid for n € C\ {0} and xk € C\ Z .
use of the inequality |(x)x| > |x|¥ and deduce that the condition (@O) is equivalent to
nl
e2lsl < 2,
which clearly holds whenever |k| > 21|77(2)‘ This equivalence follows from the application of
n
Lemma H to the series in (@), yielding
Zi [n]* [ " ~* _ i "2 g
2 2 R ()] 7R — B () i)~ 2 B[]
Similarly, the inequality (@) reduces to
) n ‘ ‘ ’ ’nfk Il Yat|n|
(21)3 - 7 1 < —c(e —1) + eI — 1<
§< ' )Zm'r Jel 47 = ) () < e -
which further implies
Yat|n| In|
e?PInl — ce?nl < 1.

We now formulate the corresponding theorem without detailed proof

Theorem 4.5. Letn € C\ {0} and k € C\ Z satisfy || > 21’?7(’2). If
n

(34)

Y21|n| I
e2®Blsl — ce2lnl < 1,

then F3(k,1n, z) € S*(qc).

Remark 4.3. We emphasise here the independent significance of Theorem B and Theorem E

(1) Note that Theorem @ also remains valid for real k. By revisiting the case discussed in
, it can be shown that F3(k,n, z) € S*(q1) whenever k > 0.840149. Therefore

Remark
(2) Next, consider the case when Kk = % + ia, where a € R, and n € C such that |n| = 1

Clearly, for all a € R, we have
~Va 21n(2)’

for real k > 0, Theorem B provides a comparatively better bound than Theorem E

Hence, the right-hand side of (@) can be rewrite as
o1 1
9 9
ba) = e25/3¢“2+1 - Ww_ (35)
By elementary analysis, it can be shown that h(a) attains its mazimum at a = 0
Numerically,
o 3 Y31 1
—e3 = 0.389244. (36)

h(0) = "2
Therefore, for this specific choice of k and n, Theorem @ ensures that
for all a € R.

F3(5 +ia,7,2) € 8™(q1)
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On the other hand, consider
1

eVi T -1 a2+% 1

t(a) = . (37)
2 —e2Ve +4

A straightforward computation shows that €(a) also achieves its maximum at a = 0, and

2

e3 —1
£0) = =1 = 1.56809. (38)
2—e3
Moreover, €(a) < 1 whenever |a| > 1.15045. Consequently, by Theorem , it follows

that
F3(2 +ia,n,2) €S*(q1) for alla € R with |a| > 1.15045.

Hence, it can be concluded that Theorem @ provides a significantly stronger result than

Theorem .

4.4. Example involving cross-product of Bessel functions. In this part we are consid-
ering cross-product of Bessel and modified Bessel functions, which have a power series [19]
representation If v > —1 and z € C, then the following power series representation holds:

(_1)77, (%)21/+4n+1

Tt 1(2) + (@)D (z) =2 ngo n!T(v+n+1)T(v+2n+2) #9)
We consider the normalised form of the cross-product (@) defined as
v, 3
CPp(v,z) = 2227 2 A0 (v + DI + 2) (Jor1(V2) L (V2) + L (V2) L1 (V7))
_y (-)"T(v + 1T (v + 2)2"
N ! T(v+n+1)I(v+2n+2)16™
)" T (v + )0 (v + 2)2"

SN DL + 2)2 (40)

(n—1) 'F (v+n)L(v + 2n)167—1°
Now, recall well-known identities involving Pochhammer symbol and gamma functions:
IF'v+n)=w,I'(v)=w+ 1)1 l(v+1)
and
I(v+2n) = V)ul'(v)=2"" (%) (4) T)=2"""2(42), (42, _T(r+2). (41

Using this, we can rewrite (@) as

(_1)n—12n
CPp(v,z) =z+ ” ” .
2 T D () (5 e

The geometric properties of CPB(V, z) is studied in [19, 20, 21]. It is shown in [19] that CPp(v, 2)
is starlike in D and all of its derivatives are close-to-convex (and hence univalent) there if and

(42)

only if v > v,, where v, =~ 0.94 is the unique root of the equation on (—1,c0)
(v =1L (D1 (1) + (v = D)o (DL, (1) = Ju(1)1,(1).

In [20, 21], radius of starlikeness and convexity of three different normalized forms of CP (v, 2)
have been studied by using infinite factorization involving real zeroes of CPp(v, z). Following



15
the notation of [20], one of the results in [20] can be stated as: The function h, = CPg(v,.) is
convex of order « in D if and only if

v 2 ng(hlf)a

where v§(h,) is the unique root of the equation
R (1) + (1 — a)hl,(1) = 0.

In particular, o = 0 we have h, is convex for v > v§(h,) =~ —0.893305, where v§(h,) is the root
of (1) + hl,(1) =0 for v > —1.

In [21], it is shown that the function h, is starlike of order « in D if and only if v > v} (h,),
where v (h,) is the unique root of the equation

J,(WLQ1) = 2+ v = 1) (Jor1 (D)L (1) + T, (1) ],41(1)) = 0. (43)

In particular, h, is starlike in D if and only if v > vg5(h,) >~ —0.94..., where v5(h,) is the
unique root of equation (@) when o = 0.

Next, we state our result for lemniscate starlike of CPpg(v, z) for real v > —1 by applying

B1).

Theorem 4.6. For v € R with v > —1, if

2
(OF?) (—’I/—|— 1,VT+2a VT—Fga 6%)) -1< C(0F3 (—’I/—{— ]-a VTHa VT—Fg?é))Q < 267 (44)

then CPp(v,z) € §*(q.). In particular, CPp(v,z) € S*(q1) for v > vy = —0.931564. Here, vy
. 2
is the root of (0F3 (—; v+1, ”TH, %”; 6%1)) = 2.

We omit the detailed proof. However, for the special case ¢ = 1, the range of v is determined

by the numerical calculation of the roots of

(i) the identity

3 2 v v 2
(0F3 (_;y—|— 1,432 vd3, W@)) —1=(oF3 (—5v+1,2, %3 51)) (45)

which is v; = —0.933296,
(ii) the identity

(oF5 (—iv 41,452,253, 1))* = 2 (46)

which is v = —0.931564.

Thus vy = max{vy, s} = vs.

Remark 4.4. Although a rigorous theoretical justification has not yet been established, graphical
evidence strongly suggests that the best lower bound for v is given by vy ~ —0.931. This
observation is clearly supported by the behavior depicted in Figure .

The graphical pattern indicates that for v < vy, the corresponding mapping fails to remain
entirely within the desired domain, whereas for v > vy, the mapping lies completely inside. This
provides compelling visual support for considering vy as the optimal threshold.
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0 wv=-093
W v=-0.931
041 0 v=-0832

Lemniscate

02|

FIGURE 4 Best lower bound of v such that CPg(v, z) € S*(qc).

4.5. Example involving Struve functions. Struve functions of the first kind, denoted by

Sy(z), are solutions to non-homegenous Bessel’s differential equation:
4zu+1
vt /al (v +1/2)]

where v is a real or complex parameter. In the unit disk D, S, (z) is analytic because it has the

20" (2) + 2w’ (2) + (22 = v?)w(z) (47)

power series expansion

B ° (_]_)" 2\ 2n+v+1
Su(z) _nz:%l"(n+3/2)F(n+u+3/2) (5) ’

which is entire. The modified Struve function is given as

- 1
Lu(z) = nz:;) F'n+3/2)T(n+v+3/2) <§

z ) 2n+v+1

Struve functions have gone through with several generalization [, @] The generalization

given in [@] can be represented as a power series as

s —n)" 2\ 2ntr+l
Wapnlz) = nzz;) T'(n+ 3/2)(F (7)1 +v+ 42 (5) ‘ (48)
The function W, (%) is the solution of the differential equation
20(2) + baw' (2) + (072 = 12+ (1 = b)w)w(z) = et (49)
2v+tly/ml (v + b/2)

For inclusion in geometric function theory, both W, 4 »(2) and ol p (%) can be respectifully

normalised as

> _\n—1
Wopn(2) = 2V (v + B2 Wi (V2) = 2+ 6 =GR )
n=2 \2/,_ $)/n—1
and
> _n\n—1
Uupn(2) = 2V T (v 4 ) Uy (V2) = 24 30 gy (1)

here kg :y—|—b+T2.
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Applying identity (@), we have the following relation:

oo n oo 2
| |n|™—* _ ™ _
S e )

n=0 (%)n (ks

Similarly,
o n 3
n— 21
DI KA YL R G — D7 S R vV 3|77| _1
n=1 k=0 (i)k (RS)k4 (i)nfk (K‘S)n7k4 4 \/z

Using Theorem @, we have the following result:

Theorem 4.7. Suppose that ks >0 and n € C\ {0}. If

3 2 2
3. V21n] 3. Il
1F2<1727 Rs;3 4 \3/1 —1l<ec 1F2 1757 Kg; 4 < 2c (52)

for ¢ € (0,1], then W, p,(2) € S*(qc).

Suppose n = £1, b =1, and ks = v+ 3/2. Now for a fixed ¢ € (0, 1], the right-hand inequality
in (@) holds for v > —1.06868, and the left-hand inequality holds for v > vy, where v; is the

root of )
/21 1\12
.3 3. _ .3 3.
1F2<1,2,l/+2,4\3/1>] —1_0[1F2<1,2,1/+2, 4>] .

A list of values of 11 for a fixed c are tabulated in Table [l.

c 1 c 31
0.1 | 4.25508 | 0.6 | -0.633535
0.2 | 1.34049 | 0.7 |-0.778294
0.3 | 0.36084 | 0.8 | -0.887662
0.4 | -0.133344 | 0.9 | -0.973308
0.5 ]-0.432457 | 1 | -1.04226

TABLE 1 Value of v; for a fixed c.

Observed that S*(g.) C S*. In particular, taking n = +1, b = 1 and ¢ = 1 in Theorem @,
we have the following special case

Corollary 4.2. The function W, 1 +1(z) € S*(q1) C S* for v > —1.04226.

The generalized Struve function W, .(z) studied in [22, 24]. Among various geometric prop-
erties, it was shown that W, 5, (2) is starlike under the condition

947
24

In particular, for b = 1, and n = %1, this implies that the Struve function S(z) = W, 1,1(2)
and the modified Struve £(z) = W,,1,—1(2) are starlike if v > —0.953204. Clearly, Corollary
provides better range of v for starlikeness.

Kg >

In| = 0.48524|n].
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Remark 4.5. We conclude this section by noting that other parameter-based generalizations of
Struve functions, such as those discussed in [23, 25|, may likewise be analyzed for lemniscate

starlikeness, though detailed proofs are omitted here.

4.6. Example of Error functions. The error function, denoted by erf(z), is an important
transcendental function that arises in diverse areas such as diffusion theory, statistics, and heat

conduction. It is defined by the integral representation.

exf(2) = — / 2eC. (53)

This function is entire and odd, satisfying erf(—z) = — erf(z). The complementary error function
is given by erfc(z) = 1 — erf(z). Both erf(z) and erfc(z) play essential roles in probability and
mathematical physics, particularly in the formulation of the Gaussian integral and cumulative
distribution functions of the normal law.
By expanding e~ in its Maclaurin series and integrating term by term, one obtains the series
representation
n 2n+1 2 2’3 25 2,7
erf = — | z—-— — - 54
fzn‘2n+l) \/77< 3+10 42+ ) (54)
which converges absolutely for all z € C. This confirms that erf(z) is an entire function of order
1 and type 2. Its derivative is given by
2 2
erf'(z) = ——e™?
()= =
which shows that erf(z) is monotonic and bounded on the real line, with erf(z) — 1 as z — 400
and erf(z) - —1 as z — —o0.
In the context of geometric function theory, we consider the following normalization:

F5(2) =

T 0 n 1,n
\fQ\Fe (55)

n—l (2n—1)

n=

7 (
Now, for F5, the right-hand side of hypothesis (@) is equivalent to

1
sz‘ 2k+1 Y(n—k)!(2(n—k)+1)

n=1k=0
Use of the identity (@) gives

00 2
1 1
nzlkzok' 2k+1 —k)! (2(n—k)+1):<nz_0n!(2n+1)> Tl=113935> 1 (57)

Thus, Theorem @ is not applicable on Fs5.
Recall, $* 8, the well-known Hadamard product of two analytic functions $(z) := >_,2, apz”
and £(z) := > 72 bpz®. Then

(56)

5’5 * R Zakbkz

Let us now consider the function Fg(z) = F5(z) * (e —1). Clearly,

)nln

Z n—l ) (2n — 1)n! (58)

n:l
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In this case, the numerical sum indicates that the right-hand side of hypothesis (@) is equivalent
to

nzlkz:o K2k + D(k+ 1) (n— k) 2(n— k) + 1)(n — k+ 1)!

- 2
1
- (Z nl (2n+1)(n + 1)!) b= A0

n=0

Similarly, for ¢ = 1, the right-hand side of hypothesis (@) is equivalent to
n—k

n

iz 21§ 21 3

TS AR R 2k + D)+ 11475 (= B)(2(n— k) + D)(n — k + 1)!

2
o 213
=(> = = 0.407896.
=043 n!2n+1)(n+1)!

Hence, we have the following result.

o

Theorem 4.8. The function Fs(z) € S*(q1). In general, Fg(z) € S*(q.) for co ~ 0.577889 <
c < 1. Here, cqy is the root of the equation

13 V21 13
1F2< N 2 )2—61F2< 2;1)2:1.

209 9273 29
5. CONCLUSION

We conclude by noting that several other normalized special functions may also be included
in the class s*(q.). For the sake of brevity, and since their analysis proceeds through similar
arguments, we omit the detailed statements and proofs. A few notable examples are listed below:

(1) The product of Bessel and modified Bessel [20],

(2) Lommel function [26] and Dini function [27],

(3) Wright functions [28, 9] and generalized Mittag-Leffler function [30],
(4) g-Bessel functions[31].

Building upon the findings of [3] concerning the lemniscate convexity of generalized Bessel
functions, one may generalize the underlying ideas to a wider class of normalized analytic func-
tions. Such an extension can be effectively applied to the special functions analyzed in this
work. The authors anticipate that an improvement of certain inequalities used in [3] would
lead to more accurate characterizations of lemniscate convex functions. This refinement will be

considered as part of future research.

DECLERATION
Competing interests: The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Funding: Not Applicable.

Availability of data and materials: No datasets were generated or analysed during the
current study.

Author’s contribution: All authors contributed equally to the writing of this paper. They
read and approved the final version of the paper.



20

1]

REFERENCES

J Sokét and J Stankiewicz. Radius of convexity of some subclasses of strongly starlike functions. Zeszyty
Nauk. Politech. Rzeszowskiej Mat, 19:101-105, 1996.

Janusz Sokol and Derek K Thomas. Further results on a class of starlike functions related to the bernoulli
lemniscate. Houston J. Math, 44(1):83-95, 2018.

Hanaa M. Zayed and Teodor Bulboac’a. Lemniscate Starlikeness and Convexity Conditions for Generalized
Bessel Functions. Bull. Malays. Math. Sci. Soc., 48(5):Paper No. 165, 2025.

E. D. Rainville. Special Functions. Chelsea Publishing Co., 1971.

L. J. Slater. Generalized Hypergeometric Functions. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1966.

Valeria Selinger. Geometric properties of normalized Bessel functions. Pure Math. Appl., 6(2-3):273-277,
1995.

Arpad Baricz and Saminathan Ponnusamy. Starlikeness and convexity of generalized Bessel functions. Integral
Transforms Spec. Funct., 21(9-10):641-653, 2010.

Roébert Széasz and Pal Aurel Kupédn. About the univalence of the Bessel functions. Stud. Univ. Babes-Bolyai
Maith., 54(1):127-132, 20009.

Arpéd Baricz. Geometric properties of generalized Bessel functions. Publ. Math. Debrecen, 73(1-2):155-178,
2008.

Arpéad Baricz. Generalized Bessel functions of the first kind, volume 1994 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics.
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2010.

S. Kanas, S. R. Mondal, and A. D. Mohammed. Relations between the generalized Bessel functions and the
Janowski class. Math. Inequal. Appl., 21(1):165-178, 2018.

Vibha Madaan, Ajay Kumar, and V. Ravichandran. Lemniscate convexity of generalized Bessel functions.
Studia Sci. Math. Hungar., 56(4):404-419, 2019.

Saiful R. Mondal and Mohammed Al Dhuain. Inclusion of the generalized Bessel functions in the Janowski
class. Int. J. Anal., pages Art. ID 4740819, 8, 2016.

Saiful R. Mondal and A. Swaminathan. Geometric properties of generalized Bessel functions. Bull. Malays.
Math. Sci. Soc. (2), 35(1):179-194, 2012.

Arpéd Baricz and Saminathan Ponnusamy. Starlikeness and convexity of generalized Bessel functions. Integral
Transforms Spec. Funct., 21(9-10):641-653, 2010.

Arpad Baricz and Rébert Szdsz. The radius of convexity of normalized Bessel functions of the first kind.
Anal. Appl. (Singap.), 12(5):485-509, 2014.

Arpsd Baricz. Geometric properties of generalized Bessel functions of complex order. Mathematica,
48(71)(1):13-18, 2006.

Saiful R. Mondal. On lemniscate starlikeness of the solution of general differential equations. Mathematics,
10(18):165-178, 2022.

Huda A. Al-Kharsani, Arpad Baricz, and Tibor K. Pogény. Starlikeness of a cross-product of Bessel functions.
J. Math. Inequal., 10(3):819-827, 2016.

Arpéd Baricz, Aniké Szakal, Rébert Szész, and Nihat Ya“gmur. Radii of starlikeness and convexity of a
product and cross-product of Bessel functions. Results Math., 73(2):Paper No. 62, 34, 2018.

Arpéd Baricz and Nihat Ya gmur. Radii of starlikeness and convexity of a cross-product of Bessel functions.
Ramanugjan J., 44(3):493-519, 2017.

Nihat Yagmur and Halit Orhan. Starlikeness and convexity of generalized Struve functions. Abstr. Appl.
Anal., pages Art. ID 954513, 6, 2013.

R. M. Ali, S. R. Mondal, and K. S. Nisar. Monotonicity properties of the generalized struve functions. Journal
of the Korean Mathematical Society, 54(2):575-598, 2017.

Halit Orhan and Nihat Yagmur. Geometric properties of generalized Struve functions. An. Stiint. Univ. Al.
I Cuza Iasi. Mat. (N.S.), 63(2):229-244, 2017.

S. Sarkar, S. Das, and S. R. Mondal. Geometric properties of normalized galué type struve function. Sym-
metry, 16(2):211, 2024.

Arpéd Baricz and Nihat Ya“gmur. Geometric properties of some Lommel and Struve functions. Ramanujan
J., 42(2):325-346, 2017.



21

[27] Arpéd Baricz, Erhan Deniz, and Nihat Ya”gmur. Close-to-convexity of normalized Dini functions. Math.
Nachr., 289(14-15):1721-1726, 2016.

[28] J. K. Prajapat. Geometric properties of the wright functions. Journal of Rajasthan Academy of Physical
Sciences, 15(1-2):63-71, 2016.

[29] S. Das and K. Mehrez. On geometric properties of the mittag-lefller and wright functions. Journal of the
Korean Mathematical Society, 58(4):949-965, 2021.

[30] Arpad Baricz and Anuja Prajapati. Radii of starlikeness and convexity of generalized Mittag-Lefller functions.
Math. Commun., 25(1):117-135, 2020.

[31] A. Baricz, D. K. Dimitrov, and I. Mezd. Radii of starlikeness and convexity of some g-bessel functions. Journal
of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 435(1):968-985, 2016.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, COLLAGE OF SCIENCE, KING FAISAL UNIVERSITY, AL-HASA
31982, HOFUF, SAUDI ARABIA



	1. Introduction
	2. Fundamental results
	3. Lemniscate starlike of analytic functions
	4. Lemniscate starlikeness of Special functions
	4.1. Example involving exponential function
	4.2. Example involving confluent hypergeometric functions
	4.3. Example involving Bessel functions
	4.4. Example involving cross-product of Bessel functions
	4.5. Example involving Struve functions
	4.6. Example of Error functions

	5. Conclusion
	Decleration
	Competing interests:
	Funding:
	Availability of data and materials:
	Author's contribution:

	References

