
SUBORDINATION INVOLVING GAUSS HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTION
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Abstract. The primary objective of this work is to obtain some sufficient conditions so that
normalized Gauss hypergeometric function satisfies exponential starlikeness and convexity in
the unit disk. Moreover, conditions on parameter of this function has been derived for being
Janowski convexity and starlikeness. Furthermore, some sufficient conditions are also obtained
so that Gauss hypergeometric function posses lemniscate starlikeness and convexity. Results
established in this work are presumably new and their significance is illustrated by several
consequences, graphical representations and examples.

1. Introduction and Motivation

In the last few years, generalized hypergeometric functions have sparked great interest among
researchers. Mainly used by L. de. Branges [4] in 1985 into the proof of Melin conjecture which
promted into the Bieberbach conjecture. A few year ago to this proof only some literature deals
with the univalent function theory for different kind of Gauss hypergeometric function, confluent
hypergeometric function, other generalized hypergeometric function like Bessel function, Struve
function, Lommel function using various methods. In [1, 2, 12–17], researchers derived several
require conditions on the parameters for these special functions lies on geometric characteristics
such as convexity, starlikeness, close-to-convexity and uniformly convex. In this article, various
sufficient conditions have been obtained on the involved parameters in Gauss hypergeometric
function F which satisfies geometric properties such as exponential starlikeness and convexity,
Janowski starlikeness and convexity, Lemniscate starlikeness and convexity.

Let A denote the normalized collection of analytic functions, which satisfy the condition
F ′(0)− 1 = F (0) = 0. A function F ∈ A which is univalent in the unit disk such that U = zF ′

F

or U = 1 + zF ′′

F ′ lies in the domain | logU | < 1 of the right half plane connected with the
exponential function. Subordination play an important character in defining these geometric
properties. If g and h are two analytic function in D = {z ∈ C : |z| < 1}, then g is subordinate
to h if there exists a Schwartz function l in D such that g = hol in D. It can be denoted as
g ≺ h if g(0) = h(0) and g(D) ⊆ h(D). The Class Pe contains analytic function p in D with
p(z) ≺ ez and p(0) = 1 for every z ∈ D. A function F ∈ A is called exponential convex (or

starlike) if 1 + zF ′′(z)
F ′(z) or zF ′(z)

F (z) belong to Pe. It is denoted as Ke and K∗
e . Ma and Minda [6]

introduced particular cases of subclass of starlike S∗ and convex function K∗. Mathematical
charecterization of S∗ and K∗ is defined as follows:

S∗ =

{
F ∈ A : ℜ

(
zF ′(z)

F (z)

)
> 0 for all z ∈ D

}
,

K =

{
F ∈ A : ℜ

(
1 +

zF ′′(z)

F ′(z)

)
> 0 ∀ z ∈ D

}
.

A function F ∈ A is lemniscate convex if 1 + zF ′′(z)
F ′(z) lie in bounded region by right half of

lemniscate of Bernouli {k : |k2 − 1 = 1}. In terms of subordination lemniscate starlike and

lemniscate convexity is defined as zF ′(z)
F (z) ≺

√
1 + z and 1 + zF ′′(z)

F (z) ≺
√
1 + z respectively. For

−1 ≤ D < C ≤ 1, suppose that P [C,D] be the class containing normalized analytic function
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2 A. KUMAR AND S. DAS

p(z) = 1 + c1(z) + · · · in D satisfying p(z) ≺ 1+Cz
1+Dz . For 0 ≤ β < 1, then P [1 − 2β,−1] is the

class of function 1+ c1(z)+ · · · holds ℜ(p(z)) > β in D. The class S∗[C,D] of Janowski Starlike

function [5] if F ∈ A satisfy zF ′(z)
F (z) ∈ P [C,D].

Assume w ̸= 0,−1,−2, · · · then function

F (u, v;w; z) =
∞∑
n=0

(u)n(v)n
(w)n

zn

n!

is said to be Gauss hypergeometric function is analytic in D and satisfy the differential equations
z(1− z)F ′′ + [w − (u+ v + 1)z]F ′ − uvF = 0. F holds some recurrence relation [8] as:

F (u, v;w; z) = F (v, u;w; z),

wF ′(u, v;w; z) = uvF (u+ 1, v + 1;w + 1; z),

F (u, v;w; z) = (1− z)w−u−vF (w − u,w − v;w; z).

The paper is systemized as follows. In Section 2, we have mentioned some useful lemmas,
which will be helpful to derive our key results. Section 3 discusses some sufficient conditions so
that the Gauss hypergeometric function possesses such as exponential starlikeness and convexity.
Moreover, some consequences, important remarks and graphical representations have been shown
in this section. In Section 4, we have considered normalized Gauss hypergeometric function for
which Janowski starlikeness and convexity have been discussed. Furthermore some sufficient
conditions are established in Section 5, so that this function belong lemniscate starlikeness and
convexity. Consequence and remarks related to this have also been shown in this section.

2. Useful Lemmas

Some Lemmas have been recollected in the below section, which will be useful to show our
main results.

Lemma 1. [10] Let Ω be a subset of C and the function ψ : C3 × D → C holds the condition

ψ(r, s, t : z) /∈ Ω whenever: s = meiθee
iθ
, r = ee

iθ
, ℜ((s+ t)e−iθe−eiθ) ≥ 0, θ ∈ [0, 2π), z ∈ D and

1 ≤ m. If q is an analytic function in D with q(0) = 1 and ψ(q(z), zq′(z), z2q′′(z); z) ∈ Ω for
z ∈ D, then q ∈ Pe.

It can be noted that the admissibility condition ψ(r, s, t; z) /∈ Ω is verified for all : s = meiθee
iθ
,

r = ee
iθ
, ℜ((s+ t)e−iθe−eiθ ≥ 0, θ ∈ [0, 2π), z ∈ D and 1 ≤ m.

Furthermore for ψ : C2×D → C the admissibility condition convert into ψ(ee
iθ
,meiθee

iθ
) /∈ Ω,

where z ∈ D, θ ∈ [0, 2π) and m ≥ 1.

Lemma 2. [8, 9] Suppose that Ω ⊂ C and ψ : C3 × D → C hold ψ(iρ, σ, µ + iv; z) /∈ Ω

when z ∈ D, ρ real σ ≤ −1+ρ2

2 and σ + µ ≤ 0. If q is analytic in D with q(0) = 1 and

ψ(q(z), zq′(z), z2q′′(z); z) ∈ Ω for z ∈ D, then ℜ(q(z)) > 0 in D.

In this case ψ : C2 × D → C, then the condition Lemma 2 convert into

ψ(iρ, σ; z) /∈ Ω for ρ real and σ ≤ −1+ρ2

2 .

Lemma 3. [7] Assume q in normalized class of analytic function with q(z) ̸= 1. Let Ω ∈ C
and ψ : C3 × D → C hold ψ(iρ, σ, µ + iv; z) /∈ Ω when z ∈ D, r =

√
2 cos 2θeiθ, s = me3iθ

2
√
2 cos 2θ

,

ℜ((s + t)e−3iθ) ≥ 3m2

8
√
2 cos 2θ

, m ≥ n ≥ 1 and −π
4 < θ < π

4 . If (q(z), zq′(z), z2q′′(z); z) ∈ D for

z ∈ D and ψ(q(z), zq′(z), z2q′′(z); z) ∈ Ω, z ∈ D then q(z) ≺
√
1 + z.

In this case ψ : C2 × D → C, the condition in Lemma 3, reduces to ψ(r, s; z) whenever

r =
√
2 cos 2θeiθ, s = me3iθ

2
√
2 cos 2θ

, m ≥ n ≥ 1 and −π
4 < θ < π

4 and z ∈ D.
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3. Exponential starlikeness and convexity of Gauss hypergeometric function

In this section some of main results related exponential starlikeness and convexity has been
discussed.

Theorem 1. Assume that the parameters u, v ∈ R, w ̸= 0,−1,−2, · · · be constrained and u,v
and w also fulfill the condition: 1

e (ℜ(w − 1− u− v))− |(u+ v − 1 + (u− 1)(v − 1))e| ≥ 0, then
F (u, v;w; z) ∈ Pe.

Proof. Let us assume a function q: D → C

q(z) =
w

uv
F ′(u, v;w; z).

Now, we claim that w
uvF

′(u, v;w; z) ∈ Pe. Since F (u, v;w; z) satisfy the differential equation
z(1− z)F ′′(u, v;w; z) + [w − (u+ v + 1)z]F ′(u, v;w; z)− uvF (u, v, ;w; z) = 0. Consequently,

z(1− z)F ′′′(z) + [w + 1− (u+ v + 3)z]F ′′ − (u+ v + 1 + uv)F ′(z)

= z(1− z)
uv

w
q′′(z) +

uv

w
[w + 1− (u+ v + 3)z]q′(z)− uv

w
(u+ v + 1 + uv)q(z) = 0. (3.1)

Now, multiplying both sides by z in (3.1), we have

(1− z)z2q′′(z) + [w + 1− (u+ v + 3)z]zq′(z)− (u+ v + 1 + uv)zq(z) = 0.

Further, we define another function ψ : C3 × D → C by :

ψ(r, s, t; z) = (1− z)t+ [w + 1− (u+ v + 3)z]s− (u+ v + uv + 1)zr = 0, (3.2)

and suppose Ω = 0, then differential equation (3.2) can be rewritten as:

ψ(q(z), zq′(z), z2q′′(z); z) = Ω.

To show that q(z) ≺ ez, we have to prove ψ(r, s, t; z) ̸= Ω, whenever s = meiθee
iθ
, r = ee

iθ
,

ℜ((s+ t)e−iθe−eiθ) ≥ 0 , θ ∈ [0, 2π), z ∈ D and 1 ≤ m taking into a account Lemma 1 and using
triangle inequality. We can observe that,

|ψ(r, s, t; z)| = |(1− z)(t+ s) + [w − (u+ v + 2)z]s− (u+ v + uv + 1)zr|

≥ |eeiθeiθ||(1− z)(t+ s)e−eiθe−iθ
+ [w − (u+ v + 2)z]m| − |(u+ v + uv + 1)zee

iθ |)

≥ ecos θ((1− x)ℜ((s+ t)e−iθe−eiθ) + ℜ(w − (u+ v + 2)z)m)− |(u+ v + uv + 1)e)|

≥ 1

e
(ℜ(w − (u+ v + 2)z))− |(u+ v + uv + 1)e|. (3.3)

Since, ℜ(z) < 1 and 1
e (ℜ(w − 2− u− v))− |(u+ v + uv + 1)e| ≥ 0, (3.3) yields

|ψ(r, s, t; z)| > 1

e
(ℜ(w − 2− u− v))− |(u+ v + uv + 1)e| ≥ 0. (3.4)

This shows that |ψ(r, s, t; z)| > 0, hence q(z) ≺ ez for all z ∈ D. Therefore we have proved that
w
uvF

′(u, v;w; z) ∈ Pe under the given hypothesis. Using relation w
uvF

′(w, u; v; z) = F (w+ 1, u+

1; v + 1; z), one can get F (u, v;w; z) ∈ Pe under the requirement 1
e (ℜ(w − 1 − u − v)) − |(u +

v − 1 + (u− 1)(v − 1))e| ≥ 0. This completes the proof of the theorem. □

Example 1. F (−2, 1, 5) and F (−2, 1, 3) ∈ Pe

In the below theorem sufficient condition on parameter u, v and w have been established such
that Gauss hypergeometric function F (u, v;w; z) is exponential convex.

Theorem 2. Suppose that the parameters u, v ∈ R and w ̸= 0,−1,−2,−3, · · · be constrained
and u,v;w also hold the condition :

ℜ
(
w − 2

e

)
− |uv| − |u+ v||e| − |1− w| > 0, (3.5)
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Figure 1. For u = −2, v = 1, w = 5
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Figure 2. For u = −2, v = 1, w = 3

then the function ∆(u, v;w; z) ∈ Ke.

Proof. Let ∆(u, v;w; z) = (F (u, v;w; z)− 1) w
uv and define a function p : D −→ C as:

p(z) = 1 +
z∆′′(u, v;w; z)

∆′(u, v;w; z)
= 1 +

zF ′′(u, v;w; z)

F ′(u, v;w; z)
. (3.6)

Assume that F ′(u, v;w; z) ̸= 0 and since F (u, v;w; z) satisfy the differential equation z(1 −
z)F ′′(u, v;w; z) + [w − (u+ v + 1)z]F ′(u, v;w; z)− uvF (u, v, ;w; z) = 0.
Differentiation both sides, we get

z(1− z)F ′′′(u, v;w; z) + (1− 2z)F ′′(u, v;w; z) + [w − (u+ v + 1)z]F ′′(u, v;w; z)

− (u+ v + 1 + uv)F ′(u, v;w; z) = 0. (3.7)
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Dividing both sides by F ′(u, v;w; z) and multiplying by z in (3.7), we have

z2(1− z)
F ′′′(u, v;w; z)

F ′(u, v;w; z)
+ (1− 2z)

zF ′′(u, v;w; z)

F ′(u, v;w; z)
+ [w − (u+ v + 1)z]

zF ′′(u, v;w; z)

F ′(u, v;w; z)

− (u+ v + 1 + uv)z = 0. (3.8)

By derivative of the equation (3.6) (p(z)− 1)F ′(u, v;w; z) = zF ′′(u, v;w; z), we obtain

(p(z)− 1)F ′′(u, v;w; z) + p′(z)F ′(u, v;w; z) = zF ′′′(u, v;w; z) + F ′′(u, v;w; z)

and (q(z)− 1)
zF ′′(u, v;w; z)

F ′(u, v;w; z)
+ zp′(z) = z2

F ′′′(u, v;w; z)

F ′(u, v;w; z)
+
zF ′′(u, v;w; z)

F ′(u, v;w; z)
.

So that,

(q(z)− 1)2 − (q(z)− 1) + zq′(z) = z2
F ′′′(u, v;w; z)

F ′(u, v;w; z)
.

Now, substituting all the values in (3.8), q(z) satisfies the first order differential equation

(1− z)((q(z)− 1)2 − (q(z)− 1) + zq′(z)) + (1− 2z)(q(z)− 1) + [w − (u+ v + 1)z](q(z)− 1)

− (u+ v + 1 + uv)z

= (1− z)(q2(z)− 3q(z) + 2 + zq′(z)) + (1− 2z)(q(z)− 1) + [w − (u+ v + 1)z](q(z)− 1)

− (u+ v + 1 + uv)z

= (1− z)zq′(z) + (1− z)q2(z) + (w − 2− (u+ v)z)q(z) + (1− w − uvz) = 0. (3.9)

The above equation is also satisfies for z = 0. Further we define a function ψ : C2 ×D → C by :

ψ(r, s; z) = (1− z)s+ (1− z)r2 + (w − 2− (u+ v)z)r + (1− w − uvz) = 0

and suppose Ω = 0, then differential equation (3.9) can be rewritten as:

ψ(q(z), zq′(z), z) = Ω.

Now, we can observe that for s = meiθee
iθ
, r = ee

iθ
, θ ∈ [0, 2π), z ∈ D and m ≥ 1, we have

|ψ(r, s; z)| = |(s+ r2) + (w − 2)r + (1− w)− (s+ r2)z − (u+ v)zr − uvz|
≥ |(w − 2)r + (1− z)(s+ r2)| − |z||uv| − |u+ v||rz| − |1− w|
≥ ℜ((w − 2)r) + ℜ(1− z)(s+ r2)− |uv| − |u+ v||e| − |1− w|

≥ ℜ
(
w − 2

e

)
+ (1− x)ℜ(s+ r2)− |uv| − |u+ v||v| − |1− w|

≥ ℜ
(
w − 2

e

)
− |uv| − |u+ v||e| − |1− w|, θ ∈ [0, 2π). (3.10)

Now, by using (3.10) and above conditions

|ψ(r, s, ; z)| ≥ ℜ
(
w − 2

e

)
− |uv| − |u+ v||e| − |1− w| > 0.

whenever given hypothesis (3.5) holds, ψ(r, s; z) > 0. Therefore, by Lemma 1, ∆(u, v;w; z) =
(F (u, v;w; z)− 1) w

uv ∈ Ke. □

Applying the duality theorem between two classes Pe and Ke, which state as : F ∈ Ke if and
only if zF ′ ∈ Pe. we have the property wF ′(u, v;w; z) = uvF (u + 1, v + 1;w + 1; z), sufficient
conditions for zF (u, v;w; z) is exponential starlike can be obtained.

Corollary 1. Let the parameters u, v ∈ R and w ̸= 0,−1,−2,−3, · · · be constrained and u,v
and w satisfy the condition :
ℜ(w−3

e )− |(u− 1)(v− 1)| − |u+ v− 2||e| − |2−w| > 0, then the function zF (u, v;w; z) ∈ P∗
e or

zF (u, v;w; z) is exponential starlike function.
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In the next section, we have obtained sufficient conditions such that Gauss hypergeometric
function ϕ(u, v;w; z) belong to Janowski convexity. Further we will show that zϕ(u, v;w; z)
belong to Janowski starlikeness S∗[C,D].

4. Janowski starlikeness and convexity of Gauss hypergeometric function

Theorem 3. Let parameters u, v and w ̸= 0,−1,−2, · · · be constrained such that it satisfy the
conditions for −1 ≤ D < C ≤ 1,

1 + C −D + f(1 +D)

−
∣∣∣∣1 + C −D + (c+ d+ 2)(1 +D) +

(u+ v + uv + 1)(D + 1)2

C −D

∣∣∣∣ > 0, (4.1)

further

(2 +
w(1 +D)

2
+
w(D − 1)

2
−
(
(D − C)− (u+ v + 2)D +

(u+ v + uv + 1)(1−D2)

D − C

)2

)

2(

(
(D − C)− (u+ v + 2)D − (u+ v + uv + 1)(1−D2)

C −D

)2

)+

(
(u+ v + uv + 1)

2(C −D)
(1−D)2 − 1− (u+ v + 2)(1 +D)

2
− (u+ v + uv + 1)(D + 1)2

2(D − C)
+(

−1− [(u+ v + 2)]

2
(D − 1)

)
)2 ≥ 0, (4.2)

whenever,(
(u+ v + uv + 1)

2(C −D)
(1−D)2 − 1− (u+ v + 2)(1 +D)

2
− (u+ v + uv + 1)(D + 1)2

2(C −D)

)
+

(
−1− [(u+ v + 2)]

2
(D − 1)

)
≥
(
(D − C)− (u+ v + 2)D − (u+ v + uv + 1)(1−D2)

C −D

)2

. (4.3)

another inequality

2

((
(D − C)− (u+ v + 2)D − (u+ v + uv + 1)(1−D2)

C −D

)2
)
+(

(u+ v + uv + 1)

2(D − C)
(1−D)2 − 1− (u+ v + 2)(1 +D)

2
− (u+ v + uv + 1)(D + 1)2

2(C −D)

)
+

(
−1− [(u+ v + 2)]

2
(D − 1)

)
≥ 0, (4.4)

whenever(
(u+ v + uv + 1)

2(C −D)
(1−D)2 − 1− (u+ v + 2)(1 +D)

2
− (u+ v + uv + 1)(D + 1)2

2(D − C)

)
+

(
−1− [(u+ v + 2)]

2
(D − 1)

)
≤
(
(D − C)− (u+ v + 2)D − (u+ v + uv + 1)(1−D2)

C −D

)2

. (4.5)

If 0 /∈ ϕ′((D)) and 0 /∈ ϕ′′((D)), then

1 + z
ϕ′′(z)

ϕ′(z)
≺ 1 + Cz

1−Dz
.
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Proof. We define a function q : D → C

q(z) =
(C −D)ϕ′(z) + (1−D)zϕ′′(z)

(C −D)ϕ′(z)− (1 +D)zϕ′′(z)
,

Then

zϕ′′(z)

ϕ′(z)
=

(C −D)(q(z)− 1)

(q(z) + 1) +D(q(z)− 1)
.

Taking logarithmic derivative both sides,

1

z
+
ϕ′′′(z)

ϕ′′(z)
− ϕ′′(z)

ϕ′(z)
=

q′(z)

q(z)− 1
− q′(z)(D + 1)

(q(z) + 1) +D(q(z)− 1)

= 1 +
zϕ′′′(z)

ϕ′′(z)
− zϕ′′(z)

ϕ′(z)
=

zq′(z)

q(z)− 1
− zq′(z)(D + 1)

(q(z) + 1) +D(q(z)− 1)
. (4.6)

From (4.6), we get

zϕ′′′(z)

ϕ′′(z)
=

2zq′(z)

(q(z)− 1)((q(z) + 1) +D(q(z)− 1))
− 1 +

zϕ′′(z)

ϕ′(z)
or,

zϕ′′′(z)

ϕ′′(z)

zϕ′′(z)

ϕ′(z)
=

2(C −D)(q(z)− 1)zq′(z)

(q(z)− 1)((q(z) + 1) +D(q(z)− 1))2
− (C −D)(q(z)− 1)

(q(z) + 1) +D(q(z)− 1)

+
(C −D)2(q(z)− 1)2

((q(z) + 1) +D(q(z)− 1))2
.
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Differentiating both sides the differential equation z(1−z)ϕ′′(u, v;w; z)+[w−(u+v+1)z]ϕ′(u, v;w; z)−
uvϕ(u, v;w; z) = 0 and followed by dividing by ϕ′(z) and multiplying z, we have

(1− 2z)ϕ′′(z) + z(1− z)ϕ′′′(z) + [w − (u+ v + 1)z]ϕ′′(z)− (u+ v + 1)ϕ′(z)− uvϕ′(z)

= z(1− z)
zϕ′′′(z)

ϕ′(z)
+ [w + 1− (u+ v + 3)z]

zϕ′′(z)

ϕ′(z)
− (u+ v + uv + 1)z

= (1− z)
zϕ′′′(z)

ϕ′′(z)

zϕ′′(z)

ϕ′(z)
+ [w + 1− (u+ v + 3)z]

zϕ′′(z)

ϕ′(z)
− (u+ v + uv + 1)z

= (1− z)(
2(C −D)(q(z)− 1)zq′(z)

(q(z)− 1)((q(z) + 1) +B(q(z)− 1))2
− (D − C)(q(z)− 1)

(q(z) + 1) +D(q(z)− 1)

+
(C −D)2(q(z)− 1)2

((q(z) + 1) +D(q(z)− 1)2
) + [1 + w − (w + u+ 3)z]

(C −D)(q(z)− 1)

(q(z) + 1) +D(q(z)− 1)

− (u+ v + uv + 1)z

=
2(C −D)(1− z)zq′(z)

(q(z) + 1) +D(q(z)− 1))2
+

(C −D)2(1− z)(q(z)− 1)2

(q(z) + 1) +D(Q(z)− 1))2
− (u+ v + uv + 1)z

+ [w − (u+ v + 2)z]
(C −D)(q(z)− 1)

(q(z) + 1) +D(q(z)− 1)

= (1− z)zq′(z) +
(C −D)

2
(1− z)(q(z)2 + 1− 2q(z)) +

w − (u+ v + 2)z

2
((q(z))2 − 1

+D((q(z))2 + 1− 2q(z))− (u+ v + uv + 1)z

2(C −D)
(q(z)2(D + 1)2 + (1−D)2 + 2q(z)(1−D2))

= (1− z)zq′(z)

+

(
C −D

2
(1− z) +

[w − (u+ v + 2)z]

2
(1 +D)− (u+ v + uv + 1)

2(C −D)
z(1 +D)2

)
q(z)2

+

[
(C −D)(z − 1)− [w − (u+ v + 2)z]D − u+ v + uv + 1

C −D
(1−D2)z

]
q(z)

+
C −D

2
(1− z) +

[w − (u+ v + 2)z]

2
(D − 1)− (u+ v + uv + 1)

2(C −D)
z(1−D)2 = 0. (4.7)

Let us consider a function ψ(q(z), zq′(z); z) = F1zq
′(z)+F2(q(z))

2+F3q(z)+F4, where F1 = 1−z,

F2 =

(
C −D

2
(1− z) +

[w − (u+ v + 2)z]

2
(1 +D)− (u+ v + uv + 1)

2(C −D)
z(1 +D)2

)
,

F3 =

[
(C −D)(z − 1)− [w − (u+ v + 2)z]D − u+ v + uv + 1

C −D
(1−D2)z

]
,

F4 =
C −D

2
(1− z) +

[w − (u+ v + 2)z]

2
(D − 1)− (u+ v + uv + 1)

2(C −D)
z(1−D)2.

With the help of (4.7), Ω = 0 imply that ψ(q(z), zq′(z); z) ∈ Ω. Assume that G1 = ℜ(F1) = 1−x,
G2 =

ℜ(F2) =
C −D

2
(1− x) +

w(1 +D)

2
− (u+ v + 2)x(1 +D)

2
− (u+ v + uv + 1)x(D + 1)2

2(C −D)
,

G3 = ℜ(iF3) = (C −D)(−y) + (u+ v + 2)(−y)D +
(u+ v + uv + 1)(1−D2)

C −D
y,

G4 =
C −D

2
(1− x) +

[w − (u+ v + 2)x]

2
(D − 1)− (u+ v + uv + 1)

2(C −D)
x(1−D)2.
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For σ ≤ − (1+ρ2)
2 , ρ ∈ R.

ℜψ(iρ, σ; z) = G1σ +G2(iρ)
2 +G3ρ+G4

= G1σ −G2(ρ)
2 +G3ρ+G4

≤ G1

(
−(1 + ρ2)

2

)
−G2ρ

2 +G3ρ+G4

≤ −G1

2
− G1ρ

2

2
−G2ρ

2 +G3ρ+G4

=
−G1 −G1ρ

2 − 2G2ρ
2 + 2G3ρ+ 2G4

2

=
−1

2
[(G1 + 2G2)ρ

2 − 2G3ρ+G1 − 2G4] = Q(ρ).

By given hypothesis (4.1) (G1+2G2) > 0, Q(ρ) has maximum value at ρ = G3
G1+2G2

. Now finding

value of Q(ρ) at ρ = G3
G1+2G2

, for all ρ, |x|, |y| < 1, we have

Q(ρ) =
−1

2
[(G1 + 2G2)

(
G3

G1 + 2G2

)2

− 2G3

(
G3

G1 + 2G2

)
− 2G4 +G1] < 0

=
−1

2

[
−(G3)

2

G1 + 2G2
− 2G4 +G1

]
≤ 0

=
G2

3

G1 + 2G2
≤ G1 − 2G4

= G2
3 ≤ (G1 + 2G2)(G1 − 2G4).

For |x| < 1, |y| < 1 and y2 < 1− x2 for above inequality, we have to prove

((C −D)(−y) + (u+ v + 2)(−y)D +
(u+ v + uv + 1)(1−D2)

C −D
y)2

≤ (1− x+ 2(
C −D

2
(1− x) +

w(1 +D)

2
− (u+ v + 2)x(1 +D)

2

− (u+ v + uv + 1)x(D + 1)2

2(C −D)
)(1− x− 2(

C −D

2
(1− x)

+
[w − (u+ v + 2)x]

2
(D − 1)− (u+ v + uv + 1)

2(C −D)
x(1−D)2)

=⇒ ((D − C)− (u+ v + 2)D +
(u+ v + uv + 1)(1−D2)

C −D
)2(1− x2)

≤ (1− x+ 2(
C −D

2
(1− x) +

w(1 +D)

2
− (u+ v + 2)x(1 +D)

2

− (u+ v + uv + 1)x(D + 1)2

2(C −D)
))(1− x− 2(

C −D

2
(1− x)

+
[w − (u+ v + 2)x]

2
(D − 1)− (u+ v + uv + 1)

2(C −D)
x(1−D)2)).



10 A. KUMAR AND S. DAS

The above inequality yields
H(x) = h1(C,D,O)x2 + h2(C,D,O)x+ h3(C,D,O) ≥ 0, where

h1(C,D,O) =

(
(D − C)− (u+ v + 2)D − (u+ v + uv + 1)(1−D2)

D − C

)2

,

h2(C,D,O)

=

(
(u+ v + uv + 1)

2(C −D)
(1−D)2 − 1− (u+ v + 2)(1 +D)

2
− (u+ v + uv + 1)(D + 1)2

2(C −D)

)
+

(
−1− [(u+ v + 2)]

2
(D − 1)

)
,

h3(C,D,O) = 2 +
w(1 +D)

2
+
w(D − 1)

2

−
(
(D − C)− (u+ v + 2)D +

(u+ v + uv + 1)(1−D2)

C −D

)2

.

To obtain (4.1), in first case (4.3) holds. Then |−h2
2h1

| = |ρ| ≤ 1 and therefore H ′(x) = 0

at x = ρ ∈ (−1, 1). Since H ′′(x) > 0, then minimum value at x = −h2
2h1

and from (4.2) it

satisfies that H(x) ≥ H(ρ) = h3 − h2
2

2h1
≥ 0. Now, let (4.5) be hold. In this case |ρ| ≥ 1

and H ′(x) = 2h1(x) + h2 ≤ 2h1 + h2 ≤ 0 equivalent to (4.4), H(x) is decreasing. Hence
H(x) ≥ H(1) = h1 + h2 + h3 ≥ 0. By help of Lemma 2, ℜ(p(z)) > 0, it is equivalent to

q(z) =
(C −D)ϕ′(z) + (1−D)zϕ′′(z)

(C −D)ϕ′(z)− (1 +D)zϕ′′(z)
≺ 1 + z

1− z
.

Using definition of subordination, ∃ a self-map l(z) such that l(0) = 0 and

q(z) =
(C −D)ϕ′(z) + (1−D)zϕ′′(z)

(C −D)ϕ′(z)− (1 +D)zϕ′′(z)
=

1 + l(z)

1− l(z)
.

After simplifying above equation, we get

1 + z
ϕ′′(z)

ϕ′(z)
=

1 + Cl(z)

1−Dl(z)

and therefore

1 + z
ϕ′′(z)

ϕ′(z)
≺ 1 + Cz

1−Dz
.

Let us consider the relation, we have

z(zϕ(u, v;w; z))′

zϕ(u, v;w; z)
= 1 + z

ϕ′′(u− 1, v − 1;w − 1; z)

ϕ′(u− 1, v − 1;w − 1; z)
.

Simultaneously with the Theorem 3, yields the following theorem as zϕ(u, v;w; z) ∈ S∗[C,D].
□

In next section, we have obtained sufficient condition such that Gauss hypergeometric function
belong to lemniscate starlike and convex.

5. Lemniscate convexity and starlikeness of Gauss hypergeometric function

Theorem 4. If the parameters u, v ∈ R, w ̸= 0,−1,−2 . . . and ℜ(1−w)− |uv| − |u+ v||
√
2| −

|(w − 2)
√
2| > 0, then F (z) is lemniscate convex in D.

Proof. Let us consider a function p : D → C

q(z) = 1 +
zF ′′(z)

F ′(z)
.
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Its clear that F (z) is univalent in D and F ′(z) ̸= 0 for all z ∈ D. Therefore the function q(z) is
analytic in D and q(0) = 1. Since F (z) satisfy the differential equation z(1− z)F ′′(u, v;w; z) +
[w− (u+ v+1)z]F ′(u, v;w; z)− uvF (u, v;w; z) = 0, q(z) satisfy the below equation by proof of
the Theorem 2

z(1− z)q′(z) + (w − 2− (u+ v)z)q(z) + (1− z)q2(z) + 1− w − uvz = 0.

Let Ω = 0 then ψ(q(z), zq′(z); z) ∈ Ω for all z ∈ D. Suppose that a function ψ defined as:
ψ : C2 × D → C such that

ψ(r, s; z) = (1− z)s+ (w − 2− (u+ v)z)r + (1− z)r2 + 1− w − uvz = 0.

For r =
√
2 cos 2θeiθ, s = me3iθ

2
√
2 cos 2θ

, m ≥ n ≥ 1 for −π
4 < θ < π

4 by Lemma 3, we have

|ψ(r, s; z)| = |(s+ r2) + (w − 2− (u+ v)z)r − z(s+ r2) + 1− w − uvz|
≥ |(1− w) + (1− z)(s+ r2)| − |z||uv| − |u+ v||rz| − |(w − 2)r|

≥ ℜ(1− w) + ℜ(1− z)(s+ r2)− |uv| − |u+ v||
√
2| − |w − 2|r|

≥ ℜ(1− w) + (1− x)ℜ(s+ r2)− |uv| − |u+ v||
√
2| − |(w − 2)

√
2|

≥ ℜ(1− w)− |uv| − |u+ v||
√
2| − |(w − 2)

√
2|.

=⇒ F (z) ≺
√
1 + z.

Under the given hypothesis proof of this theorem readily follow. □

Applying the result, which state as: F is lemniscate convex imply that zF ′ is lemniscate
starlike. we have the property wF ′(u, v;w; z) = uvF (u+ 1, v+ 1;w+ 1; z), sufficient conditions
for zF (u, v;w; z) is lemniscate starlike can be obtained.

Corollary 2. Let the parameters u, v ∈ R and w ̸= 0,−1,−2,−3, · · · be constrained and u,v
and w satisfy the condition :
ℜ(2−w)− |(u− 1)(v − 1)| − |u+ v − 2||

√
2| − |(w− 2)

√
2| > 0, then the function zF (u, v;w; z)

is lemniscate starlike function.

6. conclusion

The Investigation successfully established new and significant conditions for the normalized
Gauss hypergeometric function, determining its geometric properties concerning exponential
starlikeness, convexity, Janowski convexity, and starlikeness based on specific parameter values.
The findings also extended to include lemniscate starlikeness and convexity using subordina-
tion. The implications of these results were highlighted through various consequences, graphical
representations, and illustrative examples, underscoring the importance and novelty of these
established conditions. These contributions add valuable insights to the understanding of the
Gauss hypergeometric function’s behavior within the unit disk, enriching the field of mathemat-
ical analysis.
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