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Abstract

In this paper, motivated by the modified Tremblay fractional differential operator and the
normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland function, we introduce the generalized Bessel-
Maitland-Tremblay function via the Hadamard product transformation. This construction
established an integrated framework that connects fractional calculus with geometric
function theory. By utilizing estimates for the gamma and digamma functions together
with monotonicity properties of the associated coefficient sequences, we establish sufficient
conditions under which the proposed function belongs to various important subclasses of
normalized analytic functions. In particular, criteria are obtained for uniform convexity,
starlikeness and convexity of order §, v-uniform starlikeness, and v-uniform convexity, as
well as exponential starlikeness, exponential convexity, and lemniscate-type conditions.
Several special cases are shown to recover previously known results for the normalized
generalized Bessel-Maitland function and the identity mapping. Graphical analysis and
numerical examples are presented to show the geometric behavior of the proposed function
and to verify the theoretical findings.

Keywords: analytic and univalent functions; generalized Bessel-Maitland function;
uniformly convex functions; uniformly starlike functions; Tremblay fractional differen-
tial operator; Hadamard product; v-uniformly convex functions; fractional calculus; v-
uniformly starlike functions

MSC: 34D20; 34D23

1. Introduction
Let D denote the open unit disk

D={weC:|wl <1}.

Let A denote the family of normalized analytic functions (AFs) f : D — C of the form

flw)=w+ Z a,w”, weD, 1)
n=2
where a,, € C for every n > 2. The family A serves as the standard framework for studying
normalized univalent functions in geometric function theory. Among its most widely
investigated subclasses are the families of starlike and convex functions.
A function f € A is said to belong to the class of starlike functions of order B, denoted
by S*(B), where 0 < B < 1, if
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WW())
Re > w € D. 2
() >+ @
Likewise, f € A will be in the class of convex functions of order B, denoted by

K(B), whenever
f%))

Re( 1+ > w € D. 3
(1) > o

An important relationship between the above subclasses is

fek(P) < wf(w)eS(p) 4

Moreover, a function f € A is in the class of close-to-convex function of order o and type
B if there exists a function ¢ € $*(B) such that

!
MC”@”)>a 0<o<1. )
8(w)
Similarly, f € A is called quasi-convex of order o if there exists a function g € k()
for which
/ /
Re M > 0, w € D. 6)
g'(w)

Further details on these subclasses and their geometric characteristics may be found
n [1-3].
A function f € Ais in the class of uniformly starlike functions, denoted by ST, if

Jef @) |ef @)
R{ flw) }> flw)

The class UST was introduced by Goodman [4].
A function f € Ais in the class of uniformly convex functions (see [5]), denoted by

Uucy, if
N
w1 ) > [P
Equivalently,

uev = {s e asme(1+ < ) > (<0

A noteworthy extension of the classical starlike and convex function classes was pro-

, weD. )

, web. (8)

, wED}. 9)

posed by Kanas and Wisniowska [6] through the introduction of the families of v-uniformly
starlike and v-uniformly convex functions. These classes are associated with conic domains
and provide a unified framework that includes many well-known subclasses of class S.
Their analytic descriptions are stated as follows.

A function f € A is in the class v-U/C)V, where v > 0, whenever

(12 @ @)Y [wf"()
w1 ) >
Similarly, f € A belongs to the class v—-S7T if
(@ @) [wf (@)
() >

,  weD. (10)

-1, weD. (11)
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Special functions have a fundamental role in geometric function theory (GFT) owing to
their rich analytic structure and their close connections with differential equations, integral
transforms, fractional calculus, and mathematical physics. From these, generalized hyperge-
ometric functions constitute one of the most important families. Their importance increased
considerably following the resolution of the Bieberbach conjecture, which stimulated
extensive research on their geometric behavior. In particular, Balasubramanian et al. [7]
analyzed convexity-preserving integral transforms associated with hypergeometric func-
tions, while Miller and Mocanu [8] developed fundamental univalence criteria for the
hypergeometric-type special functions by means of differential subordination techniques.
Ponnusamy and Renning [9] studied convolution properties and geometric characteristics
of hypergeometric functions, whereas Ponnusamy et al. [10] derived sufficient conditions
for the subclasses S* and C by these functions. More recently, considerable attention has
shifted from classical hypergeometric functions to Mittag—Leffler-type functions and their
several generalizations, due to their fundamental role in fractional calculus, fractional
differential equations, and GFT. Recently, Alenazi and Mehrez [11] established new geomet-
ric criteria for subclasses of analytic functions by using a generalized Mittag-Leffler-type
special function, including various inclusion and univalence results. Tasar et al. [12] in-
troduced convolution operators involving the Mittag—Leffler function to study harmonic
starlike function classes and derived various geometric characterizations. More recently,
Abubaker et al. [13] employed fractional integral operators related with the four-parameter
Mittag-Leffler function to investigate a new criteria for the geometric properties like starlike-
ness, convexity, and close-to-convexity by means of differential subordination techniques.
Furthermore, Matarneh et al. [14] investigated normalized Le Roy-type g-Mittag—Leffler
functions and established close-to-convexity criteria, partial sum estimates, and several
coefficient inequalities. More recently, research on geometric function theory has expanded
to several new families of special functions beyond the classical hypergeometric and Mittag—
Leffler functions. Al-Shaikh et al. [15] introduced a normalized Euler-polynomial function
and established sufficient conditions for its univalence, and geometric properties by em-
ploying coefficient monotonicity, Fejér-type inequalities, and classical geometric criteria.
Furthermore, Khan and AbaOud [16] investigated the generalized Marcum Q-function
related with Janowski functions and derived several new geometric results involving coef-
ficient estimates, inclusion relations, and harmonic mappings associated with Janowski do-
mains. These recent developments demonstrate that normalized special functions continue
to provide a fertile framework for constructing new subclasses of analytic and harmonic
functions and for investigating their geometric behavior. Motivated by these advances, the
present work introduces a normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland-Tremblay function and
investigates its geometric properties through the interaction of generalized Bessel-Maitland
functions and fractional differential operators.

Another important family of special functions is the Bessel-Maitland family, which is
closely related to generalized hypergeometric functions, Mittag-Leffler functions, fractional
calculus, and fractional differential equations. The function

TP (w) =Wpei(—w), p>0, x>-1, (12)

is known as the Bessel-Maitland (BM) function or generalized Bessel function [17]. It
admits the series representation

[e ] )i’l

A natural generalization of Equation (13) is the generalized Bessel-Maitland function
defined by
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o n
12 (@) :,;]n!r(p(ni)xﬂ)wn’ FeC\{0}, p>0, k>-1, weD. (14)
This function has attracted increasing attention because of its applications in fractional
calculus, integral transforms, and mathematical physics. For example, Albayrak et al. [18]
introduced an integral transform whose kernel is given by the generalized BM function
and studied its analytical properties and applications. Zayed [19] later developed another
approach to the generalized Bessel-Maitland function and obtained further properties
and applications. These developments motivate the study of geometric characteristics of
generalized BM function through fractional differential operators, particularly in connection
with normalized analytic functions and subclasses defined by starlikeness, convexity,
uniform convexity, exponential starlikeness, and lemniscate-type conditions.

1.1. Fractional Calculus

Fractional calculus has become an indispensable tool in modern mathematical analysis
because of its ability to model nonlocal phenomena, hereditary properties, and memory-
dependent processes. Beyond its classical applications to fractional differential equations,
mathematical physics, and engineering, fractional differential operators have recently at-
tracted considerable attention in geometric function theory, where they provide effective
tools for studying subclasses of analytic and univalent functions through coefficient esti-
mates, convolution theory, differential subordinations, superordinations, and admissibility
conditions. Comprehensive treatments of the theory of fractional calculus and the classical
Riemann-Liouville operators may be found in the monographs of Srivastava and Owa [20],
Podlubny [21], Tarasov [22], and Baleanu et al. [23].

Among the fractional differential operators used in GFT, the Tremblay fractional
differential operator occupies a prominent position. Originally introduced by Tremblay [24]
through the Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative, thereafter, Ibrahim and Jahangiri [25]
demonstrated its effectiveness in deriving geometric properties of AFs. Later, Esa et al. [26]
proposed a modified complex Tremblay operator and investigated its applications to
analytic function classes, while Srivastava et al. [27] employed the Tremblay operator to
establish Faber polynomial coefficient estimates for bi-univalent functions, (see for more
details [28-30]).

Recent research has further explained the growing importance of fractional operators
in geometric function theory. Khan et al. [31] used fractional differential operators to obtain
a new family of uniformly g-starlike functions together with coefficient estimates and inclu-
sion relations. Alsoboh and Galib [32] introduced a g-analogue of the modified Tremblay
fractional derivative operator and investigated growth, distortion, convolution, and radius
results for the associated analytic function classes. The majorization problems of various
subclasses of analytic functions connected with the modified Tremblay fractional opera-
tor were investigated by Mohan and Venkataraman [33], while Abdulnaby and Ali [34]
developed new applications of generalized Tremblay fractional differential operators for
various subclasses of analytic functions. Recent investigations have further studied the
applications of the Tremblay fractional derivative operator in GFT. In particular, Tayyah and
Atshan [35] proposed new subclasses of bi-Bazilevi¢ and bi-pseudo-starlike functions, while
Tayyah, Atshan, and Yalgin [36] established third-order subordination and superordination
principles for p-valent analytic functions associated with fractional differential operators.
These developments clearly demonstrated that fractional differential operators continue
to provide a fruitful framework for defining new family of AFs and investigating their
geometric behavior. Motivated by these recent advances, the present paper introduces a
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normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland-Tremblay function and investigates its geometric
properties by combining the modified Tremblay fractional differential operator with the
generalized Bessel-Maitland function through the Hadamard product.

Definition 1. The Riemann—Liouville fractional integral of order & is defined by

. 1 w
Ib _ / _ m\o—1 d
flw) = g7 ) =07 @)
where f is analytic in a domain simply connected containing the origin, and § > 0.

Definition 2. Let 0 < § < 1. The Riemann—Liouville fractional derivative of order § is defined by

D(Sf() 1— dw/

More generally, if m € Ny, then

D" f(w) = (D f(w)).

dw™

Motivated by the above developments, we recall the definition of the modified Trem-
blay fractional differential operator.

Definition 3. Let
0<t<l, 0<u<l, 0<pu—7t<L

The normalized modified Tremblay fractional differential operator is defined by

I(t+1)
I'(p+1)
where the operator DV~ 7 is interpreted as the Riemann—Liouville fractional derivative of order
u — T, following the formulation in [25,26].

Turf (@) = W DR (W (W), (15)

Applying Equation (15) to the Taylor expansion of f € A yields

Ty f(w) = ; FE’; 1 Z; ", (16)

Using the Pochhammer symbol

I'(a+n)

O
the above expansion may be rewritten as
- (P‘ + 1)71—1 n
Tuef(w )—w+1§2(7+1n71anw. (17)

Clearly,
Tiif(w) = f(w),

which shows that the normalized modified Tremblay operator reduces to the identity operator.
Furthermore, choosing y = 7 + 1 gives

Tenef (@) = = (Tf(@) + wf' (@), (18)
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which coincides with the modified Tremblay operator introduced by Esa et al. [26].
The operator T, ; satisfies the following recurrence relations (see [37]):

w(‘E%Tf(w))/ =(p+D)Tf(0) = pTuf(w), (19)
and
(T f(@)) = (T+ D Tprf(w) =TTy ei1f(w). (20)

Motivated by recent advances in generalized Bessel-Maitland functions, modified
Tremblay fractional differential operators, and their applications in geometric function
theory, this work addresses an existing gap in the literature. Although these two concepts
have been studied extensively and have produced significant results in coefficient estimates,
differential subordinations, and geometric properties of analytic functions, their combined
effect has not yet been investigated. To fill this gap, we introduce a new normalized
generalized Bessel-Maitland—Tremblay function via the Hadamard product of the modified
Tremblay fractional differential operator and the generalized Bessel-Maitland function.
Sufficient conditions are then established for this function to belong to the classes of
uniformly convex, starlike, convex, v-uniformly starlike, v-uniformly convex, exponential
starlike, exponential convex, Bernoulli lemniscate starlike, and Bernoulli lemniscate convex
functions. The theoretical findings are further illustrated through numerical examples and
Figures 1-6, demonstrating the applicability and effectiveness of the proposed framework.

1.2. A Generalized Fractional Bessel-Maitland—Tremblay Function

Motivated by the normalized Tremblay-type fractional differential operator and the
normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland function, we introduce the following generalized
Bessel-Maitland-Tremblay function.

Definition 4. Let f € A. The generalized Bessel-Maitland—-Tremblay transform is defined by

(BEEEF) (@) = BY (@) * (S f) (), @)

where * denotes the Hadamard product.

Since
Tof(w) =w+ ) wayw”,
n=2
where
T+ DT+ n)
"T T+ DT (t+n)
and
B&(w) =w+ Z Bnw",
’ n=2
with

e+ 1) (=8
(n—=DT(p(n—1)+x+1)’

it follows from the definition of the Hadamard product that

.Bn:
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(%;’,3’;'5 )(w) —w+ Y Opanw. 22)
n=2
where ©, = 1,8,. Choosing
w [ee)
flw)=7—F=w+t ZW”,
n=2
we obtain
B (W) =w+ Y O, (23)
n=2
where
T(t+ 1) (p+n) T(k+1)(—¢&)" 1
0, = , > 2. 24
" T It +n) n—DT(pn—1) +x+1)° = @4
Here,

0<t<l, 0<u<l, 0<u—1t<1, p >0, x> —1, ¢ eC.

Clearly, %ﬁﬁ'g €A
Throughout this paper, the function defined by Equation (23) will be referred to as the
normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland-Tremblay function.

Remark 1. 1. Ifu=1=1,then

F(x+1)(=¢)"

O = DT —1) +x 1)’

and hence, ‘Bﬁ ’f’g(w) = B,‘z g(a)), which reduces to the normalized generalized Bessel—
Maitland function.
2. If,{ =0, then %ﬁ ’1K’O(a)) = w, which is precisely the identity mapping in the class A.

2. Set of Lemmas

In this section, we give the well-known lemmas that will be used in establishing the
main theorems of the paper.

Lemma 1 ([38], Corollary 2.5, p. 121). Let f € A. If

wf'(w)| 1
(@) ‘ X

w €D, (25)

then, f € UCV.

Lemma 2 ([39], Equation (2.2), p. 374). Forq > 1, let

_ ()
denote the digamma function. Then
logq —7 < 9(q) <logg. (26)
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Lemma 3 ([40], Theorem 2.3, Equation (2.5), p. 648). Let f(w) of the form (1) and if

i(n+v(n—1))|an| <1, v>0, 27)

n=2

then f € v=-ST.

Lemma 4 ([6], Theorem 3.3, Equation (3.15), p. 334). Let f(w) of the form (1) and if

[e9)

n(n—1)a,| < v>0, (28)
=2

1
1/+2’ =

n

then f € v-UCV.

3. Main Results
Theorem 1. Letx > 0,0 > 1, € C\{0},0<7t<1, 0<u<1, 0<pu—1<1, where

I'(t+1)

P=H=T Kur =ty

Furthermore, define

+1)(n+1+1)7
Ay,rzsup{n(n )(n' ) }/
7121 n.
and
n+1)(n+71+1)F
BM:SUP{( )t +7+1) }
1’121 n:
If
&l < (k+1)(x+2)
(k+1) + Ko (2440 + Buo) (K +2)
then

B (W) € UCY.

Proof. By definition,

‘Bﬁ,’f’g(w) =w+ Z At

n=1

where

A = Mt+D)I(p+n+1) I'(x+1)(—¢)"
T T(p+DT(t+n+1)aT(on+x+1)

Since p = y — T € [0,1), the gamma-ratio estimate yields

IF'(p+n+1)

< 1)P
I(t+n+1) — (n+7+1)%

and consequently,

(n+7+1)7)]"
Al < K e D e 2) - e F )

Hence,
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ol KyuzApz|8l(xc+2)
. 29
(385) | < GRS 9
Similarly,
o) 1 KurBurld|(x +2)
(305) @ > 1 e 0

Combining Equations (29) and (30), we obtain

pAE "
w(BEE) (@) 3 Kyux A |E|(k +2)
(%pﬁé)’(w} (k+1)(x+2 —|¢]) — Ky,eByur

Sl(k+2)
The assumed bound on |¢| implies
0 "
w(BEE) (@)
!/
(805°) (w)

Therefore, Lemma 1 yields %ﬁ/’?’é(w) ceUcy. O

<1
5

Example 1. The following normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland—Tremblay functions satisfy the
hypotheses of Theorem 1. Hence each of them belongs to the class UCV .

i BY"%w) eucy.

(ii)  Byos ony (W) €UCY.
(i) Bgo oo (w) € UCY.
() Bigooos " (w) € UCY.

Mappings of B:I':Z’h (z) for UCV examples

0.8
0.6
04
0.2

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

Im
o

Tm
°

-0.2
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8

-0.2
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8

08
0.6
04
0.2

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

Im
o

Im
<

-0.2
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8

-0.2
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8

Figure 1. Images of concentric circles and radial lines in the unit disk under the normalized general-
ized Bessel-Maitland-Tremblay functions listed in Example 1. The selected parameters satisfy the
sufficient conditions of Theorem 1. Hence, each mapping belongs to the class UCV.

Corollary 1 ([41]). If y = T = 1, then ‘BﬁiK’g(w) = ]fg(w). Furthermore, K11 = 1,A11 =
3,Biq =2.
Consequently, Theorem 1 reduces to

(k+1)(x+2)
<537
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which coincides with the sufficient condition for the normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland func-
tion to belong to the class UCYV established in [41].

Theorem 2. Letxk >0, p>0, (€C\{0}, 0<é<l,0<t<u<l.

Suppose that
Ly(p+2) 12 p
e T+2<2(p+x+1) (31)
and
Myic[8(2 =) (k +1) < (1= [¢))(1 =) (o +x +1), (32)

where My, = ’;—ﬁ, then
B (W) € §*(5).

Proof. It is sufficient to verify that

!/
w(BfEE) (@)
B (w)
Indeed,
/ B (W)
w(BEE) (@) || () (w) - =
B (@) Bi (@)
w
Therefore,
04,8 0
o8\ By (w) .
’<%;¢,T ) (w) w = n;lnAnw ’
where
A = Ft+1)T(p+n+1) T(x+1)(—=E)"
" T+ DT(t+n+1)aT(en+x+1)
Hence,
’ %P,K,’C w 0
|(%ﬁ:¥'¢) (@) = 2O < ren) 3 gl (33)
n=1
where
n INt+1D)I(p+n+1)

dn = .
n'T'(on+x+1)T(p+1)I(t+n+1)

Consider the function

_ r M(t+1)(p+r+1)
ST+ DI (or+x+1)T(p+)I(T+7r+1)

D (r)

Taking logarithms gives

log D1(r) = logr —logT(pr +x +1) —log'(r +1)
+logl(t+1) +logl(u+r+1)
—logI'(t+r+1)—logl'(px+1).

https://doi.org/10.3390/ fractalfract10080582


https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10080582

Fractal Fract. 2026, 10, 582 11 of 28

Differentiating with respect to r, we obtain

(r)
1(r)

=

:%—1/)(74—1)—plp(pr+K—|—1)—|—l,l)(]4+r—l—1)—1[1(7—!—1’—!—1).

O

Therefore,
Di(r) = Dy(r)Da(r),

where
1
Da(r) = 5 = $(r+1) = plpr+ 5+ 1)+l +r+1) = g+ 741,
By Lemma 2, we have

Dy(r) < — —log(r+1) —plog(pr +x+1)

N | =

+log(p+r+1) —log(t+r+1)+v(p+2).
Thus,
D;(r) < D3(r),
where

pu+r+1

T+r+1)+7@+2>

1
Ds(r) = P log(r+1) —plog(pr +x+1) —Hog(

Differentiating D3, we obtain

iy L1 0 T—H
Di(r) =~ r+1 pr+x+1+(y+r+1)(*r+r+1)'

Since 0 < 7 < u <1, we have T — u < 0. Therefore,
D4(r) <O, r>1.
Hence Dj3 is decreasing on [1, c0). Moreover,

2
D3(1) =1—1log2 —plog(p+x+1) —l—log(ilj_—z) +7(p+2).

Condition (31) is equivalent to D3(1) < 0. Since Dj3 is decreasing,
Dg(i’) < Dg(l) <0, r>1.

Thus,
D,(r) <0, r>1,

and consequently, D} (r) < 0,r > 1. It follows that the sequence {d, },>1 is decreasing.
Therefore, d, < d;, where
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Using Equation (33), we obtain
o B )| T+ 1)Mylg
Booe it i AL 34
‘( )@ < o Ere D e
Next,
%P/Kré w o0
| D] 5 ]
n=1
Hence,
BEIE (w >
|”w() >1-T(k+1) ), salgl", (35)
n=1
where
1 MNt+1)I(p+n+1)

Sn:

nTon+x+1)T(p+ 1) (t+n+1)

By an argument analogous to the one used above, the sequence {s,},>1 is decreas-
ing. Hence,

S 51 = My
S T Tlo+x+1)
Using Equation (35), we obtain
I'(k +1)M,,<|2|

(36)

= (A-ET(e+x+1)

B ()
w

Combining Equations (34) and (36), we have

pid
o\ By (w)
(Bf7°) (@) - == MyoT(k +1)[]
“ < : <1-6.
B (w) (1= 1&NT (o + & +1) = My (x+ 1[G
w

From this, we find condition (32). Consequently,

w(B5°) (@)

o -1 <1-94.
%V:T, ((U)

Therefore,
B (W) € §*(5).

This finishes the proof. [

Example 2. The following functions satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 2. Hence, each of them
belongs to the class S*(9).

i) By (w) €$*(6),  0< 5 < 0.200000.

(i) Bygs oao (W) € S*(8),  0<6<0.307864.

(iii)  Byayoio (2) € S*(6),  0< 8 <0.329498.

() Bigooos (2) €S*(8),  0<5<0.358385.
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Mappings of B;:f'b(z) corresponding to Example 3.2

@ B0 ® Bl

Im(z)
<
Im(z)
o

0 B
Re(z) Re(z)
© Bisoi '@

Im(z)
o
Im(z)
o

Figure 2. Mappings of the unit disk under the normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland-Tremblay
functions corresponding to Example 2. The parameter sets in panels (a—d) satisfy the hypotheses of
Theorem 2. The images preserve a starlike geometry with respect to the origin, while the variations in
the parameters y, T, p, k, and ¢ produce different levels of geometric deformation, thereby illustrating
the influence of these parameters on the mapping behavior and confirming the theoretical conclusion
that B¢ (w) € 5%(9).

Theorem 3. Suppose that k > 0,p > 0, € C\{0},0 <5 <1 and0 <7 < p <1
Suppose that

Jry(pr2) Tt 2 P
e2 T+2<2(p+x+1) (37)
and
2M;u,r|€|(2 —OI(xk+1) < (1= E)A =0T (p+x+1), (38)
where
_pt1
Mz = T+1°

Then, B9 (w) € C(5).

Proof. To prove that
B (w) € C(0),

it is sufficient to show that

"
w(B) (@)
T < 1 - (S, w € ID).
(305 (@)
Now,
" 0
'w(%p’/’;@) (w)‘ =) n(n+1)A0"|.
n=1
Hence,
" ol
()" @) < 1) el )
n=1
where

nn+1) T(t+D)I(p+n+1)
nf(on+x+1)T(p+1)T(t+n+1)

n =
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Consider the function

B r(r+1) Mt+DI(p+r+1)
B0 = e i r s s D T s (e r 1) 21
Thus
Hy(r) = Hy(r)Ha(r),
where
Hy(r) = r%:i}) —p(r+1)—pplor+x+1)+p(p+r+1)—p(t+r+1).

Using Lemma 2, we obtain

Hy(r) < Hs(r),

where
_2r 41 ptr+1
H3(r) = D) log(r+1) — plog(pr +x +1) —l—log(‘er+ 1> +7(0+2).
Now, differentiating H3(r) gives
2r2 4-2r +1 1 02 T—u

Hy(r) = -

2r+12  r+1 pr+x+1 (p+r+1)(t+r+1)
Since 0 < T < 4 <1, we have

Hi(r) <0, r>1.

Thus, H3(r) is decreasing on [1,c0).
Moreover,

3 u+2
H3(1)72 log?2 plog(p+K+1)+log<T+2)+’Y(P+2).
Condition (37) is equivalent to H3(1) < 0. Since H3(r) is decreasing, it follows that

H3(T) < H3(1) <0, r>1.

Thus, Hp(r) <0, r>1.
Consequently, H(r) < 0,7 > 1. Therefore, the sequence {h, },>1 is decreasing. Hence,
h, < hy, where

2 I'(t+1)I'(u+2) o 2My ~
Tlo+x+1)T(u+1)I(t+2) T(p+x+1)

h =

Using Equation (39), we obtain

e\ ZMVITF(K+1)\§|
‘“’@3”3”) ( )‘ A JeT ot rt 1)

Next,
‘(%ﬁﬁ'@) ‘ Z (n+1)A
Therefore,
/ (o]
(3) @] 21101 E e (o)
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where
n+1 Ft+1D)I(p+n+1)

Jn= nf(pn+x+1)T(u+1I(t+n+1)

In the same way, the sequence {j, },,>1 is decreasing. Hence j, < j;, where

2 F(t+1)T(p+2) 2Myq

N o s DT+ 1T (1 +2)  TlotrL1)

Thus,

&\’ B 2M,,T'(x +1)|]
‘(% ) (“’)‘ 2 ATt r L 1)

Combining Equations (40) and (41), we obtain

(41)

oxE "
w(%m ) (w) 2My T (x +1)|¢]

7 1-246.
(205 (@) S A—Je0Tlo +x+1) —2MT(x T 1)[E]

Hence,

2My T (k +1)[¢]
(1= 18NT (o +x+1) = 2M T (x +1)|¢]

We obtain the condition (38). Therefore,

<1-6.

<1-94.

Hence, B/, i’é(w) € C(6). This finishes the proof. [J

Example 3. The following functions satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 3.
(i) B (w) € C(5).

(i) Byogome - (w) € C(9).

(iii) By73a5 (@) € C(8).

() Bigoos  (w) € C(3).

Mappings of B;‘j‘b(z) corresponding to Example 3.3

@ BB © B0

Im(z)
Im(z)

Re(z) Re(z)

Im(z)
Im(z)
o

Figure 3. Mapping s of the unit disk under the normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland-Tremblay
functions corresponding to Example 3. The parameter sets in panels (a—d) satisfy the hypotheses
of Theorem 3. The images exhibit convex geometric behavior while preserving univalence. The
variations in the parameters y, 7, p, x and ¢ produce different geometric deformations of the image
domains, illustrating the influence of these parameters on the mapping properties and confirming
that %ﬁ:f’g(w).

https://doi.org/10.3390/ fractalfract10080582


https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10080582

Fractal Fract. 2026, 10, 582 16 of 28

Theorem 4. Letk > 0,0 >0, € C\{0},v>0,and 0 < T < u < 1. Suppose that

L 4(p+2) B F 2 p
evi2 T+2<2(p+1{—|—1) (42)
and
My|l(v+2)0(c+1) < (1 [E)T (0 +x +1), (43)
where
_p+1
My =37
Then, %ﬁ'ﬁ’g(w) e v-ST.
Proof. By definition,
B (W) =w+ Y Agw”,
n=2
where
4 L+ (p+n) T(k+1)(=&)"!
LT T+ D (t+n) (n—D)T(p(n—1) +x+1)°
By Lemma 3, it is sufficient to prove that
Z(n+1/ (n—1))]A,1| < 1.
n=2
Thus,
Z(”+V n_l )|An—1| = Z((V+1)n_v)|An—1|
n=2 n=2 N (44)
<T(e+1) ) qulgl"™,
n=2
where
B v+Dn—v I'(t+1)I'(u+n)
T =D —1) +x+ ) T(u+ 1)(t+ 1)’
To estimate g, put r = n — 1. Then, r > 1 and
v+ln—v=w+1)(r+1)—v=w+1r+1
Therefore,
B (v+1r+1 Ft+1)I(p+r+1)
n = T(r+ 1) (or+x+1)T(p+ DT (t+7r+1)
Consider the function
(v+1r+1 M(t+1)(p+r+1)
= 7 > 1o
Qu(r) IFr+Df(pr+x+1)T(p+1)T(t+r+1) =
Differentiating with respect to 7, we obtain
Qi (r) = Qi(r)Qa(r),
where
Qa(r) = v+l (r+1)—pyplor+x+1)+¢p(u+r+1)—yp(r+r+1)
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Using Lemma 2, we have

rv+1
< - '- _
QZ(T) — (V+1)7+1 10g(r+1) plog(pr+K+1)
+log(p+r+1)—log(t+r+1)+v(p+2).
Thus,
Qa2(r) < Qs3(r),
where
_ v+l _ ptr+l
Qs(r) = CESES log(r+1) —plog(pr +x+1) +1Og(r+r+1> +7(p+2).
Again derivative with respect to r, we have
(v+1)>2 1 0? T—

Qs(r) = _((V+1)r+1)2 41 prfx+1 * (p+r+D)(t+r+1)

Since 0 < T < u <1, we have
T—u<0.
Therefore,
Q4(r) <0, r>1.

Thus, Q3(r) is decreasing on [1, 00). Moreover,

v+1
v+42

2
—log2 —plog(p +x+1) +log<};++2> +7(p+2).

Qs(1) =
Condition (42) is equivalent to Q3(1) < 0. Since Q3(r) is decreasing on [1, ), we obtain

Qs(r) < Q3(1) <0, r>1.

Hence, Q2(r) < 0,7 > 1. Consequently, Q] () < 0,7 > 1. Therefore, the sequence {g, }n>2
is decreasing. Thus, g, < q2. For n = 2, equivalently r = 1, we have

v+2 T(t+DI(p+2) ©+2)M

2T rrt DI+ DI(t+2) T(otr+1)

Using this estimate in Equation (44), we obtain

(4 v(n — 1) [ Ay 1 < T(x+1) ¥ gale]" .

agk

n=2 n=2
Therefore,
;(” +v(n—1))|Ay1| <T(k+1)q2 Zz g
Since
o a1 _ 2 3., ... 4
LIt = el + 1P+ 1P+ =
we find
i My, (v+2)T(x +1)[¢]
N (S R
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By condition (43), we have

My (v+2)T (x +1)[]
(I—=[¢Hr(p+x+1)

Therefore, by Lemma 3,
%'Z’f;’g(w) e v-ST.

This finishes the proof. O

Example 4. The following normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland—Tremblay functions satisfy the
hypotheses of Theorem 4. Hence, they belong to the class v—ST in the unit disk D.

i) By (w) € v-ST.

(i) Blogose (W) €v-ST.
(iii)  Bygo o (w) € v=ST.
() Bya oz (w) € v-ST.

Mappings of B:I; #(z) corresponding to Example 3.

F B

Im()
-

Im(z)

Im(z)
=
Im(z)
-

Figure 4. Mappings of the unit disk under the normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland-Tremblay

functions for Example 4. Panels (a—d) correspond to parameter sets satisfying Theorem 4, illustrating
: PG

the v-starlike geometry of B;7" (w).

Theorem 5. Letk > 0,0 >0, € C\ {0}, v>0,and 0 < T < u <1 Suppose that

BS7(0+2) % <20p+Kx+1)° (45)
and
2My|Gl(v +2)T(k+1) < (1= |G (o +x +1). (46)
Then

BN (w) € v-UCY.

Proof. By Lemma 4, it is sufficient to prove that

> 1
Y n(n—1)]A,q] < —.
= v+2

Equivalently, it is enough to show that

(v+2) i nn—1)|A,1] < 1.
n=2
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Now,

e}

(v 42) Y n(n— 1Ay < (v + 2T+ 1) Y pule, @)
n=2 n=2

where
n(n—1) T(t+1T(p+n)

P =DM (p(n—1) +x+ ) T(u+ DI(T + 1)
Putr=n—1. Thenr > 1and

nn—1)=(r+1)r.

Hence,
r(r+1) I(t+1)I(p+r+1)
Pn = :
F(r+1)T(pr+x+1)T(p+DI(T+r+1)
Consider
r(r+1) F(t+D)I(p+r+1)
P (r) = ) >1
1(7) Fr+)(pr+x+1)T(u+1)I(t+r+1) r=
Thus,
Pi(r) = Pi(r)Pa(r),
where
2r+1
Dy(r) = T D) —P(r+1) —pp(or +x+1) +¢P(p+r+1) —p(t+r+1).
Using Lemma 2, we have P,(r) < P3(r), where
2r+1 u+r+1
=T _ - £ - 2).
Pr) = gy —los(r+1) = ploglr-+x-+ 1) +log (E =1 ) +9(p+2
Thus, we obtain
, 2r2 +2r 41 1 0? T—u
Py(r) = —— > = - + .
r2(r+1) r+1 pr+x+1 (u+r+1)(t+r+1)
Since0 <t <u <1,
Pi(r) <0, r>1.
Thus P5(r) is decreasing on [1, c0).
Moreover,
3 u+2
P3(1) = 5 —log2 plog(P+K+1)+10g(T+2> + (0 +2).
Therefore,

Ps(r) < Ps(1) <0, r>1.
Consequently, P,(r) < 0,r > 1, and hence,
P{(r) <0, r>1.
Thus, the sequence {py },>2 is decreasing, and so p,, < p,. For n = 2, thatis r = 1, we have

2 T(t+ 1) (u+2) 2My~

P T+ x+ )T(u+ )I(t+2) T(o+r+1)
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Using this in Equation (47), we obtain

(v 42) Y n(n— DAy < (v + 2T+ D2 3 [
n=2 n=2
=(v+2)T(x+ l)pz1 kﬂm.

Therefore,

2Myr (v +2)I(x +1)[E]
(1=1ghT (e +x+1)

(v+2) ) nn—1)]A,1] <
n=2
By condition (46), we obtain

2My (v +2)T (x + 1) |¢]

- [T +rt1) ~
Hence,
(v+2) Y n(n =D Au] <1,
n=2

which gives

1

nn—-—1»0A4A,1] < —.
L= DlAnal < g

Therefore, by Lemma 4, we have
‘B‘;’,’;’é(w) € v-UCV.
This finishes the proof. O

Example 5. The following normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland—Tremblay functions satisfy the
hypotheses of Theorem 5. Hence, they belong to the class v=UUCYV in the unit disk .

(i) The function ‘B%;g’o'ls(a)) e v-UCY.

(ii)  The function %(1);8: 8j6_00'15(w) € v-UCY.
(iii) The function By30 050 (w) € v-UCY.
(iv) The function %é:gg: 8&)0'10((4)) € v-UCV.

;;::‘h(z) corresponding to the —-UCV example

Mappings of B

®) Bl @

W
A
|
/]

N
A
N
W

A

2%

D
R
St

&) B12004013
© Bysngin (@

Im(z)
-

Tm(z)

Figure 5. Mappings of the unit disk under the normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland-Tremblay
functions for Example 5. Panels (a—d) satisfy Theorem 5 and illustrate the v-uniformly convex
behavior of SB'Z’;C(w) € C(9)..
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Theorem 6. Letx > 0,0 >0, € C\{0},0<t<pu<1,and My = g—ﬁ Suppose that
(i)

Tiy(pr2) T2 P
e 7T+2<2(p+1<+1),
(ii)
Myr(2e =1)[g[T(x +1) < (e = 1)(1 = [¢))T(p +x +1).

Then, ‘Bf{f;’é(w) €Ss,.

Proof. To prove that %ff, ';’é(w) € §;, it is sufficient to show [42] that

i
w (B~ (w) 1
—( p”};> —1)<1--.
Bl (w) ¢
Now,
oK,
ox)’ oxd\ () _ Bt (@)
w(BEE) () e (B) (@) ~
B (w) B (w)

w
By the estimates obtained in the proof of Theorem 2, we have

L B (W)
(7)) - =51 My T(x +1)[¢]
%@‘(w) (1—[eNT(p+x+1) — My T(x+1)[¢]

w

Since hypothesis (ii) is equivalent to

My, I (x+1)[Z] o1t
(I—1eDT(p+x+1) — My T(x+1)[G] e’
we obtain
!
w %p,;;,g (w) 1
(:K€> -1l <1--.
By (w) ¢

Thus, by the sufficient condition for the class S; stated in [42], we find

Consequently,
B (w) € 8.

This finishes the proof. [

Example 6. The following normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland—Tremblay functions satisfy the

hypotheses of Theorem 6. Hence, each of them belongs to the class S; in the unit disk D.
1
(i) The function ‘Bi’lz Hw) € S

51
(ii)  The function ‘Bgfg‘g ts0(w) € S5
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) 3,41 %
(iii) - The function B gy § 40(w) € ;.
11
(iv) The function ‘B(z) 70.030(w) € 7.
Theorem 7. Letx > 0,0 >0, € C\{0},0 <t <pu<1,and M. = r+1 Suppose that
(i)
Sttt 2 o
ez T+2 2(p+K+1)/
(i1)
ZMP,,T(ZB — 1)|€\T(K + 1) < (e — 1)(1 — |C|)F(p + x4+ 1).
Then,

B (W) € Ce.

Proof. Following the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 3, together with the
sufficient condition for the class C, given in [42], we obtain

B (W) € C.
This finishes the proof. [

Example 7. The following normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland—Tremblay functions satisfy the
hypotheses of Theorem 7. Hence, each of them belongs to the class C, in the unit disk D.

1
(i) The function B > 3’ 3 (w) € Ce.
(i)  The function ‘30'9(') ‘6 s0(w) € Ce.
(iii) The function %0 0 040(w) € Ce.
(

(iv) The function %0 70.0.20(@) € Ce.

Theorem 8. Letx > 0,0 >0, c C\{0},0<t<pu<1, My, = T+1,(111d
T M, T (x +1)[¢]
P A-1EDT (e +x+1)
Suppose that
1+7(p+2) H +2 2 1)° 4
e T <2ptr+D) (48)
and
1
Tz (Tur +2) < 7 (49)
Then, %f{fi’g(w) €S;.
Proof. It is sufficient to show that
' 2
(B (@)
KT -1 <1
By (w)
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From the proof of Theorem 2, we have

/ B (w)
‘ (%‘Zﬁ"c) (w) o < Ty,rz
and :
B (w
‘P’T() >1—Tyr
Moreover, :
’ %P'K/ w oo
(B) (@) + 7’”’;( ) Y 42 A,
n=1
Hence,
/ %p,K,é‘ w )
‘(%,ﬁ;’;‘:) (w) + %() <24+ T(x+1) Y L,
n=1
where
B n+2 It+1)I(p+n+1)
Tl (on+k+ 1) T(p+ DI (t+n+1)
Proceeding exactly as in the proof of Theorem 2, one obtains that {I, },,>1 is decreasing.
Consequently,
3M
li’l S ll = i 7
I(p+x+1)
which yields
/ B (w
|(<Bf;,’;'5) (@) + 27| o s,
w
Therefore,
2
2N
w(%ﬁ,’i ) (@)} | o Tur(243T,0)
B ) (1= Ty
Since condition (49) is equivalent to
Ty (24 3T,
—H'T( il FZ'T) <1,
(1-"Tu)
we conclude that
/ 2
w (B (@)
T - l < 1.
Bl (w)
Hence,
!
w (BOE (w)
u,T
(PK{:> <V1+ w,
Bl (w)

and therefore,
B (w) € ;.

This finishes the proof. O
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Example 8. The following normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland—Tremblay functions satisfy the
hypotheses of Theorem 8. Hence, each of them belongs to the class Sy in the unit disk .

’

3
5

(i) The function B’
(i)  The function B
(iii) The function B
(iv) The function B

(w) € S
w) € S}.
w) € S}.

5(w) € 7.

.50

.40

Om»—t o ww Ous\»—- QI

2,
1,1
3
5.1
0.90,
1
3,2/
0.80,
5
3.2,
0.70,

,\,—\,—\

Theorem 9. Letx > 0,0 >0, € C\{0},0 <t <pu<1 M= Til,and

2My T (k +1)[¢]

Ryr= .
M (A= 1EDT( + e+ 1) = 2My T (k +1)[¢]
Suppose that
(i)
+r(p+2) Lt 2 o
T <2pt+r+1)P,
(i1)
Ry« (Ruz+2) <1
Then

B (w) € Cr.

Proof. Using the bounds established in the proof of Theorem 3, we have

o2\
(3) @] _
o) e
(B) ()
and therefore
(30%)" @)
2+ o <2+ Ryr.
(305) (@)
Hence,
" 2
w(BEE (w)
wT
1+ ( xc>’ —1| < Ryr(Ryur +2)
(355 (@)
By hypothesis (ii),
" 2
w(%zﬁ’é) (w)
1+ N —1] <1
X,
(B5) (@)
Consequently,
"
w(BEEE (w)
1+ ( y;)/ <V1+w,
(305 (@)

which implies that

This finishes the proof. O
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Example 9. The following normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland—Tremblay functions satisfy the
hypotheses of Theorem 9. Hence each of them belongs to the class Cy, in the unit disk D.

1
(i) The function B '3'3( w) € Cr.

(ii)  The function EBO 90, 050( ) € Cr.
(iii) The function ‘30’8650 1(w) €Cr.

11
(iv) The function %0 ) 620(w) € CL.

Applications

The generalized Bessel-Maitland—-Tremblay function investigated in this paper pro-
vides a useful analytical framework for the study of fractional-order systems possessing
memory and hereditary effects. Since generalized Bessel-Maitland functions and fractional
differential operators frequently used in the solutions of fractional differential equations,
the established geometric properties may give the qualitative analysis of analytic solutions
arising in anomalous diffusion, viscoelastic materials, heat conduction, signal processing,
control systems, and biological dynamics. Furthermore, the proposed operator offers a
useful tool for investigating nonlocal and fractal models, where fractional calculus plays a
main role in describing long-range interactions and memory-dependent phenomena.

To illustrate the parameter-dependent behavior of the proposed generalized Bessel—-
Maitland-Tremblay function, we consider the exponentially relaxing trajectory

wit)=-(1- e*t), t>0,

that remains entirely inside the unit disk and approaches the boundary point —1 as t — oo.
We define the normalized derivative-response profile by

/
;BP/ng (w(t))
HT !
R(t) = = | (B0 (w(t)
= ; — nwT 4
B (0)
KT
since ,
BIE) (0) =1
T o
Tilustrative fractional memory responses associated with B;:A“
. @ By . ® Bigsos®
14 09
13 o8
12 o7
i 06
A 05
0 10 is 20 0 B 10 1 0
t t
‘ © g } @ A"
095
L4
09
3 085
g s
12 * o
075
1
07
, 06

0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
t t

Figure 6. Normalized derivative-response profiles of %p il

along the exponentially relaxing path
w(t) = —(1 —e~") € D. Panels (a,c) show increasing responses for positive ¢, whereas panels (b,d)
exhibit decreasing responses for negative ¢, illustrating the influence of y, 7, p, x, and ¢ on the

parameter-dependent behavior of the proposed function.
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Figure 6 illustrates the normalized derivative-response profiles of ‘B‘Z’, ;;,g along the
exponentially relaxing trajectory w(t) = —(1 — e~ ') C D. The response evolves smoothly

from the origin toward the boundary of the unit disk, resembling the relaxation behavior
commonly observed in fractional-order models. As shown in Figure 6a,c, positive values
of ¢ produce monotone increasing responses approaching stable limiting values, whereas
Figure 6b,d exhibit monotone decreasing responses for negative values of . The parameters
U, T, p, and x regulate the rate of growth or decay without altering the overall stability of
the response. These numerical profiles further demonstrate the parameter sensitivity of
the proposed generalized Bessel-Maitland-Tremblay function and highlight its potential
applicability to the qualitative analysis of fractional-order systems with memory effects.

4. Conclusions

In this paper, we proposed a new normalized generalized Bessel-Maitland-Tremblay
function by using the modified Tremblay fractional differential operator with the general-
ized Bessel-Maitland function through the Hadamard product. This construction estab-
lished a new connection between fractional differential operators and special functions
within the framework of GFT. By using coefficient estimates together with inequalities for
the gamma and digamma functions, we established sufficient conditions for the proposed
function to belong to the classes of uniformly convex, starlike, convex, v-uniformly starlike,
v-uniformly convex, exponential starlike, exponential convex, Bernoulli lemniscate starlike,
and Bernoulli lemniscate convex functions. The theoretical results were further supported
by numerical examples and graphical illustrations, which confirm the geometric behavior
and parameter-dependent characteristics of the proposed function.

The proposed framework provides a useful analytical tool for investigating fractional
operators associated with special functions and establishes a connection between fractional
calculus and GFT. Apart from the sufficient conditions obtained in the present work,
several directions appear encouraging for further investigation. Notably, the present study
can be extended to g-analogues and quantum-calculus settings, leading to new g-Bessel-
Maitland-Tremblay-type operators and their related subclasses of analytic function. Such
extensions may give a unifying framework in which fractional and quantum operators
are studied together. It would also be interesting to investigate the proposed operator in
multivalent, harmonic, and bi-univalent function classes, where the interplay between the
operator coefficients and geometric restrictions may lead to new coefficient estimates and
sharp inequalities.

Further research may focus on differential subordination and superordination results,
including their strong and other generalized forms, related with the proposed fractional
operator. Moreover, Fekete-Szego inequalities, Hankel and Toeplitz determinant estimates,
radius problems, distortion and growth results, and integral-transform properties could
provide further study about the geometric behavior of the connected analytic functions.
From an applied perspective, the fractional nature of the Tremblay operator yields the
proposed framework potentially related to fractional differential equations and memory-
dependent dynamical processes, where nonlocal effects play a crucial role. Further exten-
sions may therefore explore the operator in fractional dynamical systems, fractal models,
and mathematical-physics problems involving hereditary or memory effects. These inves-
tigations may also help clarify how the parameters of the generalized Bessel-Maitland—
Tremblay operator affect the qualitative properties of the corresponding models and may
lead to new analytical and computational applications in fractional and geometric analysis.
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