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Among the numerous applications of the theory of fractional calculus in almost all
applied sciences, applications in numerical analysis and various fields of physics and
engineering stand out. Applications of inequalities involving function integrals and their
derivatives, as well as applications of fractional differentiation inequalities, have motivated
many researchers to investigate extensions and generalizations using various fractional
differential and integral operators. Of particular importance is the Mittag-Leffler function
which, with its generalizations, appears as a solution to differential or integral equations
of fractional order. This produced new results for more generalized fractional integral
operators containing the Mittag—Leffler function in their kernels.

This Special Issue contains 15 published papers. In [1], the authors use derivatives
of fractional order, which are based on generalized kernels of the Mittag-Leffler type, to
present three models of fractional order. These models involve fractional ordinary and
partial differential equations. The accuracy of the solution was checked in comparison with
the exact solution and by calculating the residual error function.

The asymptotic behavior of random time changes in dynamical systems is studied
in [2]. As time varies randomly, three classes are proposed that show different patterns of
asymptotic decay.

In [3], the authors showed that the static magnetization curve of highly concentrated
ferrofluids can be accurately approximated by the Mittag—Leffler function of the inverse
external magnetic field.

By introducing two series of new numbers and their derivatives [4], and choosing to
use six well-known generalized Kummer addition formulas, the authors establish six classes
of generalized addition formulas and demonstrate six identities regarding finite sums.

The paper [5] deals with the existence and uniqueness of the solution for the Hilfer—
Hadamard fractional differential equation, supplemented with mixed non-local bound-
ary conditions.

In [6], the authors developed some new recurrence relations for two parametric
Mittag—Leffler functions and discussed some applications of these recurrence relations.
By applying Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals and differential operators, four new
relations between Fox-Wright functions with certain special cases are established.

The goal of the paper [7] was to find new versions of Fejér-Hadamard-type inequalities
for (a, h — m) — p-convex functions by means of expanded fractional operators with Mittag—
Leffler functions. These inequalities hold at the same time for different types of convexities
and different types of fractional integrals.

In [8], a new approach is given for solving a class of first-order fractional initial value
problems. The results are based on the Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative and the
solutions are expressed in terms of Mittag—Leffler, exponential, and trigonometric functions.

The paper [9] aims to define an operator that contains the Mittag—-Leffler function in
its kernel, which leads to the deduction of many already existing operators. The results of
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this work reproduce Chebyshev- and Pélya-Szego-type inequalities for various fractional
integral operators.

In [10], the authors investigate certain image formulas related to the product of Srivas-
tava polynomials and extended Wright functions using fractional integral and differential
operators, including Marichev-Saigo-Maeda, Lavoie-Trottier, and Oberhettinger.

The paper [11] reviews the mathematical model of chlorine transport used as a water
treatment model, when variable-order partial derivatives are included to describe the
chlorine transfer system. In this paper, a new analytical solution using Mittag-Leffler
functions is presented.

Hermite-Hadamard inequalities for x-Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals are presented
in [12], using a newer approach based on the Abel-Gontscharoff green function. The authors
established certain integral identities and obtained new results for monotone functions.

The paper [13] investigates the Dirichlet and modified Dirichlet average of the R
function, i.e., the Mittag-Leffler-type function. They are given in terms of Riemann—
Liouville integrals and hypergeometric functions of several variables.

Hermite-Hadamard fractional integral inequalities for the class of (h, g; m)-convex
functions are presented in [14]. The expanded generalized Mittag—Leffler function is
contained in the kernel of applied fractional integral operators.

In [15], a new fractional Poisson process is proposed using a recursive fractional
differential equation. The arrival time distribution functions are derived, while the inter-
arrival times are no longer independent and identically distributed.
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Abstract: Fractional derivative models involving generalized Mittag-Leffler kernels and opposing
models are investigated. We first replace the classical derivative with the GMLK in order to obtain
the new fractional-order models (GMLK) with the three parameters that are investigated. We utilize a
spectral collocation method based on Legendre’s polynomials for evaluating the numerical solutions
of the pr. We then construct a scheme for the fractional-order models by using the spectral method
involving the Legendre polynomials. In the first model, we directly obtain a set of nonlinear algebraic
equations, which can be approximated by the Newton-Raphson method. For the second model, we
also need to use the finite differences method to obtain the set of nonlinear algebraic equations, which
are also approximated as in the first model. The accuracy of the results is verified in the first model by
comparing it with our analytical solution. In the second and third models, the residual error functions
are calculated. In all cases, the results are found to be in agreement. The method is a powerful hybrid
technique of numerical and analytical approach that is applicable for partial differential equations
with multi-order of fractional derivatives involving GMLK with three parameters.

Keywords: fractional derivative; generalized Mittag-Leffler kernel (GMLK); Legendre polynomials;
Legendre spectral collocation method

MSC: 26A33; 41A30; 65N12; 33C45; 33E12; 65N22

1. Introduction

During the past three decades, the science of fractional calculus has attracted the inter-
est of many scientists and researchers (see, for example, [1-6]; see also [7] for some recent
developments on the subject of fractional calculus). The main motive for presenting and
researching numerical and approximate methods for solving fractional-order differential
equations is the scarcity and difficulty of finding analytical solutions to these equations.
Therefore, many researchers resorted to deriving and presenting various numerical meth-
ods for this purpose (see [8-10]).

Fractal Fract. 2021, 5, 131. https:/ /doi.org/10.3390/ fractalfract5030131 5
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In order to learn more about the definitions and properties of fractional integrals
and fractional derivatives, the reader can refer to (for example) [2,3]. Many researchers
have drawn attention to the fractional-order modeling of a considerably wide variety
of problems in mathematical, physical, chemical, biological and engineering sciences.
In particular, in fluid mechanics, viscoelasticity and other applications, use has been made
of fractional integrals and fractional derivatives involving non-singular kernels (see, for
details, [11,12]). Such kernels as those with one parameter were considered in [13-37]).
Abdeljawad (see [38,39]), Abdeljawad and Baleanu [40] considered fractional derivatives
and fractional integrals with Mittag-Leffler kernels involving three parameters. For the
existence of the solution to fractional-order differential equations, one of the most important
advantages is in using the GMLK. This can be illustrated by noticing that the solution of
the following problem:

CMDIE(G) =a  and  E(0) =8,

where a and f are constants, does not exist for 0 < & < 1. However, via the new definition,
the solution exists (see [39]).

Our contribution in this work is to utilize the above-mentioned new definition of a
fractional derivative in investigating new fractional-order models according to the associ-
ated fractional derivative operator. We also use several important and potentially useful
properties of such special functions as the Legendre polynomials with a view of obtaining
a special scheme through means of which we can derive the numerical solutions of the
fractional-order models presented in this paper.

The format of this paper is structured as follows: In Section 2, we give some prelimi-
naries and introduce the basic definitions and associated properties that will be used in this
paper. In Section 3, the Legendre polynomials are presented together with their properties,
including their fractional derivatives. In the fourth section (Section 4), the scheme and the
algorithm for numerical solutions of the fractional-order models presented in this paper
are constructed. In the fifth section (Section 5), the numerical results for the solutions to the
presented models are discussed. Finally, in Section 6, we present our conclusions.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we present the definition of the fractional derivative with generalized
Mittag-Leffler kernels. This definition and its properties were studied by Abdeljawad and
Baleanu [40] and Abdeljawad [39]. Abdeljawad [38] also undertook further study of the
fundamentals and properties of these operators as well as their discrete versions.

Definition 1. The left-sided fractional derivative with generalized Mittag-Leffler kernel EJ (A, t)
is defined, for

n<as<n+1 neNy:=NU{0}={0,1,2,---}), R(u) >0,

vyeR and A= — 1 i o
by
(Sukperf) (o) = P [T = 0 ) at, 0
where M(ay ) is a normalization function such that
M) =M(1) =1,
Edyu(At) = é k! r(xikJr ") A g, @)

(1o=1 and  (Yr=7(+1) - (y+k-1) (keN)
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and ay = & — n, that is, the fractional part of the parameter «.

Remark 1. We note that, if &1 = y = — 1, we obtain the ordinary derivative f) (x) of f(x)
of order n.

Remark 2. Henceforth, in this paper, we assume that the parameter y is real and positive (y > 0).

Theorem 1. The fractional derivative with generalized Mittag-Leffler kernel of xP (B > n) of
ordera (n < a < n—+1)isgiven, for y > 0and ay = —n (n € Ny), by

GLMK Dy 1 f — M(a)T(B+1) i AK () xtaketptp=n—1 o
! T-m = K T (kay + B+ — 1)
M(a1)T(B+1)
- ﬁ EZ],VﬁBfn(/\’x)' (4)

Proof. Using Definition 1 of the fractional derivative with generalized Mittag-Leffler kernel
and the series of E, ,,(A, t) given by (2), we have

GLI\(/)IKDoc/;l/“yx/S _ M(“l) /x = ('7)1{ r(.B + 1)
1—a Jo /5 KT (ark+p) T(B—n)
. /\k p-n—1 (X _ t)aquryfl dt

_ M) T(B+1) & (7 Ak

1—wy T(B—n) = KT (ark+p)
. /x tﬁfnfl (x _ t)a1k+yfl dt
JO

_ M(a)T(B+1) i (1)
1—n = KT (kay +B+p—n)
. Ak xlrktptpon—1
M(“l)r(ﬂJr 1) E'Y
1—m aypt+p—n

(A, x),
which evidently proves Theorem 1. [

Definition 2 (see [40]). Let f be a continuous function defined on the closed interval [a, b] and
assume that 0 < a < 1 and y > 0. Then the left-sided fractional integral involving the two
parameters & and y is defined by

11—«

(0 7) ) = Ry (o' 75) 00+

o

M(a)

(ﬂll—y-fo) (x),

where 1
(1)) = 155

X
_s)p1 d
x—s s) ds
@ L e
is the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of the function f(x) of order p.

The following remarks can be found in [39].

Remark 3. For v € N = {1,2,3,-- -}, the left-sided AB fractional integral of order « > 0 is
given, for u < 1, by

<LN;KIa/y,“yf> (x) = Z <’17) Wi—t’é)i’l (”Iui+1*}lf) (x). (5)

i=0
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Remark 4. For 0 < a <1, > 0and v € N, it is easily seen that
(RS ren SUKDYIF) (x) = f(x) — fla).

3. The Shifted Legendre Polynomials and the Fractional Derivatives with Generalized
Mittag-Leffler Kernel

In order to obtain the shifted Legendre polynomials on the interval [0, 1], we introduce
the new variable z = 2¢ — 1. The so-shifted Legendre polynomials are defined as follows:

0s(8) = ©5(28 — 1) = ©2(V/2),

where the set

{Os(2) (seNg={0,1,2---}}

forms a family of orthogonal Legendre polynomials on the interval [—1,1].
The shifted Legendre polynomial @;(&) of degree s has the expansion given by
(see [41])
B s (71)s+k (S+k)!
©:(8) = = (kD2 (s —k)!

so that, clearly, @y (&) = 1, ®1(¢) =2¢ — 1, and so on.
For deriving approximate solutions, we can approximate the function (&) € Ly[0, 1]
as a linear combination of the following (m + 1) terms of @;(¢) given by (6):

& (seN), (6)

a; ©;(), ?)

=

Q(8) ~ On(f) =

i=0

where the coefficients a; are given by

w=@i+1) [[O@0@d  (eN={012))

Now, in Theorem 2 below, we construct the approximation formula for
GLI\éIKDa,;l,W (Qm (ér) ) .

Theorem 2. Given the approximation (7), it is asserted for SENKD*#7 (Q,, (1)) that

m i

GLI\[/)[KDIX,M,’Y (Qm(t)) — 2 Z a; Hi/j/txl Y?‘,}’””(t), ®)
i=[a] j=[a]
where ‘ o
M) - DT ED)ITG D)
Wi =120y 2 (2 G- ! ©
and
YT () = i (N Ak gk j-n-1 (10)
& KoTal K!'T(kay +j+p —n)
with
[a] :=n+[a],

(] being the greatest integer less than or equal to k € R.

Proof. We apply the linearization property of the fractional derivative with generalized
Mittag-Leffler kernel in (1) and Equation (7). We thus find that
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m
GLI\éIKDtx,Vﬁ (Qm (t)) — 2 a; GLI\éIKDtX,Vﬁ (@i(t))- (11)
i=0

The connection between Equations (1), (6) and (11) leads us to
CHED (@) =0 (i=0,1,---,[a] = 1) (12)
and

S (=DM (4 ) M(a)T(+1)
(> =)t T-m

GLI\(/)[KD:x,pt,W (®z (t)) —
j=lal

oo

(1)k k qaik+pu+j—n—1 :
. E - AR pakTpT = i=lal,---,m). 13
KoTa] k' T(kay +j+p—n) ( [«] ) (13)

The desired result (8) follows when we combine the Equations (11)-(13). The proof of
Theorem 2 is thus completed. [

4. Construction of the Schemes of the Proposed Models

In this section, we construct the schemes of the three models presented below, which
are based on the spectral method and the properties of the Legendre polynomials as
described in the preceding section.

Model 1
Consider the following fractional differential equation:

GLI\(/)IKDDc,y,'yE(g) _ 62 and

[x1

(0)=0 0<a<s1), (14)

where GU‘6H<D""V"VE((;r ) is the fractional derivative based on the generalized Mittag-Leffler
kernel in the Liouville-Caputo sense.

The exact solution of the initial value problem (14) can be found by applying the
operator OMMK %17 on both sides of the first Equation (14) with the help of Remark 4.
We thus get

(1—a)x?
d—a)x” (nz1)

o () 201 — )l s M)

E() = ; (Z) M(a)T (i — p + 4) + 201 _a)x37,4 (15)
Mare-p <Y

For this model, we now transform Equation (14) into a system of algebraic equations.
Indeed, by using a linear combination of the first m + 1 terms of ©;(&), we can approximate
and expand the function E(¢) as follows:

E(e) = Y5 6,(2). 16)

In view of Formulas (8) and (16), and upon substituting them into Equation (14), we find
that

( 2 Z EiHi,j,txY?f]'(C)) :§2~ 17)
i=[a] j=Ta]

Thus, in order to obtain the system of algebraic equations, we collocate Equation (17) at
m+1— [a] points ¢, as given below:
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Z Z gi Hi,j,uY?,j(gr) = (‘:r)z- (18)

i=[a] j=[a]

If we now substitute Equation (16) into (14), we obtain the following initial condition:

[x1

)E 0©;(0)E; =

i=0

(0). (19)

Since the set of Equations (18) to (19) is linear, we can solve it by using known methods
and we obtain E;.

Finally, we substitute these Z; into (16) and obtain the approximate solution of the
initial-value problem (14).

Model 2

In this second model, we consider the following fractional-order Fisher equation (FFE)
with the generalized Mittag-Leffler kernel:

Ey(&m) =YK DFFTE(E ) + 0E(E 1) (1 - E( 7)) (20)

(0<d6<1;,0<as2).
The exact solution of the Fisher Equation (20) for a = 2 is given by (see [42])

-1
1+ exp <\/§C - Zéﬂ)} , (21)

subject to the following initial and boundary conditions:

2, ) =

EOn)=m(y) and  E(1,7)=hy), (22)

with
£(8,0) = E(0)- (23)
Based on the following the steps, we can obtain the numerical solution of Model 2
as follows.
1. Wewrite « =14 a7, where a; € (0,1].
2. We can approximate and expand the function Z(¢, #7) by using a linear combination
of the first m + 1 terms of ©;(&) as given below:

m
Em Z Ei( (24

3. Inview of the Formulas (8) and (24), and upon substituting them into Equation (20),
we obtain

™=

d €)= (i Z Ei(n) Hi,;,alyjﬁ}/f‘”(g)>

o

" iai<n>®,-(c>> (1—%&(77)@(5)). 5)

4. We collocate Equation (25) at m + 1 — [«] points ¢ in order to get the following
system of first-order ODEs:

10
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m i

i d (1) (&) = ( Y Ei(ﬂ)ni'f"*lY‘ix,}’M(g’))

+u(iai(n>®i<cn> (1 - ﬁa(w@i(@»). (26)

i=0 i=0

5. Substituting from Equation (24) into (20), we can obtain the following boundary
conditions of the system (26):

Y OO =m() and Y OMEE) =h@E). @)

i=0 i=0

6.  To obtain systems of nonlinear algebraic equations, we apply the FDM to the ODE
(26) and (27), where
E©) (=01 m)

are unknown. We thus obtain

m [ ms _ Es—l B m i o
Z(q) 0;(¢r) = ( YL Bl Y W(@r))

= i=Ta] j=a]
+u ( Ei(n) ®i(§r)> <1 - Y Ei(n) ®i(l§r)> (28)
i=0 i=0
and
m =S 5571 ~ m i
Z<Hl T : ) Oi(gr) = ( Z Z Ei ()T 4, Y,] Mv(@))
=0 i=[a] j=Ta]
+ (Z(:)Ei(n)®i(§r)> (1 - ;}ai(q)éi(@)) 29)
with . .
Z 0;(0)=; = 1} and 2 0;(1)=5 = . 30)
i=0 =

7. We can explain more fully for the case when m = 4. By using the NIM, we obtain the
following system given by (28) and (30) in the matrix form:

2 =B - JUE) G(E), (31)
where
B = (5 &, 8, ngai)T/

J1(E°) is the inverse of the Jacobian matrix and G(Z°) is the vector that represents
the nonlinear equations. The initial solution Z° can be obtained by setting s = 0 in
the initial condition (23) as detailed below.

(a) After substituting Equation (24) into the initial condition (23), we obtain

4

B(8,0) = E(&) ~ ) Ei(0)84(3)- (32)

i=0

(b)  Solving the following system of linear equations, we obtain the components of

the initial solution Z°:

11
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'S

20i&) =8&), r=01234, (33)
i=0

where the points &, (r =0,1,2,3,4) are the roots of Os(¢).
Model 3

Now, with the third model we consider the fractional Korteweg—de Vries equation
(FKdVE) with generalized Mittag-Leffler kernel

- 1 Y = - Y
By (&) + 5 MGEDETEE, 1) + B ) SHEDETEE, 1) =0, (34)

where0 < a7 £1and 0 < ap < 3.
The exact solution for the classical integer-form is given by

E(&,17) = 617 [sech(bg — 2 7])]2, (35)
subject to the following initial and boundary conditions:
E(On)=fl)  and  E(Ly) = f2(n) (36)
and )
E(8,0) = E(&)- ©7)

Following the same steps as we used in the cases of Model 1 and Model 2, together with
ap =N +ap (NZO,LZ)

and & € (0,1], we can obtain the following set of algebraic equations solving Model 3:

=

0

o

5. Numerical Results, Graphical Illustrations and Discussions

s _ ms—1 m
H— H - 1 _ Y
<’T> i(&r) + 5 ( YooY E()yije, YT},;;” " (Cr))

i=lay ] j=laq]

3

Ef(fl)@i(ﬁr)) ( Y ¥y Ei(’?)nz,i,j,ang,zi?”Z(ﬁr)> =0. (38)
0 i

i=[a] j=[az]

In this section, we discuss the numerical results for the approximate solutions pre-
sented in Section 4. These results will be illustrated in a number of figures.

For Model 1, the accuracy and efficiency of the numerical approximate solution are
verified by comparison with the analytical solution that we computed. For Model 2 and
Model 3, the accuracy of the numerical solutions can be satisfied by using the residual error
function. This will also be illustrated in various figures.

Figure 1 shows the behavior of the analytical solution (15) of Model 1 for different
values of y and 7. In this figure, we set &« = 0.3 and m = 6.

Figure 2 shows the absolute error between the approximate and the exact solutions
of Model 1 with « = 0.3 and m = 6, and for different values of y and 7. It is clear from
Figure 2 that the absolute error is very small and of the order of the error is 107°. This gives
a good impression of the accuracy and efficiency of the solutions, since the comparison is
made with the analytical solution. This impression is useful when numerical solutions are
found for fractional-order systems that do not have an analytical solution.

12
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Figure 1. Graph of the exact solutions of Model 1, with « = 0.3 and m = 6, and for different values of
puand 9.
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[}
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|
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o
=
bo

Figure 2. Graph of the absolute error between the exact and the approximate solutions of Model 1
when « = 0.3 and m = 6, and for different values of y and 1.

In Figure 3, we show the approximate solution of the FFE for different values of j.
In Model 2, weseta = 1.5, T = 1, T = 0.00001, v = 1 and m = 10. In Model 2, the
analytical solution is unknown; thus, in order to verify the accuracy of the approximate
solution, we define the residual error function (REF) as follows:

REF(G, 1) = (E‘m(fﬂ?))q - GLI\(/)IKDMW(Em(C/U))
—HEn (&) (1 —En(G ), (39)

We illustrate the REF in Figure 4 for different values of y and 7y, and fora = 1.5, T =1,
T = 0.00001 and m = 10. We note from this illustration in Figure 4 that the order of the REF
is 1073.

In the case of Model 3 for the FKAVE, we follow the same procedures and treatments
that were applied for Model 2. In Model 3, we set ap = 2.7, 41 = 0.7, T =1, T = 0.00001
and m = 5. The numerical results of Model 3 are illustrated in Figures 5 and 6.

Remarkably, it is presumably the first time that the numerical results, which are
presented in this paper, are based upon the use of the fractional derivatives and also upon
the properties of the Legendre polynomials as well as GMLK.

13
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Figure 3. Graph of the solutions of Model 2, with « = 1.5, T = 1, m = 10 and 7 = 0.00001, and for
different values of y and 7.
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Figure 4. Graph of the residual error function (REF) of the approximate solution of Model 2, with
«=15T=1,m=10and T = 0.00001, and for different values of y and -y.
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Figure 5. Graph of the solution of Model 3, with ap = 2.7, 4y = 0.7, T = 1, m = 5 and 7 = 0.00001,
and for different values of y and +.
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Figure 6. Graph of the of the residual error function (REF) of the approximate solution of Model 3,
withay =2.7, 01 = 0.7, T =1, m = 5and T = 0.00001, and for different values of y and +.

6. Conclusions

In this paper, classical (integer-order) derivatives have been replaced by some fractional-
order derivatives, which are based upon generalized Mittag-Leffler type kernels. Three
fractional-order models have been presented: The first model belongs to fractional ordinary
differential equations, and the other two models involve fractional partial differential
equations. In the first case, the treatment was achieved by directly converting the fractional-
order model with the help of the Legendre polynomials to a system of algebraic equations
and then finding approximate solutions by using the Newton-Raphson method, in ad-
dition to finding the solution analytically. In the second and the third fractional-order
models, they were converted into differential equations, and by using the finite-difference
method (FDM) to approximate the derivative with respect to time, we were led to algebraic
equations. We then obtained approximate solutions as in the first model.

The accuracy of the solution was verified in the first model in comparison with the
exact solution. For the second and the third models, the accuracy of the approximate
solutions was verified by calculating the residual error function (REF). In all cases, the
order of the error is small, and its value ranges between 1073 and 107°. In all of the
calculations in this paper, the Mathematica software package was used. Finally, we suggest
that the researchers test the algorithm’s efficiency using several special functions, such as
Bernstein, Chebyshev, and others.
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Abstract: We study the asymptotic behavior of random time changes of dynamical systems. As
random time changes we propose three classes which exhibits different patterns of asymptotic decays.
The subordination principle may be applied to study the asymptotic behavior of the random time
dynamical systems. It turns out that for the special case of stable subordinators explicit expressions
for the subordination are known and its asymptotic behavior are derived. For more general classes of
random time changes explicit calculations are essentially more complicated and we reduce our study
to the asymptotic behavior of the corresponding Cesaro limit.

Keywords: dynamical systems; random time change; inverse subordinator; asymptotic behavior

1. Introduction

In this paper we will deal with Markov processes or dynamical systems in RY. These
processes or dynamics starting from x € R, denote by X*(t), t > 0, have associated
evolution equations on R?. In the Markov case we define for suitable f : RY — R the
function u(t, x) = E[f(X*(t))] which satisfied the Kolmogorov equation

9
au(t,x) = Lu(t, x),
where L is the generator of the Markov process.
For a dynamical system we introduce u(t, x) = f(X*(t)). Then this function is the
solution of the Liouville equation

9
gu(t,x) = Lu(t, x),

where now L is the Liouville operator for the dynamical system, see e.g., Kondratiev and
da Silva [1].

Let S5(t), t > 0 be a subordinator and E(t), t > 0 denotes the inverse subordinator,
that is, for each t > 0, E(t) := inf{s > 0| S(s) > t}. This random process we consider as a
random time and assume to be independent of X*(t). Define a random process Y* by

Y¥(t,w) := X*(E(t, w)).
Then as above we may introduce

ub(t,x) = E[f(Y¥(1))].
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For both Markov and dynamical system cases this function satisfies the evolution equations
DEuE(t, x) = LuF(t, x)

where L is the Kolmogorov or Liouville operator correspondingly. Here DF is a generalized
fractional time derivative corresponding to the inverse subordinator E(t), see Section 2
below for details, in particular the definition in (15). The main relation which is true for
both cases is the following subordination formula:

uE () x) = /O ® w(t,x)Gi (1)d, (1)

where G¢(7) is the density of the inverse subordinator E(t), see, e.g., Toaldo [2], Kondratiev
and da Silva [1] and especially the book Meerschaert and Sikorskii [3]. This formula which
relates the solutions of the evolution equations with usual and fractional derivatives plays
an important role in the study of dynamics with random times. Note that there exist such
relations between random times, fractional equations and subordination in the framework
of physical models, see, e.g., Mura et al. [4].

The goal of this paper is to study and analyze the asymptotic behavior of two ele-
mentary dynamical system after the random time change, namely u(t,x) = e¢=%,a > 0
and u(t,x) = t", n > 0. Here the dynamical system are considered as a deterministic
Markov processes. For particular classes of random times the subordination formula (1) is
evaluated explicitly. This is true, for example, in the case of inverse stable subordinators.
For a general inverse subordinator the properties of the density G;(7) are unknown and
the evaluation of (1) is not possible. Actually, it is a long standing open problem in the
theory of stochastic processes.

We propose an alternative approach to study the asymptotic behavior of uF(t, x).
More precisely, we consider Cesaro limits (the asymptotic of the Cesaro mean of u* (t, x),
see (23) below) of uF (¢, x) using the subordination formula representation (1) together with
the Feller—Karamata Tauberian theorem, see Theorem 1. For many classes of random times
this approach leads to a precise asymptotic behavior. In this paper we investigate three
classes of random time change, denote by (17)—(19), see Section 2, which exhibits different
patterns of decays of the Cesaro limit of uF(t, x). We would like to emphasize that for
particular classes of random times, namely inverse stable subordinators, the asymptotic
of uE(t, x) which may be computed explicitly, coincides with the Cesaro limit. For other
classes of random times the Cesaro limit gives one possible characteristic of the asymptotic
for uE (t, x). To the best of our knowledge at the present time no other information on the
asymptotic of uF (¢, x) is known for a general subordinator.

The remaining of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce three
classes (17)—(19) of subordinator processes which serves as random times. These classes
are given in terms of their local behavior of the Laplace exponent at A = 0. In addition, we
state the main results of the paper. Section 3 is a preparation for the more general study of
the asymptotic of the subordination in Section 4. More precisely, we investigate in detail
the special case of the inverse stable subordinator where explicit expressions are known.
Hence, the expression for the subordination (1) is derived (for the two dynamical systems
considered above) as well as their Cesaro limit. It turns out that both asymptotic for uF (, x)
(the explicit calculations and Cesaro limit) are the same. Finally in Section 4 we study the
Cesaro limit for the general classes (17)-(19) of random time changes.

2. Random Times Processes

In this section we introduce three classes of subordinators which serves as random
times processes. More precisely, the random times corresponds to the inverse of subordinator
processes whose Laplace exponent satisfies certain conditions, see below for details. The
simplest example in class (17) below, is the well known a-stable subordinators whose inverse
processes are well studied in the literature, see for example Bingham [5] or Feller [6].
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The classes of processes to be introduced which serve as random times have a con-
nection with the concept of general fractional derivatives (see Kochubei [7] for details
and applications to fractional differential equations) associated to an admissible kernels

k € L (Ry) which is characterized in terms of their Laplace transforms K(1) as A — 0,

see assumption (H) below.

2.1. Definitions and Main Assumptions

Let S = {S(t), t > 0} be a subordinator without drift starting at zero, that is, an
increasing Lévy process starting at zero, see Bertoin [8] for more details. The Laplace
transform of S(t), t > 0 is expressed in terms of a Bernstein function ® : [0,00) — [0, o)
(also known as Laplace exponent) by

E(e 1) = (M), ) >,
The function ® admits the Lévy-Khintchine representation
o) = [ (—e ) do(o) @
where the measure ¢ (called Lévy measure) has support in [0, o) and fulfills
/(“0 L (1A do(0) <o @)
In what follows we assume that the Lévy measure o satisfy
7((0,00)) = co. )
Using the Lévy measure o we define the kernel k as follows
k:(0,00) — (0,00), t — k(t) := o ((t,00)). 5)
Its Laplace transform is denoted by IC, that is, for any A > 0 one has
KA = /0 ¥ e ME(h) dt. ©)
The relation between the function K and the Laplace exponent @ is given by
P(A) =AK(A), VA >O. (7)

We make the following assumption on the Laplace exponent ®(A) of the subordinator S.

(H) @ is a complete Bernstein function (more precisely, the Lévy measure ¢ has a com-
pletely monotone density p(t) with respect to the Lebesgue measure, that is,
(71)"p(”)(t) >0forallt >0,n=0,1,2,...) and the functions K, P satisfy

K(A) =00, asA = 0; K(A) -0, asA — o; 8)
P(A) - 0,asA —0; DP(A) — 00, as A — oo. )

Example 1. A classical example of a subordinator S is the so-called a-stable process with index
a € (0,1). Specifically, a subordinator is a-stable if its Laplace exponent is

oo —1—u
D(A) = A® :/0 (1 _ew)%—a) dr.
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In this case it follows that the Lévy measure is doy (T) = v~ (49 dr, The corresponding
kernel ky has the form ky(t) = g1-4(t) 1=

AT A >0

&
l"(lﬂx)

r(%\a), t > 0 and its Laplace transform is Ky (A) =

Example 2. Sum of two stable subordinators. Let 0 < a < 8 < 1be given and S, g(t), t > 0 the
driftless subordinator with Laplace exponent given by
Do p(A) = A"+ AP,

It is clear from Example 1 that the corresponding Lévy measure oy, g is the sum of two Lévy measures,
that is,

- - B —a+p)
doy p(T) = dow(7) 4 dog(7) Ti—w) T dr + Ta—p) T dr.

Then the associated kernel k, g is

—a B
kap(t) == g1-a(t) +81-p(t) = I’(lt —a) + I’(lt —5) t>0

and its Laplace transform is Ko g(A) = Ka(A) + KCg(A) = A*1+ AF71, A > 0.
Let E be the inverse process of the subordinator S, that is,
E(t) :=inf{s > 0| S(s) >t} =sup{s > 0] S(s) < t}. (10)
For any t > 0 we denote by G;(7), T > 0 the marginal density of E(t) or, equivalently

9 9 9
= — < = — > = ——
Gi(t)dt aTP(E(t) <7)dt aTP(S(T) > t)dt aTP(S(T) < t)dr.
The density G;(7) is the main object in our considerations below. Therefore, in what
follows, we collect the most important properties of G¢(7) needed in the next sections.

Remark 1. If S is the a-stable process, « € (0,1), then the inverse process E(t), has Laplace
transform (cf. Prop. 1(a) in Bingham [5] or Feller [6]) given by

E(e_/\E(”):/ MG (t i M) () 1)
o t( — T(na+1) “ ’

where E, is the Mittag-Leffler function. It follows from the asymptotic behavior of the function E,
that E(e *E()) ~ Ct=% as t — co. It is possible to find explicitly the density G;(T) in this case
using the completely monotonic property of the Mittag-Leffler function E,. It is given in terms of
the Wright function Wy, namely G(t) = t~“W_q 1_(Tt™*), see Gorenflo et al. [9] for more
details.

For a general subordinator, the following lemma determines the ¢-Laplace transform
of G¢(t), with k and K given in (5) and (6), respectively. For the proof see Kochubei [7] or
Proposition 3.2 in Toaldo [2].

Lemma 1. The t-Laplace transform of the density G;(t) is given by

/0 ¥ e MG (1) dE = K(A)e ™KW, (12)
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The double (t, t)-Laplace transform of G¢(T) is

Bl hatg T ,—At _ ’C(A)
/0 /0 e Ple Gt(r)dtdrfm. (13)

Here we would like to make the connection of the above abstract framework with
general fractional derivatives. For any « € (0,1) the Caputo-Dzhrbashyan fractional
derivative of order « of a function u is defined by (see e.g., Kilbas et al. [10] and references
therein)

t
(Dfu)(t) = %/ ko(t —T)u(t) dt — ko (t)u(0), t>0, (14)
0
where k, is given in Example 1, that is, k,(t) = g1_(t) = 1"(%—&04)’ t > 0. In general,

1
loc

starting with a subordinator S and the kernel k € L
differential-convolution operator by

(Ry) as given in (5), we may define a

(D u) (1) = %/Otk(t — T)u(t) dt — k(Hu(0), t > 0. (15)

The operator ]D)t(k) is also known as general fractional derivative and its applications to

convolution-type differential equations was investigated in Kochubei [7].

Example 3. Distributed order derivative. Consider the kernel k defined by

1 1 th*l
k(t) :== /0 Qu(t)da = b T(@) da, t>0. (16)
Then it is easy to see that
o A—1
—At
K(A)_./o e Mk(t)dt Alog (1)’ A>0

The corresponding differential-convolution operator ]D),(k) is called distributed order derivative,
see Atanackovic et al. [11], Daftardar-Gejji and Bhalekar [12], Hanyga [13], Kochubei [14], Gorenflo

and Umarov [15], Meerschaert and Scheffler [16] for more details and applications.

We say that the functions f and g are asymptotically equivalent at infinity, and denote
f(x) ~ g(x) as x — oo, meaning that

. flx)
e

We say that a function L is slowly varying at infinity (see Feller [6], Seneta [17]) if

L(Ax)
% L(x)

=1, foranyA >0.

Below C is constant whose value is unimportant and may change from line to line.

In the following we consider three classes of admissible kernels k € Lll0 (R), charac-

terized in terms of their Laplace transforms KC(A) as A — 0 (i.e., as local conditions):

KA~ A1, 0<a<1. 17)
K(A) ~ r%(%), L(y) := Clog(y)~!, C > 0. (18)
KA) ~ A*1L<%>, L(y) := Clog(y)~'~%, s >0, C > 0. (19)
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We would like to emphasize that these three classes of kernels leads to different type of
differential-convolution operators. In particular, the Caputo-Djrbashian fractional deriva-
tive (17) and distributed order derivatives (18), (19). Moreover, it is simple to check that
the class of subordinators from Example 2 falls into the class (17) above.

Remark 2. The asymptotic behavior of the function f(t) as t — oo may be determined, under
certain conditions, by studying the behavior of its Laplace transform f(A) as A — 0, and vice versa.
An important situation where such a correspondence holds is described by the Feller—Karamata
Tauberian (FKT) theorem.

We state below a version of the FKT theorem which suffices for our purposes, see the
monographs Bingham et al. [18] (Section 1.7) and Feller [6] (XIII, Section 1.5) for a more
general version and proofs.

Theorem 1. Feller—-Karamata Tauberian. Let U : [0,00) — R be a monotone non-decreasing
right-continuous function such that

w(A) == / e MAU(t) < oo, YA > 0.
0
If L is a slowly varying function and C,p > 0, then the following are equivalent

U(t) ~ i ¢ tPL(t) ast— oo, (20)

p+1)
(1 .
W) ~ CAPL(5 ) asA— 0", 1)
When C = 0, (20) is to be interpreted as U (t) = o(tPL(t)); similarly for (21).

2.2. Statement of the Main Results

In Section 3 and 4 we will focus our attention on deriving the asymptotic behavior
of the subordination u(t, x) given in (1) for the inverse stable subordinator as well as
for the classes (17)—(19) given above. On one hand, the results concerning the inverse
stable subordinator as a random time are well understood, due to the fact that the Laplace
transform (in 7) of the density G;(7) is known (cf. Remark 1). On the other hand, for a
general subordinator much less information about G;(7) is known and explicit results
for the subordination uF(t, x) are not available. In order to get around this problem, and
motivated by the results of Section 3, we study the Cesaro limit of uF (¢, x) for the general
classes of random times.

With the above considerations we are ready to state our main results.

Theorem 2. Let uF(t,x) be the subordination by the density G;(T) associated to the inverse stable
subordinator. Denote by My(uF (-, x)) := 1 [ uF (s, x) ds the Cesaro mean of uE (t, x).

1. Ifu(t,x) = t", n > 0, then the asymptotic behavior of uF(t,x) coincides with the Cesaro
limit and is equal to
Ct"™ as t— oo.

2. Ifu(t,x) = e ™, a >0, then the asymptotic of ut (t, x) and its Cesaro limit are equal to
Ct™™ ast— oo.

The proof of Theorem 2 is essentially the contents of Section 3 while the next theorem
is shown in Section 4.

Theorem 3. Let u(t,x) be the subordination by the density G:(T) associated to the classes

(17)~(19) and My (uE (-, x)) == 1 Ot uF (s, x) ds the Cesaro mean of uF (t, x).
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1. Assume that u(t,x) = t", n > 0. Then the asymptotic of the Cesaro mean for the three classes

are:

(17).  Me(uF(-,x)) ~ Ct*" as t — oo,

(18).  Mi(uF(,,x)) ~ Clog(t)" ast — o,

(19).  Mi(uF(-,x)) ~ Clog(t)1+5)" gs t — co.
t

2. Ifu(t,x) =e ", a >0, then the asymptotic of My(uE (-, x)) for the different classes are:
(17).  Mi(uF(-,x)) ~Ct % ast — oo,

(18).  Mi(uf(,,x)) ~ Clog(t) Last — oo,

(19).  Mi(uB(-,x)) ~ Clog(t) S ast — co.

3. Inverse Stable Subordinators

In this section we consider two elementary solutions of dynamical systems, namely
u(t) = u(t,x) = t", n > 0and u(t) = u(t,x) = e, a > 0, and investigate their
subordination by the density G;(7) of inverse stable subordinator.

Define the function uF () = uf(t, x) as the subordination of u(t) (of the above type)
by the kernel G;(7), that is,

WE(E) = /(;mu(T)Gt(T)dT, £>0. 22)

Our goal is to investigate the asymptotic behavior of uF(t). At first we compute explicitly
the function uf (t) by solving the integral (22) and obtain the time asymptotic. Second we
derive the Cesaro limit of u(t), more precisely, the asymptotic behavior of the Cesaro

mean of uF(t) defined by
't
)= %/0 uf (s) ds. (23)

It turns out that both asymptotic behaviors for the two functions u(t) given above coincide.
Therefore, for the random time change associated to the inverse stable subordinator E(t),
t > 0, the asymptotic behavior of uk (t) is the same as the Cesaro limit. On the other hand,
using the Cesaro limit we may investigate a broad class of subordinators. In Section 4 we
investigate the Cesaro limit for the classes (17)—(19) while in this section concentrate in the
spacial case of inverse stable subordinators.

3.1. Subordination of Monomials

Let us consider at first the subordination of the function u(t) = ", n > 0. Hence, uf (t)
is given by

uE(t) = / Gy(7) dr. 4)
0
It follows from (11) that uF(t) is explicitly evaluated as

d!”l

WE (1) = (1) ST E(A)] Ly = o

I'(an + 1)t

an

The last equality follows easily from the power series of the Mittag-Leffler function

o0
; zxn+1

In addition, the asymptotic of the Mittag-Leffler function E, that gives

uE(t) ~ CH"™ as t — co. (25)
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Now we turn to compute the asymptotic behavior of the Cesaro mean of u (t) with
the help of the FKT theorem. To this end we define the monotone function

o(t) := /Ot uF (s) ds. (26)

The Laplace-Stieltjes transform w(A) of v(t) is given by

w(A) = /ooe’/\tdv(t) :/we’”uE(t)dt:/we’At/wT”Gt(T) drdt.
0 0 0 0

Using Fubini’s theorem and Equation (12) we obtain
w(A) = / [ / e MG(T)dtdT = K(A) / e~ ™M) g,
0 0 0
The rh.s. integral can be evaluated as
/oo Tnefr/\IC(A) dr = (AK(A))7(1+")HI
0

which yields

w(A) = n A~ DAY, 27)
On the other hand, for the stable subordinator we have IC(A) = A of, Example 1. Thus,

we obtain

1
_ iy —(1+an) _ y—p .
w(A) =nlA =A L(A)'

where p = 1+ an and L(x) = n! is a trivial slowly varying function. Then Theorem 1

yields
o(t) ~ CHT™ a5 t— oo

and this implies the following asymptotic behavior for the Cesaro mean of 1 (t)
1 gt
Mi(uE () = ?/ uE(s)ds ~ CH*" as t — co. 28)
0

Remark 3. In conclusion, we find that the asymptotic behavior of the subordination uF(t) of
any monomial by the density G;(T) (of the inverse stable subordinator) as well as its Cesaro limit
coincides. Note also the slower decay of the subordination uF () compared to u(t) due to0 < a < 1.

3.2. Subordination of Decaying Exponentials

Now we consider the solution u(t) = ¢~*, a > 0 and proceed to study the asymptotic
behavior of its subordination uF(t) by the kernel G;(t). Again a direct computation is
possible in that case as well as the Cesaro mean.

Hence, the subordination uF () is given by

WE(t) = / ¥ w(0)Gi (1) dr = / ¥ e T Gy(1) dr. 29)
0 0
It follows from Equation (11) that
ub () = Ex(—at®) ~ Ct™ as t— co. (30)

On the other hand, to derive the asymptotic behavior for the Cesaro mean of uF (t)
(with the help of Theorem 1) we define the monotone function

o(t) = /Ot uE(s)ds. (31)
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The Laplace-Stieltjes transform w(A) of v(t) is equal to

w(A) = / e Mdo(t) = / e Mub(r)dt = / e*’\t/ e "TGy(t)drdt
0 0 0 0
and using Fubini’s theorem and Equation (11) we obtain

_ ® @t Ak g — KA
w()\)flC()\)/O e W e = 32)

As K(A) = A1 for the class (17) we may write #(A) as

1 1 1
— )\ (1-a) — A PL( = =1 [ —
w(A) = A P A L(/\), p=1—wa, L(t): par=—2

It is simple to verify that L is a slowly varying function so that we may use the FKT theorem

to obtain .

o(t) ~ CH % ———
a+t*

as t — oo.

Dividing both sides by t leads to the asymptotic behavior of the Cesaro mean of uF(t), that s,
—

1t t '
E . = — E ~ —_— —u
M;(u=(+)) ; /0 u”(s,x)ds Ca =" Ct ast — oo. (33)

Remark 4. We conclude that the asymptotic behavior uF (t) given in (30) coincides with the Cesaro
limit of uf (t, x). In addition, we notice that the starting function u(t) = e~ has an exponential
decay and its subordination has a slower decay, namely polynomial decay.

4. Cesaro Limit for General Classes of Subordinators

In this section we study the asymptotic behavior of the subordination by the density
G¢(7) associated to the classes (17)—(19). Note that Examples 1 and 2 belong to the class (17).
As pointed out in Section 3 here we only study the Cesaro limit of the subordination
function uE(t).

As in Section 3, uF(t) is defined by

uE(t) == /Om Gy(t) dr (34)

or

ub(t) := /0 e TGy(t)dt (35)
while v(t) is defined by
t
o(t) == /0 uf(s) ds.

The density G¢(7) in (34) and (35) is associated to each class (17)-(19) described above. We
study the Cesaro limit of u (t) for each class separately.

4.1. Subordination by the Class (17)
At first we study the asymptotic behavior of 15 (t) given by (34). To this end we use
equality (27) to obtain the Laplace-Stieltjes transform w(A) of the function v(t) as
w(A) == / e Mdo(t) = A~ (K (1))l
0

It follows from the behavior of (1) at A = 0 of the class (17) that

w(A) ~ A — r%(%),
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where p = 1+ an and L(x) = n!is a slowly varying function. It follows from the FKT
theorem that
o(t) ~ CHFL(t) = CHH¥ as - oo

This implies the Cesaro limit of uf () as
Mi(uF(-)) ~ CH*" as t — co.

Note that this asymptotic is similar to the analogous for the inverse stable subordinator,
cf. (28).

Let us now study the Cesaro limit of the function uF(t) given in (35). Using the
equality (32) the Laplace-Stieltjes transform v(t) has the form

Sy — KN
oW = Tk
Replacing the local behavior of C(A) at A = 0 for the class (17) gives
Av-l 1
4 ~ - = APL| =
3(A) P A L(/\)’

where p = 1 —a and L(x) = m% An applications of the FKT theorem yields the
asymptotic for v(t), namely v(t) ~ CtPL(t) as t — oo. Finally dividing both sides by t gives
the Cesaro limit of uE (t), that s,

t*lx

E . ~ S
M (u=(+)) Cl—&—at*‘"

~Ct ™ as t— oo

Again, we obtain the same asymptotic as for the inverse stable subordinator, see (33). In
any case, since 0 < & < 1, the time decaying is slower than the initial function u(t).

4.2. Subordination by the Class (18)

Assume that uF(t) is the subordination given in (34). The Laplace-Stieltjes transform
w(A) of v(t) (cf. equality (27)) has the form

w(A) = /f e Mdo(t) = A~ (KK (A)) " nt.

Using the behavior of K(A) near A = 0 for the class (18) we obtain
1
-1 -
w(A) ~ATL ( 3 > ,

where L(x) = Clog(x)", C > 0, is a slowly varying function. Then it follows from the FKT
theorem that
v(t) ~ Ctlog(t)"

and as a result the asymptotic behavior for the Cesaro mean of uF (t) follows
M;(uE(-)) ~ Clog(t)" as t— co.

A similar analysis may be applied to study the asymptotic behavior for the subordi-
nation uf(t) given in (35). The Laplace-Stieltjes transform w(A) of the monotone function
v(t) may be evaluated using equality (32) to find the following expression

K1)

w(A) = AT AR
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Using the local behavior of K(A) near A = 0 from class (18) yields
1
-1 -
w(A) ~ AL ( Y > ,

-1
where L(x) = C% which is a slowly varying function. Using the FKT theorem we

obtain the longtime behavior for the Cesaro mean of u(t) as

E/. log(t)”! -1
Mi(u=()) Ca+Clog(t)*1 Clog(t) as t— oo.

4.3. Subordination by the Class (19)

At first we study the subordination uF (t) given in (34) for the class (19). The Laplace-
Stieltjes transform w(A) of the corresponding v(t) is computed using equality (27) and we
obtain

w(A) = /Om e Mdo(t) = A=) (I (A)) ",

Using the behavior of K(A) near A = 0 for the class (19) yields

w(A) ~ A*%(%),

where L(x) = Clog(x)*9)", C > 0, is a slowly varying function. Then it follows from
Theorem 1 that
o(t) ~ Ctlog(t)(1+s)

and dividing both sides by t gives the asymptotic behavior for the Cesaro mean of uk (1),
namely
M;(uF (1)) ~ Clog(H)1*9" as ¢ — co.

Let u (t) be the subordination by u(t) = e~™, a > 0, that is, equality (35) with G¢(1)
from the class (19). It follows from equality (32) that the Laplace-Stieltjes transform w(A)
of v(t) has the form

K
a+AK(A)

Using the local behavior of K(A) near A = 0 from class (19) yields

—1—s

w(A) =

where C,s > 0. As the function L is slowly varying at infinity, then by the FKT theorem we
obtain the asymptotic behavior for the Cesaro mean of u* (t) as

log(t)1* 1
E(V o 088) 1-s
Mi(u=()) Ca-i—Clog(t)*l*S Clog(t) as t— oo,
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Abstract: In this work, we show that the static magnetization curve of high-concentrated ferrofluids
can be accurately approximated by the Mittag—Leffler function of the inverse external magnetic
field. The dependence of the Mittag—Leffler function’s fractional index on physical characteristics
of samples is analysed and its growth with the growing degree of system’s dilution is revealed.
These results provide a certain background for revealing mechanisms of hindered fluctuations in
concentrated solutions of strongly interacting of the magnetic nanoparticles as well as a simple tool
for an explicit specification of macroscopic force fields in ferrofluid-based technical systems.

Keywords: Mittag-Leffler function; data fitting; magnetization; magnetic fluids

1. Introduction

The magnetization of ferrofluids under realistic conditions of a highly concentrated
suspension of magnetic particles covered by envelopes preventing the aggregation, and tak-
ing into account the possible polydispersity of these particles, is a complicated problem of
condensed matter physics still far from its final resolution [1-6].

While the qualitative picture of superparamagnetic phenomena in ideal diluted media of
magnetic dipoles is well-established [7], the effects of multiparticle interactions, aggregation
of nanoparticles and their hindered rotation, a wide spectrum of possible relaxation times
under such conditions do not allow practically applicable straightforward calculations.

Among the most accepted approaches, one can note the second-order modified mean-
field (MMEF2) theory proposed in the work [8], which treats the macroscopic magnetization
M of ferrofluid as a function of the applied magnetic field intensity H in the form

M(H) = p(uo (FE ) ), M)

where angle brackets denote averaging over the ensemble of microscopic magnetic mo-
ments y(x) and the particle size distribution, yo and kg are is the vacuum permeability and
Boltzmann’s constant, respectively, p is the density and

1
Hegg = H+ zMy(H) + -~ My (H)——%—

3 @

is the effective magnetic field in a medium with

m (k) = p( i (PR ), )

where L(z) = coth(z) — z7! is the Langevin function.
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Although this method and its further improvements, which take into account higher-
order in the dipolar coupling constant for polydisperse concentrated ferrofluids [9], reason-
ably reproduce the magnetization curve, and especially the initial susceptibility

B 1 1,
X=XL <1 taaut mn) “4)
with )
oM X
e (), - e
H=0 B

that makes it useful for magnetic granulometry of ferrofluids, it requires assumptions
on the statistic properties of magnetic nanoparticles and rather complicated numerical
computation of integrals when calculating integrals with the respective probability den-
sity functions.

On the other hand, a variety of practical problems require the knowledge of an accurate
shape of the magnetization curve not around the zero field (4) but in the range of strong
external magnetic field, where this line is highly curved, and further toward the saturation
but not reaching the latter.

Most traditional technical applications of the magnetic fluid-based systems such
as sensors, sealers, acoustic systems [10,11] as well as modern applications in microflu-
idics [12], controlled magnetophoresis [13], self-assembly [14], and separation [15] use the
range of magnetic fields in which the working fluid is placed is in the middle region of
the magnetization curve far from both the interval of initial magnetization and saturation.
Therefore, predicting the shape of the magnetization curve in the region of its significant
curvature is also an important technical task.

This situation induces the emergence of several alternative approaches aimed at an
efficient fitting of ferrofluid’s magnetisation stated as an explicit function of the exter-
nal magnetic field by an appropriate set of approximating functions [16-19] adjusted to
experimental conditions.

In this work, we explore the Mittag-Leffler function as a promising universal approxi-
mant chosen for two reasons: (i) this function has high flexibility for fitting data with quite
various behaviour [20] and (ii) the Mittag—Leffler function is involved in the description of
fluctuational and relaxational processes in ferrofluids [21,22] that may affect the stationary
magnetization in an external field.

2. Experimental Data and Their Processing
2.1. Measurements of Ferrofluid’s Magnetization

As an example of the practical analysis of ferrofluid’s magnetisation, we consider the
set of samples specified previously in the work [23], which are obtained by the sequential
dilutions of the initial magnetic liquid denoted as MF-1, see the parameters in Table 1. This
procedure assures the same structure of magnetic nanoparticles in all samples, which differ
by their concentration only.

To determine the magnetisation of samples, the ballistic method was used. Its essence
is that the measuring cell containing magnetic fluid is placed between the poles of the elec-
tromagnet connected to a micromagnetometer (the relative uncertainty of measurements is
estimated as 2.5%). The change of the magnetic flux after the cell’s rotation was registered
allows calculating the magnetization, see [24] for technical details.

The maximal intensity of the magnetic field allowed by the setup is equal to 800 kA /m
in the region of measurements. During the experiment, the tending of ferrofluid’s magne-
tization to the saturated state in the strong magnetic field was controlled by plotting the
magnetization as a function of the inverse magnetic field as follows from the definition
M; = M(H) for H — oo that implies H~! — 0 as well as by monitoring the change of
magnetization at subsequent steps of the magnetic field elevation. It is noted that the
relative change of the registered M(H) for H close to 800 kA /m tends to limits of experi-
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mental uncertainty that means that the obtained experiments data satisfy the conditions of
“ferrofluid’s magnetization in a strong external magnetic field”.

Table 1. Physical properties of the studied ferrofluids: the density p, the relative volume concen-
tration of nanoparticles ¢ and the relative volume concentration of its magnetic fraction ¢, as well
as the parameter of their magnetization curve determined by the Mittag—Leffler function-based
approximation: the saturation magnetization M;, the inverse fractional magnetic demagnetizing
susceptibility a, and the fractional index a. The last row lists relative average absolute deviations
between experimental and fitted data.

MF-1 MF-2 MF-3 MF-4
p, kg-m™3 1245 1058 952 870
¢, % 11.02 6.62 411 218
Pm, % 9.08 434 2.70 1.93
M, kA -m™! 47.6 21.7 135 8.69
a, (kA-m™1)* 456 492 477 5.33
w 0.53 0.65 0.69 0.71
AAD, % 2.1 12 2.0 25

2.2. The Mittag—Leffler Function as an Approximant for the Static Magnetization Curve

Being based on the asymptotic expansion of the Langevin function, the conventional
way to consider the magnetization curve, when it tends to the state of saturation in a strong
external magnetic field, is considering the function M(H~!), which has the asymptotic

form

M= M, (1 _ keT ) (6)

poftH

where ji is some effective magnetic moment obtained via the procedure of an appropriate
statistical averaging. In particular, for diluted systems it is argued [17] that it is related to the
harmonic mean of elementary magnetic moments; MMF2 theory gives more complicated
expression, which depends on the chosen statistical distribution, but does not change the
principal functional form. As a consequence, the saturated magnetization is operationally
defined as the limit M = M(H~!) when H~! = 0 with the usage of the least mean square
fitting experimental data.

Note however, that certain precautions related to the direct usage of Equation (6) were
noted even in early works on the superparamagnetism in ferrofluids [25,26] argued to the
free energy difference between initial and final states and different magnetization routes
for very small and relatively larger magnetic particles. The latter was also noted recently in
ref. [17].

In fact, experimental data showed in Figure 1A follow a curved path resembling some
stretched exponential rather than a straight line as a function of the inverse magnetic field.
This argues in favour of searching a more relevant approximation than Equation (6).

The promising candidate is the form

M(H™Y) = MyE,(aH™*) (7)

expressed via the Mittag-Leffler function defined as [27,28]

an

®)

e

Ee(=2) = L () {1y

n=0

where T'(+) is the Gamma function, & > 0 and can be fractional, and a is a parameter whose
physical meaning will be discussed below.
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The function (8) tends asymptotically [28] at z — 0 to

N z" z"
) ~en(~) ~ 1 ©

i.e., to the shape visible in Figure 1A.

M, kA/m

EM %
o
:@i
13
o
o
o

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0 200 400 600 800
H™', (kA/m)™! H, kA/m
Figure 1. (A) The magnetization of the ferrofluid MF-2 as a function of the inverse external mag-
netic field, experimental values M(H~') (circles) and their approximation by the Mittag-Leffler
function My;; (curve); (B) the relative deviation between the data and their approximation ) =

100% (M -M ﬂt> M~ plotted as a function of the external magnetic field applied to the sample.
At the same time, E1(z) = exp(z), and the limiting case for z << 1
Ei(-z)=1-z2

reduces this representation to Equation (6) in the classic superparamagnetic case. In this
case a = kT / pofi; in the general case it is an indefinite parameter to be determined by the
fitting procedure.

In application to magnetization curve data for all dilutions, the fitting procedure and
the subsequent computation of the Mittag—Leffler function with the parameters determined
by this fitting were carried out using the packages [29,30] for MATLAB. Figure 2 clearly
shows that the solid curves representing the functional form (7) accurately reproduce the
experimental data not only in the asymptotic region of strong magnetic fields but practically
over the whole range. The double logarithmic scale is used to better distinguish between
curves, which otherwise go too close to each other in the region of small H~!.

The values provided in Table 1 indicate that the relative average absolute deviations
defined as

100%

AAD =
vk

M(H;) — My (H;)
M(H;)

do not exceed a few percents. Figure 1B illustrates the distribution of these deviations
in more details for MF-2 (for the rest of ferrofluids the picture is principally the same).
One can see that they are distributed symmetrically over zero, i.e., this is connected with
the experimental uncertainty. They are sufficiently small over the great majority of the
external margetic filed range; the larger deviations are revealed in the close vicinity of the
demagnetized state (H = 0) only.
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Figure 2. The magnetization curves in double logarithmic scale for all ferrofluids listed in Table 1:
experimental data (markers) and their the Mittag—Leffler function-based approximations (curves).

3. Discussion

Thus, the Mittag-Leffler function-based expression (7) reproduces the magnetization
curve with practically acceptable accuracy. Moreover, plotting the values of parameters
listed in Table 1, one can see a certain regularity in their dependence on the magnetic phase
concentration as shown in Figure 3 when a fluid’s state is far from a very diluted system,
which should exhibit the classic superparamegnetic behaviour, and the Langevin function
does not reduces to the Mittag-Leffler representation.

On the contrary, the dependences for concentrated systems can be connected to
physical mechanisms. Looking at Table 1 and Figure 3B it is seen that the a-index of the
diminishes with the growing concentration of magnetic nanoparticles in a regular way that
means that anomalous long-range effects accompany the more concentrated systems.

(A) (B) (€
50 0.75 5.4
40 0.7 5.2
£.30 0.65 T 5
Z S =
= 20 0.6 248
10 0.55 4.6
0 0.5 4.4
0 5 10 0 5 10 2 4 6 8
bm, %o b, %o by %o

Figure 3. Parameters (circles) of Equation (7) as functions of the magnetic phase concentration.
The fitting equations shown as solid straight lines are Ms = 5.3977¢;, — 1.4426 (A), &« = —0.0246¢,, +
0.7575 (B), and a = —0.48751In(¢,,) + 5.6377 (C).

Note that the function (7) is a solution to the fractional differential equation

DY, M(H ') = —aM(H™) (10)
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with the initial condition Ms = M(0"), where CD}’QH the fractional derivative of order « in
the Caputo sense,

Cru -1\ _ 1 H (H_l)z%
D% M(H )_71"(1706)/0 e 1)

The integer-order derivative within the integrand in Equation (11) is especially written
explicitly as dM/dH = x to highlight its meaning as the usual differential magnetic
susceptibility. Therefore, it follows from Equations (10) and (11) that the parameter a can
be considered to be a kind of the inverse fractional magnetic susceptibility, which is taken
into account when the system is demagnetized to some state from the completely ordered
one (H — 0o, M = M;). The higher concentrations lead to smaller values of a that implies
wider integration kernels in Equation (11), i.e., more expressed effects of retarded magnetic
restructuring due to many-particle interactions.

In the concentrated systems, the growth of the applied magnetic field can induce chain
formation resulting in the magnetisation response of the mixture of elementary magnetic
dipoles of single (even interacting particles) and multicore aggregates [31].

Another feature related to the experimental procedure of measurements of concen-
trated ferrofluids magnetization in a strong magnetic field was revealed in the works [32,33],
where it has been noted that a relatively long measurement procedure may lead to the
system’s slow restructuring, which changes its macroscopic magnetic properties. Such a
process is characterized by the relaxation times significantly exceeding those for Neel and
Brown mechanisms. Moreover, the stretched exponential time dependence argues in favour
of anomalous kinetics that unavoidably requires the usage of the Mittag—Leffler function.

Thus, we can hypothesize that the revealed fitting dependence on the external mag-
netic field may emerge as a fractional-order response to the switching-on external magnetic
field accompanied by a hindered alignment of elementary magnetic dipoles in concentrated
ferrofluids, their anomalous kinetic-based fluctuations and, additionally, a specific field
shielding. As a kind of analogy, one can mention that Equation (1) contains H,fy as its
argument, which, in turn, also contains the Langevin function. Thus, combining both (1)
and (2) under the strong-field approximation (6), we obtain the nested structure similar to
the first terms of the continued fraction representation of the electric ladder circuit that is a
known example [34] of the system leading to the fractional-order dynamics with solutions
expressed via the Mittag—Leffler function.

As a kind of argument supporting this hypothesis, we can consider dependencies
shown in Figure 3. One can note that the dilution of the system, i.e., diminished concentra-
tion of the magnetic phase ¢, leads to the growing a-index. This realizes a transition from
Equations (8) and (9) to the classic hyperbolic law (6) in the asymptotic limit. However, there
is also a caveat: this Mittag-Leffler function-based consideration seems not be applicable
to the completely demagnetized state when it results in diverging xo = (dM/dH)H = 0.
This is also supported by Figure 1B where the deviations from the approximant grow
approaching this state and Figure 3A where the linear approximation of the saturation
magnetization does not go through the point M(0) = 0. However, this conclusion does
not affect the accuracy of approximation and regularities at moderate and high values of
the applied external magnetic fields. On the contrary, large concentrations ¢, result in
effects of the hindered rotation of magnetic nanoparticles preventing their alignment in
the magnetic field, viscoelastic retardation of the alignment, agglomeration, etc, see the
discussion above. All these factors lead to the emergence of memory effects that is reflected
by the diminishing of the fractional index « in the respective Mittag—Leffler function-based
representation. At the same time, the linear dependence of the magnitude of the saturated
magnetization shown in Figure 3A is the completely classic effect reflected even in the
expression (1): larger concentrations of the magnetic phase directly proportionally result
in the larger saturation magnetizations. The last of three dependencies, see Figure 3C is a
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phenomenological one but its logarithmic character is qualitatively expectable because the
amplitude parameter 4 is a multiplier but not an additive term.

Finally, we should stress that the reasons described above have physically qualitative
character, while the dependences shown in Figure 3 can find a direct practical application:
when several experimental data points follow linear regularity for different concentrations
of the magnetic phase, one can use the obtained regression lines to predict the magnetic
response (the magnetization curve) of ferrofluids at intermediate concentrations without
carrying out additional time-consuming measurements.

4. Conclusions

In this work, we demonstrated that the Mittag—Leffler function can be used as an
efficient approximant for the representation of the ferrofluid magnetization curve at mod-
erate and strong external magnetic field as an explicit function of the latter. This approach
has an advantage as using only a small number of parameters to be fitted. Among them,
the saturated magnetization is determined as better corresponding to the way of change of
experimental data within the experimentally accessible range of applied magnetic fields.
In addition, it is shown, see Figure 3 that there exits a regularity in the change of these pa-
rameters in response to the change of the concentration of the magnetic nanoparticles while
the latter is not very small. As a result, one can predict the change magnetic properties of a
ferrofluid due to its dilution, i.e., a small number of reference dilutions used to determine
the coefficients of linear fits of these parameters. In turn, they provide an opportunity to
plan dilutions leading to desired magnetic properties. Thus, it can be easily used in applied
problems, which demand the phenomenological high-accurate analytic representation of
ferrofluid’s magnetization when the controlling configuration of the external magnetic field
is stated by the system’s construction. Among such applications, one can mention different
microfluidic devices operating with microparticles and biological cells, e.g., [12,35], de-
vices based on the magneto-Archimedes effect, e.g., [15,16,23], ferrofluid-based measuring
devices [19,36], etc.

In addition, the static field-dependent magnetic susceptibility {(H) = dM(H)/dH
(except the close vicinity of the state H = 0) also has a simple analytical representation in
this case since the derivative of the Mittag—Leffler function (8) is known [28]

d

TEu(-2) = —z~0=9E, (=2%)

and can be accurately computed numerically with the existing software [30].

Finally, the revealed mathematical dependence poses some outlooks for future more
detailed investigations of possible physical mechanisms, which may lead to such a rep-
resentation of static magnetization in the form close to typical for anomalous kinetics
processes. In particular, does it mean the existence of fractional-order fluctuations in the
case of high concentrations of magnetic nanoparticles that possibly results in trapping their
rotation, etc.?
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Abstract: In this paper, by introducing two sequences of new numbers and their derivatives, which
are closely related to the Stirling numbers of the first kind, and choosing to employ six known
generalized Kummer’s summation formulas for ,F; (—1) and »F; (1/2), we establish six classes of
generalized summation formulas for 2 Fy 1 with arguments —1 and 1/2 for any positive integer p.
Next, by differentiating both sides of six chosen formulas presented here with respect to a specific
parameter, among numerous ones, we demonstrate six identities in connection with finite sums
of 4F3(—1) and 4F3(1/2). Further, we choose to give simple particular identities of some formulas
presented here. We conclude this paper by highlighting a potential use of the newly presented
numbers and posing some problems.
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1. Introduction and Preliminaries

The Pochhammer symbol (&), (¢, 7 € C) is defined, in terms of Gamma function I
(see, e.g., [1], p- 2 and p. 5), by

_T(€+n)

©n="Fg E+neC\Z,neC\{0};¢eC\Z, 1 =0)
_{1 (= 0), .
S EEHY - (CHn-1)  (p=neN),

it accepted that (0)9 = 1. Here and throughout, let C, R, Z, and N represent, respec-
tively, the sets of complex numbers, positive real numbers, integers, and positive integers.
Furthermore, let Ny := NU {0}, Z~ := Z\ Ny and Z; := Z\ N. Further, throughout
this article, it is assumed that an empty sum and an empty product are read as 0 and 1,
respectively. The generalized hypergeometric series (or function) ,F; (p, g € Ny), which is
a parametric and logical extension of the Gaussian hypergeometric series » F}, is defined by
(see, e.g., [1-9])

|4
” hp © H(V}) wz
oo Hps j=1
qu{v v, _w} Z N )
et LS ),
j=1
= pFg(p, oo pps 1, o, Vg ).
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Here it is supposed that the variable w, the numerator parameters 1, ..., y p,and the
denominator parameters vy, . .., v, take on complex values, provided that

(v € C\Zg; j=1,...,9). @)

Then, if a numerator parameter is in Z;, the series ,F; is found to terminate and
becomes a polynomial in w.
With none of the numerator and denominator parameters being zero or a negative
integer, the series ,F; in (2)
(i) divergesforallw e C\ {0}, ifp >q+1;
(i) convergesforallw € C,ifp <g;
(iii) converges for |w| < 1and diverges for |w| > 1ifp =g+ 1;
(iv) converges absolutely for |w| =1,if p = g+ 1 and R(w) > 0;
(v) converges conditionally for |w| =1 (w #1),if p =g+ 1and -1 < R(@) = 0;
(vi) diverges for |w| =1,if p =g+ 1and R(w) < —1.

where ] ,
@i= ) vi= ) @)
j=1 j=1

which is called the parametric excess of the series.
Gauss’s famous summation formula [10]:

oy = T T(e—x =)
2R A5 150 = 1 T A ®)
(R(p—x—A)>0,ueC\Zy)

has been a significant, pioneering, and essential identity, especially in the theories of
hypergeometric and generalized hypergeometric functions, as well as related special
functions. Formula (5) can be proved by using Euler’s integral representation for »F; (z)
(see, e.g., [6], pp. 44—49) or telescoping (see, e.g., [11], pp. 181-182). Since (5) appeared, a
number of researchers have devoted their arduous, intrigued and penetrated endeavors to
getting summation formulas for the generalized hypergeometric series in (2). As a result,
the generalized hypergeometric series in (2) of the case p = g + 1 have been found to be
classified as follows: ;.1 F; in (2) is said to be w-balanced if the parametric excess equals @
and balanced if @ = 1. Further, if @ = 1 and one of the numerator parameters is a negative
integer, it is called Saalschiitzian. It is well-poised if the parameters yj, v; can be separately
permuted so that
T+ =ptwn="-=jg1+ty

and very well-poised if the condition i, = 1+ % holds true, along with the above condition
for the well-poised nature. Consequently, a large number of summation and transformation
formulas for ,F; have been established by means of diverse techniques. In fact, usually,
certain mixed techniques are used in getting a summation formula or a transformation
formula for , F;. Here we recall only several representative techniques which are employed
in deriving some summation and transformation formulas for , F;:

(i) Contiguous function relations (and computer programs) [12-25].
(i) Theidea of partition of the set of nonnegative integers into its terms modulo N applied
to a series involving functions ¥, (n € Ny) displayed by

N—-1 oo
Y, = Z Z 1FnI\IJrr (6)

0 r=0 n=0

agki

n
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is ubiquitously employed (see, e.g., [26,27]). In particular, partition of the series into
even and odd terms gives

Y Y=Y Yo+ Y Youra 7)

The (6) and (7) have been used to get certain identities involving generalized hyper-
geometric series and their extensions (see, e.g., [28-37]). Exton [30] considered the
following two combinations

E 01,2 841 R
g+1tq
by, by, ..., by by, by, ..., by

a a4 +1 Ag4+1 aq+1+1' 8)
57 '.“'T'Tll
1 b bi+1 bq bq+1.
A A VA W

‘WHF{

= 2pq42Fg41

and

ar,az, ..., 0041, ar,az,..., 0041,
ﬂ+1F‘1 T _q+1Fq S
bi,by, .. by; bi,by, .. by;

q+1

I1 4 m+1 o 41 agi1+1 agq 1, )
:2]':1 I 2 72 272 ’1

q N q+252q+ 3 b+1 h+1 by +1 %4_1. .

]‘:1] 2! 2 7 2 7oy 2 7 2 7

If the summation formulas for ;1F;(1) and 41F;(—1) are known, then summation
formulas for 242F24+1(1) in (8) and (9) can be derived. Obviously, the reverse process
can work.

(ili) The method in (ii) is to obtain summation formulas for certain generalized hyperge-
ometric functions of higher order from those of lower order. Conversely, reduction
formulas of generalized hypergeometric and their extended special functions are to
reduce those of higher order to some other ones of lower order (see, e.g., [14,38-45]).
In connection with the method (iii), for a generalized hypergeometric function , F;(z)

with positive integral differences between certain numerator and denominator parameters,

Karlsson [39] provided a formula expressing the ,F;(z) as a finite sum of lower-order

functions as follows (see also [42,46,47]):

peq

by 44y, ..., b+, Ap41s -+ Ap;
bl/ ~-'rbrlr bn+1r ey bq;

(
j1=0

én
Y AGu-eosjn) 2 10
=0

]

% r “n+1+]nr-~~,-~~rﬂp+]n}z
L R Ry A o LT
where [, = j; +--- +j, and
T+t - 11 (o)
+ & . ar
. . n e - r Jr—1 _ In
A(frs s fn) = (]> 2 s 11
= I1(br)y, - 11 (br)y,
r=1 r=n+1
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Here the following constraints are assumed that, with suitable permutation of pa-
rameters, a, = by + 4, &, € N (r =1,...,n), n <min{p,q}, p < q+1,b, € C\Z;
(r=1,...,9);ifa, € Z; forsomer € {1, ..., p}, the condition p < g + 1 is cancelled.

Using (10), Minton’s two summation theorems in [43] for p = g+ 1,z = 1 are
derived. Srivastava [45] gave a simpler proof of (10). Gottschalk and Maslen [38] provided
a good account of reduction formulas for the generalized hypergeometric functions of one
variable with some useful comments on (10) and listed certain transformation formulas for
generalized hypergeometric functions in [38].

The content of this paper would be derived from the reduction formula (10). Yet,
in this paper, by introducing two sequences of new numbers and their derivatives as in
Section 2 and using the six generalized summation formulas (15)-(20), we aim to establish
families of generalized summation formulas for ;45 F ;1 (t € N) with their arguments —1
and 1/2 as in Sections 4 and 5. Furthermore, we select to give simple particular identities
of some formulas presented here. By differentiating both sides of two chosen formulas
presented here with respect to a specific parameter, among numerous ones, further, we
demonstrate two identities associated with finite sums of 4F3(—1). We close this article
by emphasizing some of the possible applications for the newly introduced numbers and
presenting certain problems.

For our purpose, we also recall three basic and useful summation formulas for , F
due to Kummer [48], p. 134, Entries 1, 2 and 3 (see also [49], Equations (1.3), (1.4) and (1.5);
see further [50]) (the interested reader may refer to [49], p. 853 for clarifications on the first
and true contributors to the following three summation formulae):

Summation Formula 1 due to Kummer:

2F

KA CT(A4+xk—A)T(1+5%)
T+x—A; CT(1+5-AN)T(1+%) (12)
(k—AeC\Z™, R(A) <1)

Summation Formula 2 due to Kummer:

Jr(br+da+13)

(4
(i) r(3a+d) 13)

\2; ).
Summation Formula 3 due to Kummer:

ZH{MK”}: ( 2r(3)rir

)
Ai2]r(3a+de)r(3a- de+d)

2h

;(K-ﬁ-)\-ﬁ-l) 2
<K+/\+1

(AecC\zy). (14)

Further a number of generalizations and contiguous extensions of the above-mentioned
Kummer’s summation theorems have been given (see, e.g., [16,49,51-54] and the references
therein). Amid this trend, Choi et al. [51], Equations (2.2) and (2.3) presented the following
extensions of (12) (see also [53], Theorems 3 and 4):

K, A;
1+K*/\+P,

S T(l+x—A+p) & (P (1) T(5E) (15)
T 2T(0) (1—A), ,g(](r)r(%’wli)\)

(reMo k—A+pec\z7, é}e(A)<1+g)
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and

K, A;
Mtx—A— p; 1}
_TA+x—A-p) & (p r(5") (16)
a 2T (x) 3 (r> I(55+ 12— A—p)

(reNo x—r-peci\z7, §R(A)<17§).

Rakha and Rathie [53], Theorem 1 gave the following generalization of (13):

r=0

2F |:]+K+Ai:‘2:| = lr(%gﬁ%)
— ()T ( F)
Ktr
8 ré) (r) r(ﬁ)) v
(pemo, W eC\zg).
The following extension of (13) is recorded in [9], p. 491, Entry 7.3.7-2 (see also [53],

Theorem 2):

K, A; 2}‘ 1r(1+1<+/\ p) » p r(%)
T4+x+A—p —— ()f
f 2 T'(A) r)T( +’“2fr 2)

=0 (18)

(rem, W €C\7Z;).

Rakha and Rathie ([53], Theorems 5 and 6) provided two generalizations of (14) which,
with the aid of Legendre’s duplication formula for the Gamma function (e.g., [1], p. 6,
Equation (29)), are slightly modified as follows:

_ P Ik—p)TY)

K, 1—x+p;1
21'"1{

A2 T(xk) T(A—x)
L(A5*) (19)
* 2 ( )r(A+K+2r_p>

(AeC\Zy, peNy)

and

/\; 2 F(A*K) =0

A-x-p;1] 277 T(A) &
[ A R O -

()\G(C\ZS,}?EN()),

which is a corrected version of [53], Theorem 6.
In addition, we recall the Psi (or digamma) function ¢(z) (see, e.g., [1], pp. 24-33)
defined by

V(o) = L llogT@} = [ (e C\Zp). e

We recall one of the many identities involving the Psi function

Pz +n) - (2) :j;zﬂ%l (n€N). @2)
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Remark 1. Magnus Gosta Mittag—Leffler (1846-1927), a Swedish mathematician (see [55]; see
also [56,571), invented the function E,(z) (23) in conjunction with the summation technique for
divergent series, which is eponymously referred to as the Mittag—Leffler function and represented by
the following convergent power series across the whole complex plane:

) Zk

The two parameterized Mittag—Leffler function E, 4(z) is defined by (see, e.g., [58,59])

e Zk
Eop(z) = kgo ] (R(x) >0, B € C). (24)

There have been a variety of extensions of the Mittag—Leffler functions (23) and (24), most of
which belong to certain special cases of the following Fox-Wright function (see [60-63], [64], p. 21):

4
(0(1, Al),...,(ﬂcp, Ap); _i}}l r(ng+A(4k)7k (25)
PR (B By), o, (BB | B I
1, b1 q- 2q k=0 Hr(‘B/+B]k)
=1

where z € C, ay, Bj € C=1,...,p, j=1,...,q), the coefficients A, s, Ap € Rt and
By, ..., By € RT such that a; + Ak € C\ Zy (k € No) and

q 14
1+) B—) A;j20. (26)
j=1 j=1
A particular case of (25) is
; T

(0‘1, 1)/ - (‘Xp/ 1) ; - 51;11 (IX() X1y ey Rpy
G (R (01 Pl R N L

s L), s \Pgr L) ]1;[1 r(ﬂj) ’ 7 Pgs

In light of (27), the topic of this article may be regarded to be Mittag—Leffler type functions.

Indeed, owing to the range of its applications in fractional calculus, some scholars have
nicknamed the Mittag—Leffler function the “Queen Function of the Fractional Calculus” in the past
(see, e.g., [65]).

2. Sequences of New Numbers

Numerous polynomials, numbers, their extensions, degenerations, and new poly-
nomials and new numbers have been developed and studied, owing primarily to their
potential applications and use in a diverse variety of research fields (see, e.g., [66-71] and
the references therein). For example, Bernoulli polynomials and numbers are among most
important and useful ones (see, e.g., [5], pp. 3540, [1], Sections 1.7 and 1.8). As with Defini-
tions 1 and 2, this section introduces two sequences of new numbers and their derivatives
that are and will be useful (at the very least) for our current and related study topics.
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Definition 1. A sequence of new numbers { A;(w, €) }fzo is defined by

(0+k)p=(a+k)(a+k+1)-(a+k+£-1)
= 2 Ao, ) k(k—1) -+ (k—j+1) (28)

(keNy, LeN, acC)

and
Ao(a,0):=1 (ax€C). (29)

Definition 2. A sequence of new numbers { Bj(«, () }5:0 is defined by

Bi(a, £) == %Aj(a,f) (teN, aecC) (30)
and
By(a,0) :=0 (« € C). (31)

Both of the following lemmas may be used to represent the numbers in Definitions 1
and 2 explicitly.

Lemma 1. Let « € Cand ¢ € Ny. Then

14 ¢ . i\
Z Aj(w, €)s(j,v) = Z (—1)Fs(¢,§) (v)“ﬂ v=0,1,...,90). (32)
j=v j=v
Also N @ y
, — We _ at i), (i=
Aj(a, ) = (}) = (}.)( e (=010, 33)

Lemma 2. Let « € Cand ¢ € Ny. Then

l

4 ) i )
B, 0)5(,0) = 1 (<) Wjs(e (1))t

j=v j=v (34)
v=0,1,...,0)
Also
¢ = | ,
Bj(a, ) = <]> (@+7)ej kgm (i=01,..,40. (35)

Proof of Lemma 1. The Stirling numbers s(m,7) of the first kind are recalled and defined
by the generating function (see, e.g., [1], Section 1.6)

m
w(w—1)~--(w—m+1):Zs(m,r)w’. (36)
r=0
We use (36) to expand the Pochhammer symbol (1) as follows:
m
(W =ww+1)-- (w+m—=1) =Y (=1)"s(m,r) ", (37)
r=0

where (—1)"*" s(m, r) indicates the number of permutations of 1 symbols, which possesses
exactly r cycles.
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Applying (36) and (37) to (28), we obtain

¢ I /i

Z (+]Sf] ):(V>a] k' = ZA (a,0) ): V) kY. (38)

j=0 v=0

Using a series rearrangement technique (see, e.g., [72], Equation (1.24))
. ] [
Y fGv) =Y L fGv) (39)
j=0v=0 v=0j=v
n (38), we get
(40)

(!
Y Y (- )”fs(e])()af Vk"*ZZA (o, ) s(j,v) kK
v=0j=v

v=0j=v

Now the desired identity (32) follows from (40).
The identity (33) can be obtained by matching the right-handed members of (10) and

(50) whenn =1. [
Proof of Lemma 2. Differentiating both sides of (32) and (33) yields (44) and (35), respec-

tively. O

We recall the following identities (see, e.g., [1], Section 1.6)

(m,0) = {1 (m =0) s(m,m) =1,
0 (meN) (1)
(1) = ()" = 1)t s(mm—1) =~ ()
and m m
2 s(m,r) =0 (meN\{1}); Z(fl)"’“s(m,r) =m!;
" 42)

r=1
m .
Y s(mA41,j4+1)m " =s(m,r).
j=r
The identity (32), with the aid of (41) and (42), or the identity (33) can give explicit

expressions for any £ € Nwith 0 < j < /and « € C. For example,

Ap(a,£) =1 (£ €N). (43)
Ao(w,1) =a, Ag(a,2) =a+a>, Aj(e,2) =2+2u,
Ao(a,3) =2a+3a% + 43, A;(a,3) =6+9a+34%, Ay(a,3) =6+ 3,
Ao(w,4) =6a+11a2+6a% +a*, Aj(a,4) =24 +44a+240% + 403,
Ax(w,4) =36 +30a + 642, Az(w,4) =12 +4a.
Differentiating both sides of (32) with respect to a, we get
£ a0 - £ ”’Jsfn(] 1)yt
j=v = (44)
(v=0,1,...,0).
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Likewise, the relation (44), with the aid of (41) and (42), or the identity (35) can give
explicit expressions for any £ € Nwith 0 < j </ and « € C. For example,

By(a,t) =0 (¢£€N). (45)
Bo(a,l) =1, Bo(ﬂt,Z) =1+2a, Bl(a,Z) =2,
Bo(a,3) =2+ 6x+3a%, Bi(a,3) =9+6a, Bo(a,3)=3,
Bo(w,4) = 64+22a + 1842 +4a, By(a,4) = 44 +48a + 1242,
By(x,4) =30+12a, Bs(a,4) =4.

Remark 2.

(i) (a+ k)¢ is a polynomial in both « and k of the same degree £.

(i) Aj(a, 0) is a polynomial in « of degree £ — j.

(i) Bj(a, €) is a polynomial in « of degree £ — j — 1.

(iv) The generalized harmonic numbers H,(f> («) are defined by (see, e.g., [73], Equation (1.3))

:k:Zl (k+1a)s (neN,seC aecC\Z), (46)

where H,(il) (a) := Hy(a) and H,(f)(O) = H,SS) are the harmonic numbers of order s (see,
e.g., [73], Equation (1.2))

6 ._y 1
Hy .71{21(5 (neN,seC) (47)

and H,sl) := H,, are the harmonic numbers (see, e.g., [73], Equation (1.1))

(n € N). (48)

»\»—k

It follows from (35) and (46) that
Bj(a, £) = (f) (&+7)e—j (H((afl)ij(afl)). (49)

3. Reduction Theorems in Terms of the Sequence in Definition 1

In this section, using the sequence in Definition 1, we present certain reduction
formulas for ,F;.

Theorem 1. Let £ € N, 1 < min{p,q}, p < q+1,b,b, € C\Z; (r = 2,...,q); if
b+/{, a; € Zy forsomer € {2, ..., p}, the condition p < q+ 1 is cancelled. Then

b+€,llz,...,ap, - 1 i
b,bz,b3,~-~,bq, (b)¢ =0

1 (a)); . y (50)

o a+ij, ., a+7;
X %2777*11:’7*1 b ib : bp .z
H(br)j o+ ), b3+, ., b+

r=2
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Proof. Let £ be the left member of (50). Then using the identity

(0+0k _ (0o _ (04K
(b)k ()¢ (b)k (b)e

(@)

to expand £, gives
- L i (b+K)e (@)~ (ap) i

B (b)( k=0 k! (bZ)k te (bq)k
Employing (28) in (52), we obtain

(52)

1 & o (@) - -~ (ap)k p
L= LAY L i

=0 k=j

Setting k — j = k" and dropping the prime on k yields

1 ¢  (a)kr @pks gy
L= Y Ai(be) Y TP ks
LT (), ,; i( )kgo k! (bz)k+j"'(bq)k+jz
p
H(llr)]' 0 . .
1 i =2 (a2 + k- (ap+ir
= — Ai(b,0) 2 ; - ,
(b)e J;J b ﬁ(bV)j i—o K (b2 + )+ (by Jr])kz
r=2

which is instantly apparent to be equivalent to the right-handed component of (50). O

Theorem 2. Leta, = by + 4,6, €N (r=1,...,n), n <min{p,q}, p <q+1,b, € C\Z;
(r=1,...,9);ifa, € Zy forsomer € {1, ..., p}, the condition p < q+ 1 is cancelled. Then

b+ 01, oo, byt by, Gygr, .., ap; ]

z
i bi, ..o, bu, byt oo, by
1 & by .
= Z Z A(]lr“-/]n)zln (53)
T1(by)y, i1=0  ju=0

r=1

X p—nFg—n

An1+ Jus ooy ~~-/ﬂp+]n;z
bn+l+]n/~-~/bq+]n} ’

where [, = j1 + -+ juand Jo = 0 and

P
n 71_[ l(a’)]n
Aty rjn) = TT A (br + o1, 6) = (54)
r=1 7H+1(br)]n

Proof. We may proceed with induction on # in order to demonstrate (53). This may be
accomplished by applying the proof of Theorem 1 repeatedly. We omit specifics. [

Remark 3. we have

n n b,
TTA; @+ 6) =11 <€r> % (55)
-1 w1 Nir/ (b)),

The case n = 1 of (55) is easily found to yield the equivalent relation (33).
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4. Generalized Summation Theorems 5 mm Based on (16), (18) and (20)

The following theorems provide generalized summation formulae for the ;1 F; 1
(t € N) with its arguments —1 and J.

4.1. Generalized Summation Formulas Based on (16)

Theorem 3. Let ¢, m € Ny with { < m, and a, B € C. Furthermore, let o — p—m € C\ Z~
and ¢ € C\ Zg . Further let R(B) < W Then

B a, B, c+l; _Tl4+a—p—m)
T+a—B—m,c; o 2(0)T(w)
, i (56)
‘ (S N
(c, 0 - .
; € @0( r >r(r+f;u1,sm)

Proof. In view of (29), the case ¢ = 0 of (56) is found to become the identity (16). Without
loss of generality, assume that £ is a positive integer. Let £; be the left-handed member of
(56). Then using the identity

(c+ 0k _ (ire _ (c+Kk)
O @l (© e
to expand £, gives
1 k (B)k (c+K)y
b= G L R ey Y 8)

Employing (28) in (58), we obtain

L

()¢

.A](c,é) i (a)k (ﬁ)k(fl)k

f= D S

-

Setting k — j = k" and dropping the prime on k yields

—_

Z )ik (B)jpx (—1)FF
K(14+a—B—m)

(D @); (B); ¢ (a+ )i (B+ (1)

M ~
}
9

Ly =

—
(3]
—
=
-
Il
=)

1 [
*@;Aﬂc’“(wa—ﬁ—m»kzok!(j+1+a—ﬁ—m>k
1 (o (—1)/(w); (B); atj Btj;
SEGTE  Ra ey i FE WN E

For the last o F; (—1), replacing a, A, and p by a + j, f + j, and m — j, respectively, in
(16), we obtain the desired summation formula (56). [
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Theorem 4. Let {, p, m € No with { +p < m, and «, B € C. Furthermore, let x —p—m €
C\Z  andc,d € C\ Z . Further let R(B) < % Then

a B e+ld+p; }  T(l+a—p—m)

’ l+a—p—m,c d; —2(0)r (d)pT(w)
ot
X Z Z ](ﬁ vj Ajle+v,0)Av(d, p) (59)
CE *m) g
)

Proof. As in the beginning of the proof of Theorem 3, here also let assume that £ and p are
positive integers. Let £, be the left member of (59). Then, using (51), we have
)k (B)k (¢ + ) (d + )i k
Ly = -1
~ L0 g omh @Y
1 s + ) (d+k
-1y (k?k( Bi (c+ ) ( )p(il)k'
(o (= K (A+a—p—m)(c)
Employing (28) in the last sum, here, with the aid of (56), as in the similar process of

proof of Theorem 3, we can prove the identity (59). We omit the details. [

Theorem 5. Lett, {q, ..., {y, m € Ngwithj, < m. Furthermore,leta, p € C,anda — B —m €
C\Z,andcy, ..., ct € C\ Zy . Further let R(B) < # Then

IX,,B,C1+é1,...,C[+€t; r(l-l—nt—ﬁ—m)
t+2F 1 l4a—B-m o Ct.fl =——7F—
7 Cly vy Ct; 21"(oz)j];[1(cj)zj
I ¢
X Z 1(B)y, TT A e+ 7, = s ) (60)
Jji= = k=1
. it
m—j, m—j, r(r ]2[ a)
>< Z r+'+a 4
SN (M - p—m)
where )
Iy := Z by (teN) and  jo:=Y j, (keN). (61)
n=1

Proof. By using mathematical induction on t € N, we may replicate the procedure used to
establish Theorem 4 and therefore show the conclusion here. The specifics are avoided. [

4.2. Generalized Summation Formulas Based on (18)

Theorem 6. Let ¢, m € Ny, and a, p € C. Furthermore, let c, W € C\Zy. Then

oc,ﬁ,chE;l 2/5*11"<W>
shlltatp—m 51 =180,
2 o (62)
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Proof. The proof would run in parallel with that of Theorem 3 with the aid of (18). The
details are omitted. [

Theorem 7. Let p, £, m € Ny, and a, p € C. Furthermore, let c, d, W e C\ Zy . Then

a B ctld+p; 26-1 1"<71+”‘+25”">
b3 = S T

Lhatpom 3| = @ @, T)
| (63)
Pt "o(m F(M)
=5 r=0 r(f>

Proof. The proof would continue in the same manner as that of Theorem 4, aided by (62).
We omit specifics. [

Theorem 8. Let t, {1, ..., ly, m € Ny, and o, p € C. Furthermore, let c, d, W S

C\Z. Then
«, ﬁ, a1+, ..., e+l 1 Zﬁilr(W)
t2F |14 a+p—m . o2 =
2 Pl T T(B) TT (ck)y,

k=1 (64)

" r(ﬂ‘*‘;‘*h)
X 2 Z Aj (e +jr =i ) ) <r> -
ji=

= r ( 1+a rg+r+]}) !
where j is the same as in (61).

Proof. The proof would be accomplished by following the lines of that of Theorem 5. The
involved details are omitted. [

4.3. Generalized Summation Formulas Based on (20)
Theorem 9. Let ¢, m € Ny with 20 < m. Furthermore, let « € C,and B, c € C\ Zy . Then

E o l—a—mc+l;1| 279"T(p)
v Bc;2|  (@T(p-a)
. —atr (65)
f 2 T(552)
x]g(a)](l—a—m)]/l](c,é)g)< ) )W’—&-])

Proof. The proof would run in parallel with that of Theorem 3 with the aid of (20). The
details are omitted. [

Theorem 10. Let p, {, m € No with 2(¢ + p) < m. Furthermore, let « € C, and B, ¢, d €
C\ Z . Then

Z—m—ﬂlr(’B)

F o l—a—mc+l,d+p; 1|
o (O @d)pT(B—a)

B c d;2

=
Me\

X (@)ytj (1 —a—m)yrj Av(d, p) Aj(c +v, ) (66)
v=0j=0
y mfijzj (m —2v— 2j> r(ﬁ—;+r)
= r </3+zx+r +V+])
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Proof. The proof would run in line with that of Theorem 4 with the help of (65). We omit
the details. [J

Theorem 11. Lett, {4, ..., {;, m € Nowith2j, < m. Furthermore,leta € Cand B, ¢y, ..., ct €
C\Z; . Then

a, 1
t+2Fr 5 ;

amwn+&w~,q+&;1} 2-4-mT(p)
,Cl, .., Ct;
pra ! I(p—ua) kl_ll(ck)zk

N I t
X ZZ( ) (1—a—m ]f -A]k ck + =k k) (67)
je=0 j1=0 k=1
i —a+t
X mi% (m—zjt> r(ﬁ 2 r>
= r (/5+1x+r +] )’

where j, is the same as in (61).

Proof. The proof would flow along the lines of that of Theorem 5. The involved details are
omitted. [J

5. Generalized Summation Theorems 5 mm Based on (15), (17) and (19)

The following theorems offer generalized summation formulae for the s »F;1 (t € N)
and its arguments —1 and 3. The proofs of each theorem are skipped here, principally
because they can be checked in the same manner as the preceding section’s counterpart.

5.1. Generalized Summation Formulas Based on (15)
Theorem 12. Let ¢, m € Ny, and a, B € C. Furthermore, let « —p+m € C\Z~ and
c € C\ Zy . Further let R(B) < ZHm=t Then
w B ctl; | T(A+a—p+m)
2 1+a—B+m,c; 2(c)eT(a) (1= B)m

Eaeo B (N

j=0 r=o \ T F(l—ﬁ—i— %)

Theorem 13. Let ¢, p, m € Ny, and «, /S € C. Furthermore, let « — p+m € C\Z~ and
¢, d € C\ Z; . Further let R() < E" L. Then

(68)

tx,ﬁ,ché,der;
4F3 -
1+a—B+m,c d;
I(1+a— 5+m L&
= Ay (d, +v,L
2T(a) (d)p () Z;,,ZO v(d,p) Aj(e +v,£) (69)

M+ (—1)rT (&t
X Z <m+v+]>r<l_ﬁ—(~_a+fzv2>.

Theorem 14. Let t, {4, ..., {;, m € Ny. Furthermore, leta, p € C,andw —p+m € C\Z~,
andcy, ..., ¢t € C\ Zy. Further let R(B) < Z2=1 . Then
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a Boertly ot T(l+a—pB+m)
251 1+a—B+mc ;| i
,Cl ooy CF; 2T(a) (1= B)m Hl(cj)[j
j=
Ot 0t ) ]
x Y b TTAw(e+i =i &) (70)

r(a+;+j,)

m+]f<m+]t>
=\ T r(17ﬁ+%)

where Iy and j, (t, k € N) are the same as in (61).

5.2. Generalized Summation Formulas Based on (17)
Theorem 15. Let £, m € Ny, and a, B € C. Furthermore, let c, w € C\Z . Then

r( 1+tx-;ﬁ+m )r( 1—11-;;3—111 )

a B e+l a1
We\lbatprm 3 TTw(),  roep
2 ’7 7 2 (71)

P . (=1)7T atjtr
<L (B A0 ) ()r(wéz))

=0 r=0

Theorem 16. Let p, £, m € Ny, and o, B € C. Furthermore, let c, d, W € C\Zy . Then

2“711*(1+’H£ﬁ+m)r(1*&’§ﬁfm)
B F(a)r(%w)(d)p ()
(oc+v+j+r) 72)
[ " (_1)r1—~ ahvtjtr
< LL A A B 1 () s

a, B, c+l,d+p; 1
a1 5
Itatprm ;2

2

Theorem 17. Let t, {4, ..., {y, m € Ny, and «, B € C. Furthermore, let c, d, W S

(C\Zg. Then
a, B, e+l ., e+l 1 za—lr(lJruH;Ber)r(l—DH;ﬁ*m)
t+2Ft1 1+a+p+m . o 2 - T—atpimy o
5 SOl e, CE T()T(—55) T1(ex)y,
k=1 (73)

[ 0 m (—1)7 T (2t
<Y Y (B At — i) Y (T)r(i “‘”(’”i’))
2

jr=0 =0 r=0

’

where j is the same as in (61).

5.3. Generalized Summation Formulas Based on (19)
Theorem 18. Let ¢, m € Ny. Furthermore, let w € C,and B, c € C\ Zy . Then

E o, l—atmc+l;1| 2" %T(a—m)T(B)
2 Bc;2|  T(@T(B—a)(c)
¢ ; m+2j 2 r(f=r) (74)
1)) Ai(c, £ -1)" .
L4 e (" )r<w_m_]_)

Theorem 19. Let o, £, m € Ny. Furthermore, let x € C,and B, ¢, d € C\ Zy . Then
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£ I—atmce+lid+p; 1| 2" “T(a—m)T(B)
o Boc,d; 2| T(a)T(B—a)(c)ld)
¢
X 2 Y (=)' Aj(c+v,0)Ay(d,p) (75)
v=0j=0
} m+2(21/+/')(_1)r <m +2(v +])> r(%) .
=0 r F(%—m—v—j)
Theorem 20. Let t, {q, ..., ¢y, m € Ng Furthermore, let « € Cand B, ¢y, ..., ct € C\ Zy .
Then o, 1—a+mcr+40, ..., ce+ 051
t+2F 1 5
/3, Cly +ovs Cty 2
_ 2T (a—m)T(B)
- t
T(a) T(B—w) TI (ck)y,
k=1 (76)
0 4 o
) Y (W TT A (er + i — i )
j=0  j1=0 k=1
} WIE][( Wy (m +2]t> r(%)
r=0 r F(% —m _jt>

where j is the same as in (61).

6. Formulas Involving Finite Sums of ; 1 F;

We provide formulae for finite sums of ;1 F; by using two identities in Theorems 3, 6,
9,12,15 and 18, which are stated in the following six theorems. This section contains just
the proof of Theorem 21. The proofs of the other theorems are omitted since they would
run concurrently with the proof of Theorem 21.

Theorem 21. Let £ € N, m € Ny with { < m, and a, B € C. Furthermore, let « —p —m €
C\Z~ and c € C\ Zg . Further let R(B) < 2*%4 Then

y 1 wpetlictj-1; | _Tl+a—p—m)
jzlc—i—j—l 31+u¢f/37m,c,c+j; 2(c)eT'(w)
. r+jta (77)
S wmepy (M)
1)i(B); Bi(e, ¢ < ) | .
Fwse L (") g

Proof. Multiplying both sides of (56) by (c),, we get

e B (c) _Tl+a—p—m)
; l+0¢fﬁf ni;:(c) (-1 = 2T ()
s r+j+a (78)
f o T()
Z CZ)Z< " >r(y+]2‘+a+

1—ﬁ—m).

j=0 r=0

Differentiating (¢)y.x/ (¢)x =

d (c)esx _

de (o)

56

I'(c+k+0)/T(c+ k) with respect to ¢, we obtain

(€)etk

)k

{plc+k+10)—p(c+k)}.
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Using (22), we find

S(C)Hk i
de (o)x = +]71+k

Employing the fundamental identity I'(z 4+ 1) = zI'(z), in view of (1), we have

Zél 1 il‘(c—&-]—l—i—k ﬁ (e+j—1)
Setj-1+k S Tle+j+k) = +]71 (c+ik -~
We thus obtain
d (¢)rrk (C). Ok v le+j -1k
il = - . 79
q (O N e )

Differentiating both sides of (78) with respect to ¢ and using (79), with the aid of (30)
and (45), we can get the desired identity (77). O

Theorem 22. Let { € N, m € Ny, and «, p € C. Furthermore, let c, W e C\ Zy . Then
B c+lc+j—1;

71
. 1
Aiﬁgﬁgﬂgac+ﬁz

_ a+p—m - m u
_ 26 11"(”7*2 ) éi(a)ij(c,K) 5" <m>r(r< - )

@) =7 S\ &5gﬂﬂ)

Lo
Z:ch] 143

(80)

Theorem 23. Let { € N, m € Ny with 2¢ < m. Furthermore, let x € C, and B, c € C\ Zy .

Then
i 1 . 0 l—a—mc+lctj—1;1| 27"T(p)
Setj-1t? Bocti;2]  (T(p—a)
¥ (@) iBe0T (") r(%5) o
X a)i (1—a—m);B;(c, _
=0 ! I =0 r F(—ﬁ+§+r+j>

Theorem 24. Let ¢ € N, m € Ny, and a, B € C. Furthermore, let x — B+ m € C\ Z~ and
c € C\ Zy . Further let R(B) < “T’H Then

G| @ B ctbctj—1;
];c+j—14p 1+a—B+mc c+j; 1}

 T(l+a—B+m)

—2(0)eT(@) (1 B)m (82)

= M g ( 1)rr(r+a+1)
X];)B](C,K)Z< . >r(r+g_]+lﬂ).

r=0
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Theorem 25. Let ¢ € N, m € Ny, and a, B € C. Furthermore, let c, W e C\ Zy . Then

a, B, c+4, c+j—1;1}

‘
Z 4F3

71“‘?”"1 ¢ etji?
_ pa—1 r(1+a4£/3+m)r(1ﬂx~;ﬁfm) ©3)
I'(a) () r(%)

-1 " (71)71—‘(%)
gt () s,

Theorem 26. Let £ € N, m € Ny. Furthermore, let « € C,and B, c € C\ Zy . Then

Lo o, 1—a+me+lctj—1;1
Zch‘flle3 12
et B occtj;

2" T(w—m)T(B) =1 ©
T @0 L (VB

() rEay
r(ﬁ-%—;-%—r —m 7]) :

(84)

7. Particular Cases

We address the straightforward special instances of Theorems 3, 6, 9, 12, 15 and
18 when ¢ = 1, which are specified in the following corollaries. The following are the
identities from Section 2: Agy(c,1) = ¢ and A;(c, 1) = 1.

Corollary 1. Let m € No, and a, p € C. Furthermore, let o — p—m € C\Z~ andc € C\ Z; .
Further let R(B) < 5™. Then

" . a,: c+1; 1]
o — m,c;
F(1+Dc—[3 m) [ & r(42)
B 2T (a {,_O<> ’+“+12—ﬁ—m) (85

‘Bmzl <m71> r(%) }
N T (g 1 p—m)
Corollary 2. Let m € Ny, and a, B € C. Furthermore, let c, W € C\Zy. Then

. _ 1+a+B—
w B, ct+1; 1] - 2B 1F(M>

1tatp-m 3 r(p)
5 ey

xr;)(r){r(lgazmzr)Jrcr(&az'H?)}.

3h

(86)
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Corollary 3. Let ¢, m € Ny. Furthermore, let « € C,and B, c € C\ Zy - Then

/8,6;E

2 { - () r(%5")

T(B—a) r r(f”*T*) (87)

o, 1—a—m,c+1;1
3F2[

r=0

B—a+r

+(x(1—oc—m)mi:2<m—2> r(:5) }
r

¢ r=0 r <w +1)

Corollary 4. Let ¢, m € Ny, and o, B € C. Furthermore, let « — p+m € C\Z~ and
c € C\ Zy . Further let R(B) < Z*'Tm_f Then

3h

vc,ﬁ,c—i—l;_l
1+a—B+m,c;

_TO+a—p+m) f o my (“D'T(5)

T 2T(@) (1= B)m {E(r)r(*;mﬁ) (®8)

17 <m+1> (-)r () }

R A )

Corollary 5. Let m € Ny, and a, B € C. Furthermore, let c, W € C\Zy . Then

«, B, c+1; 1
1 -
+oc+2/5+mlc;2

B pa—1 F( 1+tx-;ﬁ+m )r( 1—a-;ﬁ—m )

I'(a) r(W)
ooy g [T Pr(t)
(e {r<wﬁcr<z+ﬁm '

Corollary 6. Let m € Ny. Furthermore, let « € C,and B, c € C\ Zy . Then

3h

(89)

_ 2m=2T(B)T(a — m)
I(a) T(B—a)

m - B—a+tr
X {E(—l)r<r>M (90)

1M m+2 (g
_E ;;)(_1)< r >F(’B+g+yi _1>}.

w,1—a+mc+1;1
3k 5
B c;2

m

Additionally, the following corollary demonstrates the special case of Theorem 4
where / =1 = p.
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Corollary 7. Let m € Ny, and «, p € C. Furthermore, let « —p—m € C\Z andc,d €
C\ Zy . Further let R(B) < —%. Then

a, B c+1,d+1;
1+a—B—m,c d;

a2 () e
—pd rg <m - 1) r(=r) on

r(’ﬂ%ﬂ—ﬁ—m)

e (e

r=0 \ T ’*1%+1fﬁfm)

+B(B+1) mi:z (m_2>r( L(=57) }

r=0 r Hz%+1_ﬁ_m)

_Il+a—-p—m)

-1 2cdT(a)

4F3

8. Concluding Remarks and Posing Problems

Beginning with Gauss'’s celebrated summation formula for 5 F; (1) (5), an astoundingly
huge number of summation formulae for ,F; (p, g € Ny), with a variety of arguments, have
been given (see, e.g., [9]). Following this trend, we established families of generalized sum-
mation formulas for 11, F; 11 (t € N) with its arguments —1 and 1/2 in Sections 4 and 5. We
did so by introducing two sequences of new numbers in Definition 1 and their derivatives
in Definition 2, as well as by selecting the six generalized summation formulas (15)—(20)
above. Furthermore, in Section 6, we demonstrated two identities related to finite sums of
4F3 by differentiating both sides of two formulae given here with respect to a particular
parameter, among many others. Further, in Section 7, we provided simple specific identities
for a few selected formulae in Sections 4 and 5.

In this study, the sequences of new numbers

{A@ 0}, and {Bi(w,0)},_,

in Section 2 were helpful in establishing certain generalized summation formulas for ,F;
with specific arguments. Further, it is expected that the newly introduced numbers would
be used substantially in other fields of study.

We conclude this paper by posing some problems:

(i) Give more detailed accounts of omitted proofs of Theorems in Sections 4 and 5.

(i) Try to give more general formulas than those in Theorems 5, 8 and 11 as in the shape
of the left-handed member of (10).

(iii) Try to establish generalized summation formulas for , F; based on certain known ones
in the literature, by using the similar technique in this paper, with a particular aid of
the sequences of newly introduced numbers in Section 2.

(iv) Try to directly prove Equation (33) and Equation (35) from Definitions 1 and 2.
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Abstract: This paper is concerned with the existence and uniqueness of solutions for a Hilfer—
Hadamard fractional differential equation, supplemented with mixed nonlocal (multi-point, frac-
tional integral multi-order and fractional derivative multi-order) boundary conditions. The existence
of a unique solution is obtained via Banach contraction mapping principle, while the existence results
are established by applying the fixed point theorems due to Krasnoselskii and Schaefer and Leray—
Schauder nonlinear alternatives. We demonstrate the application of the main results by presenting
numerical examples. We also derive the existence results for the cases of convex and non-convex
multifunctions involved in the multi-valued analogue of the problem at hand.

Keywords: Hilfer-Hadamard fractional derivative; Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative; Caputo
fractional derivative; fractional differential equations; inclusions; nonlocal boundary conditions;
existence and uniqueness; fixed point

1. Introduction

Fractional calculus is regarded as the generalization of the integer-order integration
and differentiation in the sense that it deals with derivative and integral operators of
an arbitrary real or complex order. This branch of mathematical analysis gained much
importance during the last few decades owing to its widespread applications in a variety
of disciplines, such as mechanical engineering, bioengineering, biology, physics, chem-
istry, economics, viscoelasticity, acoustics, optics, robotics, control theory, electronics, etc.
The main reason for the popularity of fractional calculus is that mathematical models based
on fractional-order operators are considered to be more realistic than the ones relying on
classical calculus as such operators are nonlocal in nature and can trace the history of
the phenomena under consideration. For the theoretical development of the subject, we
refer the reader to the monographs [1-9] and the references therein. For some recent
applications of fractional calculus concerning structural mechanics and, more specifically,
nonlocal elasticity, see [10-12].

Fractional-order boundary value problems constitute an important and interesting
area of research. It reflects from the literature on the topic that a good deal of work on
fractional differential equations involve either Caputo or Riemann-Liouville fractional
derivatives. However, these derivatives are found to be inappropriate in the study of
some engineering problems. In order to tackle such inaccuracies, some new fractional-
order derivative operators such as Hadamard, Erdeyl-Kober, Katugampola, etc., were
proposed. In [13], Hilfer introduced a new derivative, which is known as the Hilfer
fractional derivative and can generalize both Riemann-Liouville and Caputo derivatives.
For some applications of this derivative, we refer the interested reader to the investiga-
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tions [14,15]. For some recent results on initial and boundary value problems involving
Hilfer fractional derivative, for instance, see [16-22] and the references cited therein.

The fractional derivative presented by Hadamard in 1892 [23] differs from the well
known Caputo derivative in two significant ways: (i) its kernel involves a logarithmic
function with an arbitrary exponent and (ii) the Hadamard derivative of a constant is not
zero. One can find applications of the Hadamard derivative and integral operators in the
paper [24] and the monograph [2]. The Hadamard calculus can be obtained by changing
d/dt — td/dt, (t —s)) — (log, t —log,s)") and ds — (1/s)ds in Riemann-Liouville
and Caputo fractional derivatives. Later, the modification of Hilfer fractional derivative
resulted in the concept of the Hilfer-Hadamard derivative.

Existence results for Hilfer-Hadamard fractional differential equations of order in
(0,1] were studied by several researchers, for instance, see [25-27]. To the best of our
knowledge, only a few results are available in the literature concerning boundary value
problems for Hilfer-Hadamard fractional differential equations of order in (1,2]. Recently,
in [28], the authors applied the tools of the fixed-point theory to study the existence and
uniqueness of solutions for a boundary value problem of Hilfer-Hadamard fractional
differential equations with nonlocal integro-multi-point boundary conditions:

HHDIPx(t) = f(t (1), teLT],
x(1) =0, ZGiX(é‘i) =A Hlfx(q),

i=1
where HH D'X # denote the Hilfer-Hadamard fractional derivative operator of order a € (1,2]
and type B € [0,1],0;,A € Randi =1,2,...,m, are given constants, f : [1, T] x R = Risa
given continuous function and 19 is the Hadamard fractional integral of order 6 > 0 and
n,ée(,T),i=12...,m
In [29], the existence of solutions for the following system of sequential fractional
differential equations involving Hilfer-Hadamard type differential operators y© of
different orders was discussed:

(O + M@ P u(t) = f(tu(t),o(t), 1<m <2, te[le],
(1D 25 2 4 @ P)0(t) = g(bu(t),o(t), 1<ap <2, te[le],
(1) =0, u(e) = A1, A € Ry,

(1) =0, v(e) = Az, Ay € Ry,

where A1,A; € Ry and f g : [1,¢] x R? — R are given continuous functions.

Motivated by the aforementioned work, our goal in this paper is to enrich the literature
on boundary value problems of Hilfer-Hadamard fractional differential equations of order
in (1,2]. In precise terms, we introduce and study a nonlocal mixed Hilfer-Hadamard
boundary value problem of the following form:

HHDIPx(t) = f(t,x(1)), tem],
M) =0, x(1)= Lonpr(@) + L& Iw(0) + L b wDi (), M
j=1 i=1 k=1

where HH Df’ﬁ denotes the Hilfer-Hadamard fractional derivative operator of order & € (1,2]
and type B € [0,1] and #;,{;, \x € R are given constants, f : [1,T] x R — R is a given
continuous function, 1% is the Hadamard fractional integral operator of order ¢; > 0
and ¢;, 0;, py € (L,7T),j=12...,mi=12..,nk=12..,r. Wealso study the
multi-valued analogue of the problem (1).

Concerning the significance of problem (1), we recall that the Hilfer fractional deriva-
tive interpolates between the Riemann-Liouville and Caputo derivatives [13]. Analogously,
the Hilfer-Hadamard type fractional derivative covers the cases of the Riemann-Liouville—
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Hadamard and Caputo-Hadamard fractional derivatives. Thus, the present study will
be useful for improving the works related to glass forming materials [14], Turbulent
Flow Model [30], etc. Furthermore, several results involving the Caputo-Hadamard
fractional derivative [31-34] can be extended to the framework of Hilfer—-Hadamard
fractional derivative.

It is well known that the nonlocal condition is more appropriate than the local con-
dition (initial and/or boundary) with respect to describing certain features of applied
mathematics and physics correctly (see the survey paper [35]). More specifically, the bound-
ary conditions arising in the study of boundary value problems of nonlocal elasticity are
always nonlocal in nature. This is due to the fact that the long-range interactions within
nonlocal solids give rise to nonlocal traction (force) boundary conditions.

Here, we remark that there are only two articles [28,29] in the literature (to the best
of our knowledge) concerning boundary value problems for Hilfer-Hadamard fractional
differential equations of the order in (1, 2]. Much of the known studies in the literature deals
with initial value problems of Hilfer-Hadamard fractional differential equations of the order
in (0,1]. The two classes of problems are entirely different. The methodology employed to
study the Hilfer-Hadamard fractional differential equations of the order in (0, 1] is different
from the one applied to such equations of the order in (1,2]. Thus, our main objective in
this paper is to enrich the new research area on Hilfer-Hadamard fractional differential
equations of the order in (1,2]. Moreover, the mixed boundary conditions introduced in
the present study are of a more general type and include multi-point, fractional integral
multi-order and fractional derivative multi-order contributions.

One can notice that the boundary conditions considered in problem (1) reduce to
several special cases such as (i) nonlocal multi-point boundary conditions if we choose all
(i=0,i=12,...,nand Ay =0,k =1,2,...,r; (ii) nonlocal Hadamard fractional integral
boundary conditions when all 7;=0,j=12,...,m and Ay =0,k =1,2,...,r;and (iii) non-
local Hadamard fractional boundary conditions if we take all 7 =0, j=12,...,mand
i = 0,i = 0,k = 1,2,...,n. Likewise, we can consider the combination of nonlo-
cal multipoint and Hadamard fractional integral conditions when we fix all A, = 0,
k=1,2,...,r and so on. Thus, the results presented in this paper are significant as they
specialize to the ones associated with several interesting boundary conditions. Another
novelty in the present work is concerned with the derivation of the existence results for the
Hilfer-Hadamard fractional differential inclusions of the order in (1, 2] supplemented with
the mixed boundary conditions. Thus, the investigation of single-valued and multi-valued
nonlocal nonlinear Hilfer-Hadamard fractional boundary value problems of the order in
(1,2] enhances the scope of the literature on the topic.

The remaining part of this manuscript is arranged as follows. Section 2 contains some
basic notions and known results of fractional differential calculus. In Section 3, we first
prove an auxiliary result that plays a key role in transforming the given problem into a
fixed point problem. Then, based on Banach’s contraction mapping principle, we establish
the existence of a unique solution for the problem (1). By using the fixed point theorems
due to Krasnoselskii and Schaefer and nonlinear alternative of Leray-Schauder type, we
prove some existence results for problem (1). Examples illustrating the applicability of the
main results are also presented in this section. The existence results for the multi-valued
analogue of the problem (1) are obtained in Section 4. Some interesting observations are
presented in the last section of the paper.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some basic concepts.

Definition 1. (Hadamard fractional integral [2]). Let f : [a,00) — R. Then, the Hadamard
fractional integral of order a > 0 is defined as follows:

RAIOE ﬁ/ﬂt (log E)Hf(z)dz, t>a, 2)

z
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provided that the integral exists, where log(.) = log,(.).

Definition 2. (Hadamard fractional derivative [2]). For a function f : [a,c0) — R, the Hadamard
fractional derivative of order « > 0 is defined as follows:

uDSf(t) = 0" (ML f) (1), =[]+, ®)
where 6" = (t%)” and [a] denote the integer part of the real number «.

Lemmal. [2]Ifa >0, >0and 0 <a <b < oo, then

(i) (HIZ‘+(lOg£>ﬁ*1>(x) _ F(L‘B))(logfyﬂil;

B+a a
i (0 (es )" = i (1os)"

In particular, if B =1, then the following is the case:
(D) (1) = o (log ¥) " £0, 0<a <.
g I'(l—-a) a ’

Definition 3. (Hilfer-Hadamard fractional derivative [15]). Let f € L'(a,b) andn —1 < a < n,
0 < B < 1. We define the Hilfer—Hadamard fractional derivative of order « and type B for f
as follows:

(HHDg’ﬁf)(t) _ (HIE(”_“)éﬂ Hlén—lx)(l—ﬁ)f) ()
HE e IV f) (1)
(" uDINW), v =atnp—ap,

where HI,S‘> and HD[(,‘) are defined by (2) and (3), respectively.

Here, we remark that the Hilfer—-Hadamard fractional derivative reduces to the
Hadamard fractional derivative for § = 0 and corresponds to the Caputo-Hadamard
derivative for B = 1 given in the following equation:

GDsF) = (L) (), m= )+ 1.
Next, we recall the following known theorem that will be used in the sequel.

Theorem 1. ([5]). Leta > 0,0 < B <1, y=a+np—af,n=a]+1and0 <a <b < co.
Iff € L'(a,b) and (17 f)(t) € ACY|a,b], then the following is the case:

HisMADYPF) (1) = M1 (FHD]f)(t)
_ R TR @) (0 T
AL SR o) (10s) -

Observe that T («y — j) exists forall j = 1,2,...,n — 1 for v € [, n].

3. Main Results

This section is concerned with the existence and uniqueness of solutions for the
nonlinear Hilfer-Hadamard fractional boundary value problem (1). First of all, we prove
an auxiliary lemma dealing with the linear variant of the boundary value problem (1),
which will be used to transform the problem at hand into an equivalent fixed point problem.
Inthecasen = [a] +1 =2, wehavey = a + (2 —a)p.
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Lemma 2. Let h € C([1, T],R) and that

Ms

A= 0BTy = loge) ! - Yt (s log) T

~ v+ i)

Zi) ) )(logu )T £ 0. @)

Then, x is a solution of the following linear Hilfer-Hadamard fractional boundary value problem:

-
Il

HHDYPx(#) = n(t,), te[1,T),
(1) =0, x(T) = Y gx(&) + Y& 10 x(0) + Y A uDx(py), O
j=1 i=1

k=1
if and only if it satisfies the integral equation:

x(t) = HIEn() + “Ogt {ZHI“h )+ig,~H1“+¢fh(9i)

i=1

+ i M b () — HI“h(T)}, te1,T). 6)
k=1

Proof. Applying the Hadamard fractional integral operator of order « from 1 to t on both
sides of Hilfer-Hadamard fractional differential equation in (5) and using Theorem 1, we
find that

S(ulTx)(1) L mETT() B .
- #(log Hrt - W(log H172 = HI1 h(t), (7)

which can be rewritten as follows:

t a—
x(t) = co(log )"~ + ¢ (log )72 + ﬁ/l @Oog é) 1ds, (8)

where ¢y and ¢; are arbitrary constants. Using the first boundary condition (x(1) = 0) in (8)
yields ¢; = 0, since y € [, 2]. In consequence, (8) takes the following form:

x(t) = co(log £)7! +ﬁ/lt (10g é)%l@d& ©)

Now, inserting (9) into the second boundary condition:

T) =Y (&) + Y 6 H1lix(8;) + Y A DS x (g,
j=1 i=1

and using notation (4), we obtain the following:
m n T
= /1\{2 HI%h(g)) + 3 G n(0:) + )0 A1 ¥h () — T IR(T) }
j=1 i=1 k=1

Substituting the value of ¢j in (9) results in Equation (6) as desired. By direct computa-
tion, one can obtain the converse of the lemma. The proof is completed. [

Let X = C([1, T], R) be the Banach space endowed with the norm
[l := max |x(t)].

te[1,T]
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In view of Lemma 2 and Definition 1, we introduce an operator F : X — X associated
with the problem (1) as follows:

PO = g (os) e
+(10gt)“{i 1j /ﬁf(lo Q>a—lmd

A = T(a) z z z
+ i r(aci ) /Gi <1°g%>a+¢i_1f(2'§(2))dz
+ Z lX*(Uk ,/Vk (log %)a7Wk71f'(Z’TJC(Z))dZ
r(la)/:(log:)“lf(z’;‘(z))dz}, te LT (10)
In the sequel, we use the following notation:
0 = S&gf)l“)' (log‘/T\)|H { ; In/I((;OE ? " ; il alig 43 :;‘;’
+ Z Mk‘aligofk"li‘;k + S&gﬂz } a1

3.1. Uniqueness Result

Here, by applying Banach’s contraction mapping principle [36], we prove the existence
of a unique solution for problem (1).

Theorem 2. Suppose that the following condition holds:
(Hy) There exists a constant | > 0 such that forall t € [1, T] and u; € R, i =1,2,.

[f(t,u1) = f(tuz)| < Iuy —ul.

Then, the nonlinear Hilfer—Hadamard fractional boundary value problem (1) has a unique
solution on [1, T if IQY < 1, where Q) is defined by (11).

Proof. We will verify that the operator F defined by (10) satisfies the hypotheses of
Banach'’s contraction mapping principle. Fixing N = maxcp; 71 [f(£,0)| < o0 and using the
assumption (Hj ), we obtain the following:

[f(tx(0)] < Ux(B)] +[f(0)] <I[[x[| + N. 12)
The proof is divided into two steps.

Step I: We show that F(B;) C B,, where B, = {x € X : ||x|| < r} withr > NQ/(1—-1Q).
Let x € B;. Then, we have the following:
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IFx)()] < a)/ “ 1Mazz

(log )71 [ ¢ Iml - 5 8\ tf(zx(2)]
+0g7{27))/ (log?) fdz

A -~ () J1

Ll Byt [f(z )
it h (052) e

+i Dl [ (10 )~ 2D

T(a— wy) z z

LT (1oe DYz x(2))]
+W/l (log;) E dz}

gy (log )1 [ & 1108 &)* & [2il(1og 6"+
TG g CE+ N+ =5 {Z; Tt 1) Zr(a+¢i+1)

IN

i=

[Ak|(log pg)* @k (log T)*
Z fa—wp 1) e N

IN

(logT)* (10gT)7’1{i [l (log &))" Z |Ci| (og 6;)* i

T(a+1) A& Ta+l) "HTatet))

[Ak|(log p) @k (log T)*
*Z T —w+1) Tt

(Ir+N)
= Qr+N)<r.

Thus, the following is the case:

= <
I = max | F(w)(8)] <,

which means that F(B,) C B,.
Step II: To show that the operator F is a contraction, let x1, x; € X. Then, forany ¢ € [1,T],
we have the following:

7)) - P
[/ (1og )" V) S,
o

z

IN

(log)"~1 [ & |l % S\ 1 f(z x2(2)) — f(z x1(2))]
e {m./l (o5 2) D Szt

Ll e ) () ~ fEa )]
; (x+¢, / ( gz) z z
F o)

I g iy ) el

T —wg) 1 z z

I() .

(logT)*  (logT)7! ﬁlﬂ]\(log@ 2 12| (log 6;)*+:
I(a+1) [A] by I(a+1) = T(a+¢i+1)

Z Ak (og u)* % (1ogT>“}

T(o —wp+1) T(a+1)

bl [ (tog ) V)~ fanied dz}

IN

H|xg — x|
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Thus, the following is the case:

[F (x2) = F(x) || = nax |F(x2) () = F(x1)()] <1022 — 2,

which, in view of IQ) < 1, shows that the operator F is a contraction. Hence, the operator
F has a unique fixed point by Banach’s contraction mapping principle. Therefore, the
problem (1) has a unique solution on [1, T|. The proof is completed. [

3.2. Existence Results

In this subsection, we present different criteria for the existence of solutions for the prob-
lem (1). First, we prove an existence result based on Krasnoselskii’s fixed point theorem [37].

Theorem 3. Let f : [1,T] x R — R be a continuous function satisfying (Hy). In addition, we
assume that the following condition is satisfied:

(Ha) There exists a continuous function ¢ € C([1, T],R™) such that
[f(t,x)| < @(t), foreach (t,u) € [1,T] x R.

Then, the nonlinear Hilfer-Hadamard fractional boundary value problem (1) has at least one
solution on (1, T}, provided that the following condition holds:

(log T)"! Zml‘ log ;)" Z |G| (log 6;)*+¥i
AT\ E Tar) A TarerD

|Akl(log pg)* ™% (log T)*
+2 T wp £1) +1"(oc+1) l<1. (13)

Proof. By assumption (H;), we can fix p > QJ|¢|| and consider a closed ball B, = {x €
C([L, T],R) : ||x|| < p}, where ||¢| = Supcp, 7] |p(t)| and Q) is given by (11). We verify the
hypotheses of Krasnoselskii’s fixed point theorem [37] by splitting the operator F defined
by (10) on B, to C([1, T, R) as F = Fj 4 F,, where F; and F, are defined by the following:

/; (log é)%lez, te(1,T],

(-le)(t) F(Dé)

o —1 m ) ! o )
) = Bl [ (o)

Bi 0;\“+¢i—1£(z,x(z))
+I=Z;sz+¢l / (10g;> z dz

Z; afwk A”*’(log%)“*”k*lwﬂ

a Hflzx ())dz}, te 1T

ol

For any x,y € By, we have the following:
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F(a+1) |A] F(a+1) C(a+¢; +1)

FO+FENOl < s [ (1og§)“’lwdz
iy | (o) 2
< | QogT)" +(logT)“{ﬁf7,(10g§, Z|g, (log 6;) 4

=]

Z Akl (log )+ (log T)"‘}

Te—wp+1) ' T(a+1) el

= QH<PH <p

Hence, || F1x + Fay| < p, which shows that F1x + Foy € Bp. By condition (13), it is
easy to prove that the operator /; is a contraction mapping. The operator 7 is continuous
by the continuity of f. Moreover, F is uniformly bounded on B,, since

1731 < {25 ol

Finally, we prove the compactness of the operator Fy. For t1,t, € [1,T], 11 < tp, we have
the following case:

| Frx(ta) — Frx(ty)]

1 )" 0\ 1f G x2)
< W/l [<log f) —<log ;) }Zdz
1 n B\ f(zx(2))]
@ (“’g f) L
< % [2(log ty —logty)* + |(logta)* — (log tl)“\},

which tends to zero independently of x € By, as t; — t2. Thus, F is equicontinuous. By the
application of the Arzeld—Ascoli theorem, we deduce that operator F; is compact on By.
Thus, the hypotheses of Krasnoselskii’s fixed point theorem [37] hold true. In consequence,
there exists at least one solution for the nonlinear Hilfer-Hadamard fractional boundary
value problem (1) on [1, T], which completes the proof. [

Our next existence result is based on Schaefer’s fixed point theorem [38].

Theorem 4. Let f : [1,T] x R — R be a continuous function satisfying the following assumption:
(Hj3) There exists a real constant M > 0 such that forall t € [1,T],u € R,

[ftu)] <M.

Then, there exists at least one solution for the nonlinear Hilfer—Hadamard fractional boundary
value problem (1) on [1, T).
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Proof. We will prove that the operator F, defined by (10), has a fixed point by using
Schaefer’s fixed point theorem [38]. The proof is given in two steps.

Step 1. We show that the operator F : X — X is completely continuous.

Let us first establish that F is continuous. Let {x, } be a sequence such that x,, — x in X.
Then, for each t € [1, T], we have the following:

| F (xn) (£) = F(x) (1))
[ B\ S (200 (2)) = f(2,2(2))]
F(uc)/l <log2) z dz

IN

 llog )7 { o0l 79 (10g Byl et

[A] i T'(a) z

S I w91 |f(z,xu(2)) — f(2,x(2))|
+le“(zx+4>1),/ (Ing) z dz

i L e (= I CLET

I — wy) z z

— f(z,x(2))] dz}.

z

1

+% /T <1ogf)H |f(z,xn(2))
I'(a) J1 z

Taking into account the fact that f is continuous, that is, |f(s, x,(s)) — f(s,x(s))| —
0 as x, — x, we obtain from the foregoing inequality that the following is the case:

| F(xn) — F(x)|| = 0as x, — x.

Hence, F is continuous.

Now we show that the operator / which maps bounded sets into bounded sets in X.
For R > 0,let B = {x € X : ||x|| < R}. Then, for t € [1, T|, we have the following case:

F@Ol < g ) (og ) EEE g

(log )71 [ & [l % S\ f(z x(2))]
A Bt ()

j=1

=gl 0 0i\*+i=1|f(z,x(2))]
L (a+¢l>/ (102 ) A
L

1

(

A P gy

(e — wy) z z

o /1T (10g )" 1£22(2) dz}

(log T)* (log T)7 ! | & [l (log ;)" |Z:| (log 6;) 9
Tar )T Al {Z T(a+1) ; T(at¢i+1)

IN

i=j

Akl (log )" "% (log T)*
+k; T(a—wy+1) +r(fx+1)}
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which, after taking the norm for ¢ € [1, T}, results in the following inequality:

(log T)* (log T)71 | & |n;l(log &;)* |Ci|(log 6;)* 4
< M
IO = o5y Al ; Tat1) ; T(atg¢;+1)
Akl (log p)* ™ (log T)*
+Z Mo —wp+1) + F(a+1)

Next, we show that bounded sets are mapped into equicontinuous sets by . For
t1,tp € [1,T], t1 < tp and u € Bg, we obtain the following:

| F(x)(t2) — F(x) ()]
1 h B\ 0\ Ifzx@)
m-/l |:(log f) — (log %) } . dz

*ﬁ /: (k,g 52) X,

|(logt2)7! — (log )" ' | & [l /% 6\ 1|f(Z/ ()]
+ : Al : {Zri)/ (IOg ]) &

- 1dil b w1 |f(z,x(2))]|
+lzll"(zx+¢,)/ (logz> . Sz

P L (gt e,

k:1r“_0-’k z

T a- z,x(z
*ﬁ/l (10g1)" " L Z())dz}

M B . . .
T(a+1) [2(10gt2 logt)* + |(log t2)* — (log t) |]

IN

iy

IN

 [(log 1)1 — (log )"~ ilml(bgé 2|§, (log 8+
[A] T(a+1) T(a+¢;i+1)

i=j

Z [Ael (log p)* % (log T)“}

I —wp+1) T(a+1)

which tends to zero independently of x € Bg, as t; — t;. Thus, the operator F : X — X is
completely continuous by applying the Arzeld—Ascoli theorem.

Step II.: We show that theset & = {x € X | x = vF(x),0 < v < 1} is bounded. Let
x € £, then x = vF(x). Forany t € [1,T], we have x(t) = vF(x)(t). Then, in view of the
hypothesis (H3), as in Step I, we obtain

(log T)* (log 7)Y~ [ & ;| (log G;)" 2] (log 6;)* i
lx(1)] < N CES TRV {2 Tt 1) 2 Lo D)

=i

[Ax|(log px)* "¢ (log T)*
+E Ta—wi+1)  Ta+1)
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Thus, the following is the case:

(log T)" (log T)7" [l logC] |Ci|(log 6;)* 4
< M
I < terpMt A ,;] T(a+ Z T(a+¢;+1)
[Ak| (log pr)* ™% (log T)"
+Z T(o —wp+1) +F(v¢+1)

which shows that the set £ is bounded. Thus, it follows by Schaefer’s fixed point theo-
rem [38] that the operator F has at least one fixed point. Therefore, there exists at least
one solution for the nonlinear Hilfer-Hadamard fractional boundary value problem (1) on
[1, T]. This completes the proof. [

We apply the Leray-Schauder nonlinear alternative [39] to prove our last existence result.

Theorem 5. Let f € C([1,T] x R, R). In addition, it is assumed that the following conditions

are satisfied:

(Hy) There exist p € C([1, T],R") and a continuous nondecreasing function ¢ : R — R such
that |f(t,u)| < p(t)p(||u||) foreach (t,u) € [1,T] xR;

(Hs) There exists a constant K > 0 such that

K

>,
allplp(K) ~

where () is defined by (11).
Then, the nonlinear Hilfer-Hadamard fractional boundary value problem (1) has at least one
solution on [1, T).

Proof. As argued in Theorem 4, one can obtain that the operator F is completely continu-
ous. Next, we establish that we can find an open set U C C([1, T], R) with x # pF(x) for
ue(0,1) and x € 9U.

Let x € C([1,T],R) be such that x = pF(x) for some 0 < u < 1. Then, for each
t € [1, T], we have the following case:

[ B\ f (2 x(2)]
[x(t)] < m/l (log;) fdz

(log )7~ [ gn il %) 8\t If(zx(2))]
+ Al {Zr(;)/l (logé) . dz

Sl I 0i\ i1 |f (2, x(2))|
+1§F (o + ;) / (log;) b4 dz
M /"k (logﬂ)""“’k’l f(zx@)]

afwk

M\

+%/T<log ) 1|f<z, Ifzx@)] }

(log T)* . (logT)Y~ [ & |njl(log &))" & |g:|(log 6;)
T(a+1) |A] {g T(a+1) +ig Tla+¢;+1)

Z Al (log ju)* < <1ogT)“}

T(x—wp+1) T(a+1)

IN

Ipllwdlxl)-
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Consequently, we obtain

x| .
Ayl ="

In view of (Hs), there is no solution x such that ||x|| # K. Let us set the following:
U={xeC(1T],R):|x| <K}

The operator F : U — C([1,T],R) is continuous and completely continuous. Note
that there is no # € oU such that x = uF(x) for some u € (0,1), by the choice of U.
Thus, it follows by the Leray—Schauder nonlinear alternative [39] that 7 has a fixed point
x € U which is a solution of the nonlinear Hilfer-Hadamard fractional boundary value
problem (1). This ends the proof. [

3.3. Examples
Consider the following Hilfer-Hadamard fractional boundary value problem:

HHDYP () = f(t x(1), te[LT)
x(1) =0, x( 217] &)+ )¢ Hlf’x((?,-) + Y A uD%x (), (14)

i=1 k=1

witha =5/3,=3/4,T=5m=4,n=3,r=2,1 =1/15,11, =1/10,113 = 2/15,174 =
1/6,81 =5/4,80 =3/2,83 =7/4,64 = 2,0 = 1/18,00 = 1/9,{3 = 1/6,¢1 = 1/2,¢» =
13 =3/2,00 =5/2,00 =3,05 =7/2,A; = 1/28, A, = 1/14,w;, = 1/4,wy = 2/3, 11 =
4,1 = 9/2 and f(t,x(t)) to be fixed later. Using the given data, it is found that v =
23/12, A = 0.662923 (A is given by (4)), Q ~ 39.388095 (Q2 is given by (11)).

(a). For illustrating Theorem 2, we take

—(t-1)? :
ae sint+1

t,x) = ———— arctanx + , te 1,5, 15
fitx) = %53 el (15)

where 4 is a positive real constant. Obviously, the nonlinear function f(t, x) satisfies the
assumption (H;) with I = 4/15 and the condition IQ) < 1 holds for a < 0.3808257. Thus,
the hypothesis of Theorem 2 is satisfied; hence, the problem (14) with f(t, x) given by (15)
has a unique solution on [1,5].

(b). In order to illustrate Theorem 3, we take the following function:

B |x|
fltx) = [(t—1)2+100](1 + |x])

+cost, t € [1,5]. (16)

It is easy to verify that the nonlinear function f(t, x) satisfies the assumption (Hj)
with [ = 1/100 and that

(log 7)1 [ & |njl (log &))" |¢i|(log 0:)* 91
|A] {Z M(a+1) ;1 T(a+¢; +1)

|9\k\ log ) | (log T)*
[ ~ 0.379190 < 1.
Z —wp+1) + T(a+1)

Thus, the assumptions of Theorem 3 hold true. Therefore, by the conclusion of
Theorem 3, there exists at least one solution for the problem (14) with f(t, x) given by
(16) on [1,5].

(c). Now, we illustrate Theorem 4 with the aid of the following nonlinear function:

el~t 3+ 2|x|
t, —\/(t2+11), t € [1,5]. 17
£00) = g0t (g ) + g1, re s 17)
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It is easy to obtain that |f(f,x)| < 4/5. Thus, by the conclusion of Theorem 4,
the problem (14) with f (¢, x) given by (17) has at least one solutions on [1,5].

(d). Finally, we demonstrate the application of Theorem 5 by considering the nonlin-
ear function:

Fltx) = m(|x|cos(5+2|x|)+%>, Fe (L5 (18)

Note that [f(t,x)] < p(H)y(||x|), where p(t) = 2[(t — 1)% +100]"" (||p|| = 1/50)
and ¥(||x||) = ||x|| + 1/2. By the condition (Hs), we find that K > 1.85584. Thus, all the
assumptions of Theorem 5 hold true; hence, its conclusion ensures the existence of at least

one solution for the problem (14) with f (¢, x) given by (18) on [1, 5].

4. Multi-Valued Case

This section is devoted to the study of the multi-valued case of the boundary value
problem (1) given as follows:

HHDW()eF( x(1), teLT]
x1)=0, x(T)=Y 1 @,+2@H1¢‘ )+ Y D),

j=1 k=1

where the symbols are the same as defined in problem (1) and F : [ x R — P(R) is a
multi-valued map. By P(R), we denote the family of all nonempty subsets of R.
Next, we define

Py, ={Y € P(X) : Y # @ and has the property p},
where (X, || - ||) is a normed space. Thus, P, Py, Pcp and Py, respectively, denote the
classes of all closed, bounded, compact and compact and convex sets in X.
Define the set of selections of F for each w € C([1, T],R) as
Sk :={z € LY([1,T],R) : z(t) € F(t,w(t)) fora.e. t € [1,T]}.

4.1. Existence Results for the Problem (19)

Let us first define the solution for Hilfer-Hadamard inclusions fractional boundary
value problem (19).

Definition 4. A function x € C([1, T|,R) is called a solution of the multi-valued problem (19) if
we can find a function v € L'([1, T],R) with v(t) € F(t,x) almost everywhere on [1, T such that

1 gt t\e-1o(z) (logt)"1 [ & ;% ¢ine—1o(z)
x(t) = W/l (log2)" “dz 4 LB {]Z;r(;)/l (log2) =

0; 0\ +¢i—1o(z)
ZI’ac+(p, J(ea2) " e
o B 1 0(2)
+Z zxfwk / (log?) 7(12

T a—
,ﬁ /1 (log§> 10(;)012},

where A is given by (4).
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4.1.1. Case 1: Convex-Valued Multifunctions

In the first theorem, dealing with convex-valued multifunctions, we assume that
the multifunction F is L!-Carathéodory and apply the nonlinear alternative for Kakutani
maps [39] and closed graph operator theorem [40] to prove it.

Theorem 6. Assume that the following conditions are satisfied:

(A1) The multifunction F = [1, T] X R = Pep,e(R) is L1-Carathéodory;

(Az) There exist a nondecreasing function x € C([0,0)(0,00)) and a continuous function q :
[1,T] — RT such that
IF(t,)llp := sup{]z] : z € E(t,0)} < q(O)x([lwll) for each (t,w) € [1,T] x R;

(Asz) There exists M > 0 satisfying the following inequality:

M

— e > 1,
x(M)lgll2

where Q) is given by (11).
Then, there exists at least one solution for the inclusions problem (19) on [1, T).

Proof. Associated with the Hilfer-Hadamard fractional inclusions boundary value prob-
lem (19), we introduce a multi-valued operator, N : C([1,T],R) — P(C([1,T],R)),
as follows:

heC([1,T],R):
1 t t\4—1o(z)
m/l (tos ) 7"2

+(10g/f\)”1{ o / (
(10g %))

N(x) = h(t) = +2 tx+¢l)/

) )dz

r

Ak [ (g 1) 1@
Jrk—] I'(a — wy) /1 <log Z) z *

1 /T T\*1o(z)
_W/l <10g;) Zdz}, v € Spy.

In what follows, we will prove in several steps that the operator N satisfies the
hypotheses of the Leray-Schauder nonlinear alternative for Kakutani maps [39].

Step 1. N is bounded on bounded sets of C([1, T], R).

For a fixed r > 0, let B, = {x € C[1,T|,R) : ||x|| < r} be a bounded set in C([1, T], R).
For each i € N(x) and x € B,, there exists v € Sp , such that

nt) = ﬁ/ﬁ(lOgé)%l@dz (log )2 {irv/é}( gé,;j)aﬂ@dz
T(a+ ) a+¢l /91 <1°g%)a+¢ﬁ %dz
tx—wk /yk <10g%)“7“’"’1@d2

r(a)/:(lf’gf)mv(zz)ﬁ}f te [LT].
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Fort € [1,T], using the assumption (Ajy), we obtain the following inequality:

(logi‘)qu 2l Gyt o(z)]
St {zf;)/ (105 ) P

|Zi] ‘”4" 1o(z)|
F(a+¢1) z "

r —wp—1
+ Z ‘/\k‘ /l‘k (log&)a Wi ‘U(Z)ldz
k=1

(o — wy) z z

r(la) /T (1°g E)H@‘ﬁ}

(log T)* | (log T)"" [ & In;l(log ) |Z;](log 6;)+9i
Ta+1) T Al ; T(a+1) Z T(a+¢i+1)

IN

IpllxClixID,

[Ax|(log p )"~k (log T)*
+Z T —w t1) @ T(rl)

which yields
1] < llpllx(r)e

Step 2. Bounded sets are mapped by N into equicontinuous sets of C([1, T], R).
Let x € By and h € N(x). Then, there exists v € Sg , such that

_ b gt teto)  (logT [ gy g &yeTog)
nt) = W/l(logg) . {Zr*])/l/(logf) 2

=T
u g 6; 0;\«+ei—1o(z)
L r(,x+¢,)/ (og7) " S

r i a—cwp—1
K Hae\ st o(z)
+k:11“a—wk)/1 (Ing) z dz

,ﬁ/f (logg)’kl@ﬂ}, te 1T

Letty, tp € [1,T], t < tp. Then, we obtain

Nug!

|F(x)(t2) = F(x)(t1)]

i (o 2) (s 2) ] 2
+ﬁ/{:z (log %2)”7 ‘v(zz)‘dz

|(log t2)”" — (log )| [ ¢~ Il S Zine1o(2)]
R N 1 {ZTZ)/I (o) =

= z z
[ RGPS
F(a +¢i) N z

4 i [Ax| /l‘k (log ﬂ)rx—wkfl Mdz

l"a—wk z z

T K~
ﬁ/] (1053) 1‘0(%)'”}

% [2(10g 2 ~ log )" + |(log 12)" — (log 11)*

IN

IN

 1og )7 — (log 1)1 {ﬁlm\ﬂog@ Zv; (log 6;)+#

1Al = T+ T+ ¢i+1)

Mk\ logp)* "% (log T)*
+Z w1 TTarD Ipllx(r) —
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asty — tp independently of x € B,. Hence, N : C([1, T],R) — P(C[1, T],R)) is completely
continuous by Arzeld—Ascoli theorem.

Step 3. For each x € C([1, T],R), N(x) is convex.

For hy, hy € N(x), there exist v1,vp € Sp , such that, for each t € [1, T|, we have

holt) = ﬁ/ﬁ(logé)%lvwz(z)dz

-1 m . g] 1 V0 (2)
L (s )2

j=1

0 0;\*+9i~10,5(z2)
+Zl"a+¢, / <log;) z dz

=1

r Hi e\ 1o,(2)
; /x—wk /1 <10g?) z dz
1 T T\410,(z) -~
@/1 <logz> z dz 3, @=1,2.

Let 0 < o < 1. Then, for each t € [1, T|, we have the following:
[ohy + (1 — 0)hy(t)
_ 1 t N 1ovy(z) + (1 — 0)va(z)]
T T(a) /1 (10g E) z dz

S N P i\ =10 (z —0)va(z
+<logi>7 {Er’(?i)/l (1og%) o) + (o),

=

0 L\ a+¢p;i—1 —
g [ () e el

s A M w\ k=1 vy (z) + (1 — 0)va(z)]
+1<Z:1 I'(a —kwk) /1 (log%) : ==z

z

1 /T T\*1[ov1(z) + (1 — 0)va(2)]
_W/l (log;) ! . 2 dz},

Since Sgy is convex (F has convex values), ohy + (1 — o)y € N(x). In consequence,
N is convex-valued.

Next, it will be shown that the operator N is upper semicontinuous. By using the fact
that a completely continuous operator, which has a closed graph, is upper semicontinu-
ous ([41] (Proposition 1.2)), it is enough to prove that the operator N has a closed graph.
This will be established in the following step.

Step 4. The graph of N is closed.

Let x, — x4, hy € N(x,) and hy, — h,. Then, we show that hi, € N(x,). Observe that
hy, € N(x,) implies that there exists v, € Sp , such that, for each t € [1, T|, we have
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z

(log )7 [ & mj r6 gi\a1oa(2)
A {;r(a)/l (log7) =7

+ i F(ai i) /9" (1Og %)Htpﬁlv%@dz
X ) (esly)
,ﬁ '/IT <logz>alvnz(z)dz}.
For each t € [1, T], we must have v, € Sp ., and the following expression:
ho(t) = ﬁ /lt <log é)lkl v*iz)dz
+ (103/2)771 { i % /lgj (log%)%l%(z)dz

j=1

h(t) — %/1[ (10g é)“ilwdz

9'>1"+¢z—1 v4(2)
z

n -0;
Z T'(a + 4), / <log El
N Z INCES wk /”k (10g %)"H"rl v*?(Z)dZ

1 /T T\a10,(z)
——— [ (log = .
T'(a) /1 < 8 z) z dz
Consider the continuous linear operator ® : L'([1,T],R) — C([1,T],R) defined
as follows:
1t t\«—1o(z)
v— O(v)(t) = m/l <log E) ?dz

1 Ll BN P i*lo(z
 (ogt) {ngi)/l (10g &) "2y,

j=1

dz

n

L Targ) zx+¢, ./91' <1°g%)“¢i71@dz

i=1

ey | (o)
T a=1p(z
_ﬁ/l <10g§> 1(Z)dz}.
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Clearly ||h, — h«|| = 0 as n — oo, and consequently, by the closed graph operator
theorem [40], @ o Sg, is a closed graph operator. Moreover, we have h,, € ®(Sg,, ) and

the following:

h(t) = ﬁ/j(logbklv*z(z)dz
+§ Fa + 90 /gi <1°g %)H%lv%&)dz

: B 0. (2)
; a—wk/ (k)g?) z dz

T ucflv*(z)
_ﬁ/l <log§> . dz},

for some v, € Sr.,. Thus, N has a closed graph, which implies that the operator N is

upper semicontinuous.
Step 5. There exists an open set U C C([1, T],R) such that, for any k € (0,1) and all

x €U, x ¢ kN(x).
Let x € kN(x), k € (0,1). Then, there exists v € L'([1, T],
for t € [1, T], we have the following case.

0 = i | (n )
()/()()}

Following the computation as in Step 2, for each t € [1,T], we have the follow-

R) with v € S such that,

ing inequality:
(logT)*  (logT)7~? 2 |nj|(log &;)" 2 i (log 6;)* 4
T(a+1) |A] = Tla+1) S Tla+ti+1)

Z [Ael(log p)*™*  (log T)*
I'ae—wp+1) T(a+1)

HPHX(HXII)

x(#)]

Pl

In consequence, we obtain

[ ]
ML o
x(lxDIple =
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By assumption (As), we can find M such that ||x|| # M. Let us set the following:
U={xeC([LT,R):|x]| < M}.

Notice that N : U — P(C([1, T}, R)) is a compact multi-valued map with convex
closed values, which is upper semicontinuous; moreover, from the choice of U, there is no
x € 9U such that x € kN(x) for some k € (0,1). Hence, we deduce by the Leray-Schauder
nonlinear alternative for Kakutani maps [39] that N has a fixed point x € U. This implies
the existence of at least one solution for the inclusions problem (19) on [1, T]. The proof
is complete. [

4.1.2. Case 2: Nonconvex Valued Multifunctions

Here, we prove an existence result for the Hilfer—-Hadamard fractional inclusions
boundary value problem (19) with a non-convex valued multi-valued map via a fixed point
theorem for multivalued maps due to Covitz and Nadler [42].

Definition 5. ([43]) Let (X, d) be a metric space induced from the normed space (X; || - ||) and
Hy: P(X) x P(X) = RU{oo} be defined as follows:

H,(A, B) = max{supd(a, B),supd(A,b)},
acA beB

where d(A,b) = inf,c 4 d(a,b) and d(a, B) = infycpd(a,b).

Theorem 7. Let the following conditions hold:
(B1) F: [1,T] x R — Pep(R) is such that F(-,x) : [1,T] — Pep(R) is measurable for each
x €R;
(By) Hy(F(t,x),F(t,x)) < o(t)|x — x| for almost all t € [1,T] and x,¥ € R with ¢ €
C([1,T],R") and d(0, F(t,0)) < o(t) for almost all t € [1,T).
Then, the Hilfer-Hadamard inclusions fractional boundary value problem (19) has at least one
solution on [1, T] if
Ollell <1,

where Q) is given by (11).

Proof. We verify that the operator N : C([1,T],R) — P(C([1,T],R)), defined at the
beginning of the proof of Theorem 6, satisfies the hypotheses of the fixed point theorem for
multivalued maps due to Covitz and Nadler [42].

Step I. N is nonempty and closed for every v € Sg .

It follows by the measurable selection theorem ([44], (Theorem II1.6) that the set-valued
map F(-, x(-)) is measurable; hence, it admits a measurable selection v : [1, T] — R. In view
of the assumption (By), we obtain |v(t)| < o(t)(1+ |x(t)|), thatis, v € L'([1, T], R); hence,
F is integrably bounded. In consequence, we deduce that Sp, # @.

Now, we show that N(x) € P,(C([1,T], R)) for each x € C([1, T],R). For that, let
{un}n>0 € N(x) with u, — u (n — o0) in C([1, T],R). Then, u € C([1, T],R), and we can
find v, € Sgy, satisfying the following equation:
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uy(t) = ﬁ/ﬁ(logé)%lv%(z)dz

(logt)*= 1 & ;% CiLlo,(z)
+7A {};r(,i)/l (log7) ==z

1
n 0; 0\ at¢i—1p (Z)
+ / log i o) g,
1:21 T'(a + (p,) ( 8 ) z
r

e i\ ¥k op(z)
+2 a—wk/ (logi) z dz

zZ

T T a—lvn( )
7%/1 (10g z) zZ dz},

for each t € [1, T]. Then, we can obtain a sub-sequence (if necessary) v, converging to v
in L'([1, T],R), as F has compact values. Thus, v € Sg, and for each t € [1,T], we have
the following:

u(t) = o(t) = Alj[(mgg”4ddﬁ

T(a) . z z

(logt)* 1| & ;% ¢ine1o(z)
+7A {]211"(1]30/1 (log;j) 7112

6; 0;\*+¢i—10(z)
+ 11"04—&-4)1)/ S
“(10g 1) 1R
zxfwk /1 <logz) z dz

1 T T\*10(z)
,W./l (log;) Zdz}.
Thus, u € N(x).

Step I1. In this step, it will be shown that there exists 0 < my < 1 (mp = QJ|¢||) such
that the following is the case.

Hy(N(x),N(x)) < mgl|x — x| foreach x,x € C([1,T],R).

Let x,x € C([1, T],R) and h; € N(x). Then, there exists v1(t) € F(t,x(t)) such that,
foreach t € [1, T], we have

1t 1oy (2)
h(t) = @/1 (logg) ]Z dz
(logt)" L [ & (5 6j\*1oi(z)
A {].Zir(jx)/1 (1°g?]> .
0i 0;\ 2 +¢i—101(z)
+ 1ra+¢J/‘<bg2) J?*h

. Ml e\t 91 (2)
; uc—wk/1 <10g?) z dz
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h1(t)

which yields

By (Bz), we have

Ha(F(t, x), F(t, X)) < o(£)[x(t) — x(£)].

Thus, there exists ¢(t) € F(t, %(t)) such that

o1(8) = 8] < o(#)[x(t) —
Let us define V : [1, T] — P(R)

(1),

te[1,T)].

V() = {8 eR: Jor(t) — 8] < o(t)|x(t) — x(t)[}-

Then, there exists a function v, () that is a measurable selection of V, since the mul-
tivalued operator V(t) N F(t, %(t)) is measurable (Proposition I11.4 [44]). Hence, v,(t) €
F(t,%(t)) and for each t € [1, T], we have |v1(t) — va(t)| < o(t)|x(t)
t € [1,T], we have

%(t)|. Thus, for each
() = ﬁ/lt(logg)“_lviz)dz
+(1Og/t\)71{ m / (
i Nvrews) a+¢, /( )H% 1U2
Lt /_)()

ol Iy o)

C])“ 102 )

dz

dz

z
Hence, we have the following

—m(t)] < !

L[ (1ogl) R e
T'(a) /1

z z :
(log)Y~ 1| & uj % 62 1o2(2) — v1(2)
A{jz{ F(a)/1 (log7) ==
n 0; 0;\ 4 +0i—1 |0y (z) — v1(z)|
+1;r a+¢, / e
o)
1
T(a)

Me P\ oa(2) — 01(2)]
T(a— wk / (log 7)

dz
z

z
T

) /T (10gZ)"" 22 —1(2) dz}

zZ

(log T)7! |71 (log ;)"
AT {Z

= T(a+1)

(log T)*
T(a+1)

IN

(log 6;)* i
T(a+¢i+1)

.Z |Zil
o
/\ l n— wk
+2 |Ax|(log px)

(log T)*
T(e —wp+1) * T(a+1)

llellllx — |,

11 = hall < Qlel[lx - x]-
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On switching the roles of x and X, we obtain the following case:
Hy(N(x), N(x)) < Qfellllx — =,

which shows that N is a contraction. Consequently, the conclusion of the fixed point
theorem for multivalued maps due to Covitz and Nadler [42] applies; hence, the operator
N has a fixed point x which corresponds to a solution of the Hilfer-Hadamard inclusions
fractional boundary value problem (19). The proof is complete. [

4.2. Examples
Let us consider the Hilfer-Hadamard fractional inclusions boundary value problem:

1

r
G HIlx(8;) + Y Ay DS x (),
]

~

HHDf’ﬁx()eF( x(t)), te[l,

x(1) =0, x( i )+ (20)

-

Il
-

1

with the values of the parameters taken in the problem (14), while the multi-valued map
F: ] xR — P(R) will be defined below.
We first illustrate Theorem 6 by taking the following multi-valued map:

e (1-1)? X2 X
F(t,x(t) = [\/ﬁ+75)( 1|+||x|)+%), llm(ﬁcogs )] 1)

It is easy to check that ||[F(t,x)|lp < q(t)x(||x||), where g(t) and x(||x||) are given
as follows:

—(1-1)?
\/7 +75)
Using the values ||g]| = 1/75, x(||x||) = [|x|| + % and Q = 39.388095 (see Section 3.3)
> 1, we find that M > 0.221207. Thus, all the

q(t) = ——=—=—— x(llxll) = HXH+*

M
in the condition (Aj3), thatis, ————~
x(M)[q]Q
assumptions of Theorem 6 are satisfied; hence, its conclusion implies that problem (20)
with F(t, x(t)) given by (21) has a solution on [1,5].
Next, we demonstrate the application of Theorem 7 by choosing the following multi-

valued map:
1+ arctan x (x/t‘2 + 11> (1 +5|x|>]

F(t,x(1)) = 22

20+£)2 "\ 360 1+ 4x]

Clearly, F is measurable for all x € R, satisfying the following inequality:

2
Ha(F(t x), F(t, %)) < (”@“) lx—%|, x,f€R, t € [15].

Fixing o(t) = V/#2 4+ 11/360, we have ||o|| = 1/60 and d(0, F(t,0)) < o(¢), t € [1,5].
Furthermore, [|0||Q) ~ 0.656468 < 1. Clearly, the hypothesis of Theorem 7 holds true;
consequently, we deduce by its conclusion that there exists a solution for the problem (20)
with F(t, x(t)) given by (22) on [1,5].

5. Conclusions

In this paper, we have presented the existence and uniqueness criteria for the solu-
tions of a Hilfer-Hadamard fractional differential equation complemented with mixed
nonlocal (multi-point, fractional integral multi-order and fractional derivative multi-order)
boundary conditions. Firstly, we have converted the given nonlinear problem into a fixed
point problem. Once the fixed point operator is available, we can make use of the Banach
contraction mapping principle to obtain the uniqueness result. The first two existence
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results are proved by applying the fixed point theorems due to Schaefer and Krasnoselskii,
while the third existence result is based on Leray-Schauder nonlinear alternative. Next,
we present the existence results for the corresponding inclusions problem. The first result
for the inclusions problem deals with the convex-valued multivalued map and is obtained
by applying the Leray-Schauder alternative for multivalued maps, while the non-convex
valued multivalued map case relies on the Covitz—Nadler fixed point theorem for contrac-
tive multivalued maps. All the results obtained for single and multivalued maps are well
illustrated by numerical examples. It is imperative to mention that our results are new in
the given configuration and enrich the literature on boundary value problems involving
Hilfer-Hadamard fractional differential equations and inclusions of order in (1, 2].
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Abstract: The purpose of this paper is to develop some new recurrence relations for the two paramet-
ric Mittag-Leffler function. Then, we consider some applications of those recurrence relations. Firstly,
we express many of the two parametric Mittag-Leffler functions in terms of elementary functions by
combining suitable pairings of certain specific instances of those recurrence relations. Secondly, by
applying Riemann-Liouville fractional integral and differential operators to one of those recurrence
relations, we establish four new relations among the Fox-Wright functions, certain particular cases
of which exhibit four relations among the generalized hypergeometric functions. Finally, we raise
several relevant issues for further research.
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1. Introduction and Preliminaries

Magnus Gosta Mittag-Leffler (1846-1927), a Swedish mathematician, invented the
function E,(z) (1) in conjunction with the summation technique for divergent series, which
is eponymously referred to as the Mittag-Leffler (M-L) function and represented by the
following convergent power series across the whole complex plane (see [1-4]):

) n

Eu(z) = ) =

L Ty ) >0z€C),

0]

where I'(+) is the familiar Gamma function (see, e.g., ([5], [Section 1.1])). Let C, R, RY,
Z, and N represent the sets of complex numbers, real numbers, positive real numbers,
integers, and positive integers, respectively, in this and subsequent sections. Further, for
some { € Z, let Z, denote the set of integers less than or equal to /. The function (1) is
an entire function of order 1/R(u) and type 1 (see, e.g., ([6], [Section 4.1])). Numerous
mathematicians have investigated the properties of this entire function (see, e.g., [7-16]).
This function (1) reduces to a number of elementary and special functions such as (see,
e.g., ([6], [Section 3.2]))

Ei(£2) = e™?, Ey(—2%) =cosz, Ej(z%) = coshz,

@

and
(j:z%) =¢* [1 + erf(:tz%)] = e”erfc (:Fz%),
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where erf (erfc) represents the error function (complementary error function)

erf( e du, erfoi=1- erf(z) (ze€C), (4)

£(z) /
\F

and z2 denotes the principal branch of the associated multi-valued function. Numerous
generalizations of the function (1) have been developed, including (5) and (7). In the
1960s, the Mittag-Leffler function began to be classified as a particular instance of the
broader class of Fox H-function, which may have an arbitrary number of parameters in
their Mellin—Barnes contour integral representation. Among the special instances of the
H-function is the Fox-Wright function (8) (see, e.g., [10,17-19]). This function (1) and its
numerous generalizations are significant because they are involved in a large number of
applied problems (see, e.g., [20-27]). The Mittag-Leffler function (1) and its numerous
extensions have been used, particulary, in conjunction with fractional calculus such as: The
resolvant for a particular case of Volterra’s equation (see ([28], [Theorem 4.2])) is explicitly
expressed in terms of the Mittag-Leffler function (1); The two parametric Mittag-Leffler
function E;,(z) (5) and its slight extension are used as solutions of the linear integral
equation of the Abel-Volterra type (see ([29], [Theorem 5.3])); Kilbas and Saigo ([30],
[Theorems 6 and 7]) employed an extension of the Mittag-Leffler function as solutions
of the Abel-Volterra integral equations (see also [31,32]). The monograph ([33], [pages
132, 143, 144, 206]) demonstrated in detail that the Mittag-Leffler function (1) and its
modest modification are solutions to a certain class of fractional differential equations;
the monograph ([34], [p. 21]) referred to the two parametric Mittag-Leffler function (5)
and (1), as well as their fascinating Laplace transform formula. Choi et al. [35] proposed an
extension of the Prabhakar function (7) that is used to determine a number of its features
and formulae, including higher-order differential equations, many integral transformations,
and several fractional derivative and integral formulas. Due to the breadth of applications
in connection with fractional calculus, the Mittag-Leffler function has been dubbed the
“Queen Function of the Fractional Calculus” by certain academics in the past (see [36]; see
also [17]). Haubold et al. [24] provided a concise overview of the Mittag-Leffler function,
extended Mittag-Leffler functions, Mittag-Leffler type functions, and their intriguing and
useful features.

The two parametric Mittag-Leffler function E;, ,(z) is defined by (see, e.g., [8,9], ([6],
[Chapter 4]))

Bue®) = & tn v g) WHQ (R(p) >0, ¢, z€C). ®)

The function (5) is an entire function of order 1/R(y) and type 1 with the argument z
under the constraints y, 0 € R (see, e.g., [37-39]), whose fundamental properties, such as
asymptotic behavior and zero distribution, have been explored by a number of researchers
(see, e.g., [8-11,40,41]). The function (5) reduces to some special functions such as (see,
e.g., ([6], [Equation 4.3.13]))

E1)21(2z) = ezz(l +erfz) = ezzerfc(—z). (6)
The interested reader may refer to ([6], [Chapter 4]) for further basic properties and many
other relations, representations and applications of the two parametric Mittag-Leffler
function (5).

The three parametric Mittag-Leffler function (also known as the Prabhakar func-
tion [42]) Ei,g(z) is defined by (see [43]; see also ([6], [Chapter 5]), [42])

(R(u) >0, R(e) >0, 5, z€C), ?)
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which is also an entire function of order 1/R() and type 1. Giusti et al. [42] offered an
excellent survey paper in which they covered important findings and applications of the
Prabhakar function (7), together with major historical events leading to its discovery and
subsequent development, its capacity of introducing an upgraded scheme for fractional
calculus, an overview of the advances made in applying this new general framework to
physics and renewal processes, a collection of results on its numerical evaluation, and as
many as 159 references.

The Mittag-Leffler function (1), its slight generalization (5), the Prabhakar function (7),
and a number of other parameterized extensions are found to be particular instances of the
following Fox—Wright function defined by (see [44—46]; see also [47], ([48], [p. 21]))

P
T(aj+Aik
(0(1, Al),..., (Dcp, Ap);z _ i ]'1;[1 (’X] ] )Zl( ®
(B1, B1), .-, (Bg, By) i = T(; + Bjk) K’
j=1

where the coefficients A; € R (j = ,‘..,p) and B e R(j=1,...,9);a; € C(j =
1,...,p)and ; € C(j = 1 ., 4). The convergence constraints of (8) are given as follows
(see ([49], [Theorem 1.5])): Let

j=1 /:1
L B;
w:=]TlA™ \B 7, ©)
j=1 ]:1
q p —q
vim Y- Yoty
j=1 j=1
Then
(i) If Q > —1, then the series (8) is absolutely convergent for all z € C;
(ii) If O = —1, the series (8) is absolutely convergent for |z| < w;

(i) f Q= —1and R(v) > 1, the series (8) is absolutely convergent for |z| = w.

The Fox-Wright function ,'¥; is an extension of generalized hypergeometric function
pF; and a particular case of the H-function (see, e.g., ([19], [Equation (1.140)]), [50]):

4
¥ (a1, 1), ..., (ap, 1); B jl;[l F(/x]) a1, :xp,
v¥y 2| =7 i (10)
(B 1), (Bg 1) [1T(8) [31,-. By
=1
and
(0(], A]), ey (Dép, Ap),'
(B1, B1), .-, (Bg, Bg) a1

(17041,A1), ey (1*0¢p1AP)
(0,1), (1—B1,B1), ..., (1= By, By) |

Lp
—HMH{ z
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There have been many introductions and investigations of fractional integrals and
derivatives. We recall the left-sided and right-sided Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals
I+ fand Ij_f of order a € C defined as (see, e.g., [33,34,49])

(800 = g7 [ =0 DT (x> 0, Rw) >0), 1)
and
1 b
(I f)(x) = m/x (t—x)* 1 f(r)dt (b > x, R(a) > 0), (13)

respectively. The Riemann-Liouville fractional derivatives Dg, f and Dj_ f of order a € C
(R(x) > 0) are defined by

0t NW = (1) @D @>a) (14
and
0 Nw = () ()W @<o, (15)

where n = [R(«)] + 1. Here and elsewhere, [x] denotes the largest integer less than or equal
tox € R.

We recall some of the recurrence relations for the two parametric Mittag-Leffler
function (5) and the three parametric Mittag-Leffler function (7).

1.1. Two Parametric Mittag-Leffler Function:

1

Eug(z) = zEpp+o(z) + 41—(@' (16)
(see, e.g., ([10], [Equation (23)]), ([51], [Equation (5)])).
Further, for all u, ¢ € RT,
1 z
E =2%E, + ot e, 17
el®) =2 Enesa@ 1) tg ey 7
3 1 z z2
Fral®) =7 Enesn ) 1y T g ) T T 2w 9
1 z 22 z3
Euo(z) =2*E (2) + =—— + + + 19
e(2) wesin) Ry T Tl T Tlo 20 T T(a+ 3w )
(see, e.g., ([6], [Lemma 4.1]), [51]).
Generally, for R(u) >0, R(0) > 0,and ¢ € N,
, -1 ok
E,o(z) =z E i (z) + - 20
V,Q( ) y,q+k;( ) I;) F(g+ky) (20)

(see [52]; see also ([24], [Theorem 5.2])).

Gupta and Debnath (see ([51], [Equation (30)])) presented the following interesting

differential recurrence relation for the two parametric Mittag-Leffler function (5):
Eyni1(z) =n(n+2) Eynia(z) + pzlp +2(n + 1))}y 5(2)

+22E", ,4(z) +E (z) (neN) ()
un+3 pun+2 ’
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where
0,y _ 4
EV/Q(Z) = @E},/Q(Z) (Z S NO) (22)
The following recurrence relation reveals that, under the restrictions, computation of
Ey0(z) for the case p > 1 may be reduced to the case 0 < u < 1 (see, e.g., ([53], [Equation
(6)]), ([10], [Chapter XVIII]), ([54], [p. 24]), ([55], [Equation (2.2)]), [56]):

m

2 Ey/ams1)e (Zl/(2m+1)€2nik/(2m+1)) 23)

E -
we(2) =5 .

(neRY, 0eR, z€C, m=[(p—1)/2]+1).

1.2. Three Parametric Mittag-Leffler Function and Its Various Extensions

Giusti et al. pointed out the following interesting recurrence relations for the Prabhakar
function (7) (see ([42], [Equations (4.2) and (4.3)])):

ES, 1(2)+ (1 0+ uE)Efo(2)

Efy (2) = 2= 7 (24)
(see [43]) and
E¢ 1— E
Eil—?l (Z) _ mo—pu—1 (Z) + ( 4 + H) ‘u,Qf}l(Z) (Z c (C\ {0}) (25)

Héz

(see [57]).

Shukla and Prajapati ([58], [Theorem 1]) offered an intriguing differential recurrence
relation for an extended Mittag-Leffler function, which can be made by replacing (), in (7)
with (&)4u under the restriction g € (0,1) UN (see [59]), which was further generalized and
investigated by Srivastava and Tomovski [50] who substituted a k € C for the g € (0,1) UN
under constraints ®(y) > max{0, R(k) — 1} and R(k) > 0.

Salim ([60], [Theorem 2.2]) presented two interesting differential recurrence relation
for an extended Mittag-Leffler function, which can be derived by replacing n! in (7) with a
Pochhammer symbol, say (17), under the constraint ®(77) > 0.

Kurulay and Bayram ([61], [Theorems 4]) established an intriguing differential recur-
rence relation for the Prabhakar function (7).

Dhakar and Sharma ([62], [Theorem 2.1]) provided an interesting differential re-
currence relation for the k-Mittag-Leffler function (see [63]), which may be obtained by
substituting (), x and Ty (un + o) for (&), and T'(un + 0) in (7), respectively. Here the
k-Pochhammer symbol is defined as follows (see [64]):

Ty (7y + nk) . '
Vugi=14  Telr) (neN;keR"; v eC\{0}), 26)

yy+k) - (y+m-1k) (meNyeC),

where T is the k-gamma function defined by
o
Ii(2) :/ e FEldt (R(z) > 0; ke RY). 7)
0

Sharma and Jain ([65], [Theorem 1]) gave an interesting recurrence relation for the
g-analog (or extension) of the Prabhakar function (7).
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Gehlot ([66], [Theorem 2.1]) provided an intriguing differential recurrence relation for
the following p-k Mittag-Leffler function (see [67]):

Eéq

o0 nqkzn
pEipo(2 27 (28)

prk pn+o)

(k p € R, g€ (0,1) UN, min{R(p), R(e), R({)} > 0).
Here the p-k Pochhammer symbol ,(a), x and the p-k Gamma function ,I'; are defined by

p@ui= (L) (L +p) - (L +m—1p) 29)

(k, pe R*, n €N, R(a) > 0)
and p(a)o :=1;

o k
JTi(2) :/0 e T ETTdE (R(z) > 0; p, k€ RY). (30)

Further Gehlot ([67], [Theorem 2.3]) presented an interesting recurrence relation for the p-k
Mittag-Leffler function.

Choi et al. ([35], [Theorem 3.1]) established a differential recurrence relation for the
extended Mittag-Leffler function, which may be obtained by replacing (¢), in (7) with
the generalized Pochhammer symbol (&; p),. Here the generalized Pochhammer symbol
(& p)v (& v e C) is defined by

Tp(E+v)
. — : (R(p) >0),
P () 31

where I'y(z) is the generalized gamma function given as follows:

[X e t=tdt (R(p) >0,z€C),
(32)

I'(z) (p=0,R(z)>0).

The aim of this article is to explore some new recurrence relations for the two para-
metric Mittag-Leffler function. Then, we discuss several applications of such recurrence
relations. To begin, we express a number of the two parametric Mittag-Leffler functions in
terms of elementary functions by combining appropriate pairings of particular instances of
those recurrence relations. Second, we establish four new relations among the Fox-Wright
functions by applying Riemann-Liouville fractional integral and differential operators
to one of those recurrence relations. Certain particular cases of the Fox-Wright function
relations exhibit four relations among the generalized hypergeometric functions. Finally,
we propose several pertinent research questions.

Further, for our purpose, we recall the classical Beta function (see, e.g., ([5], [p. 8]))

/Ol 11— )fldr (R(a) >0, R(B) > 0)

[(a)T(B)
Tatp) (2, p € C\ Z<o).

The following formula is one of a number of definite integrals that may be expressed in
terms of the Beta function (see, e.g., ([5], [p. 9, Equation (49)])):

B(a, B) = (33)

/ "t )1 (b— 1) ldt = (b — a)" 1 B(a, ) (34)
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(b>a, R(e) >0, R(B) >0).

2. Recurrence Relations

This section explores some new recurrence relations for the two parametric Mittag-
Leffler function (5).

Theorem 1. Let yt, 0, z € C with R(p) > 0. Then

Ene(z) = 0(+ 1)Eyg12(2) — (@ + 1)2Eputg42(2) + 2Eppte(2)  (R(e) >0);  (35)

Ey,q(z) :Z3E14,3y+g(z) - 22(1‘* + Q)Ey,2y+g+1 (z) +z(u+ Q)Eu,y+q+1 (z)
P . TR o
feu+e) T 077

(0~ 1Eno(z) =2 Eyyo-1(2) — 2Eppirgt(2) 20— 1 Epsrolz)

’ : L w1

A
+ + +
Fu+o-1) T(u+e—-1) T(e—1)

1
(0— 1)EV,Q (z) =z(0— 1)Ey/;l+g(z) - ZzE;z,Z;Hg—l (z) + EEV,Q—]A—l (z)

z 1 (38)
TTage—1 me—p-n R@>1LRe—p>1);
(0— 1)E}4,q (z) = (e~ 1)22Ey,2;4+g(z) - ZZE;I,ZV+Q71 (z) + %Ey/qfufl(z)
(39)

_ 1 _ uz
zZl(e—p—1) T(u+o)

(R(e) >0, R(0—p) >1);

(e—2)(0— 1)E14,Q(Z) =z(o—1)(e~ Z)Ey,y+q (z) + Z3E;t,3;4+g—2(z)

i : L 2 Y

Tu+e-2)  T(uto—2) T(g-2)

- ZE;I,}H’Q*Z (Z) +

(H+0—2)(+0—1)Euo(z) = (n+0—2) (1 + 0 — 1)2°Epps0(2)

+ Z3E;t,3]4+Q72(Z) — ZZEy,2;1+Q—2(Z) (41)
N z . z (pteo—2)(p+eo—1)
F2u+e-2) T(p+eo-2) (o)

(R(0) >0, R(o+p) >2).

Proof. We establish only (35). Let R be the right-handed member of (35). By using (5),

we obtain
) Zk o Zk+l
Ra=ele+) & iy gvay 20D LG o)
o B (42)
o Z +1
+y ————.
kgo T(uk+p+0)
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Setting k + 1 = k" on the second and third summations in (42) and dropping the prime on
k, we obtain

o Zk ) k oS Zk
Ri=0(0+1)y - +1) +
1=e(e ),?::Or(yk+q+2) ole kgryk+g+z) Zr(yk+g)
ole+1) & 2 1o 7
= + ot 43
I'(o+2) kzzll“(ykJrQ) I'(o kzll"ykJrQ “3)
o @)
= Z
= T(pk+o) —

For the third equality of (43), the following fundamental relation for the Gamma function
I(z+1) =zI(z) (44)
is used. The proof of (35) is complete.

Likewise, the remaining relations (36)-(41) may be established. We omit specifics. [

Taking ¢ = 1in (35), (36), and (41), we obtain some relations between the Mittag-
Leffler function (1) and the two parametric Mittag-Leffler function (5) in the following
corollary.

Corollary 1. Let y, z € Cwith ®(p) > 0. Then

Ey (z) = 2E;3 (z) — ZZEV,;HrS(Z) +zE, 1 (2); (45)
Eu(z) =2°Eapi1(2) — 22 (1 + D) Epp2(2)

z2 (46)

+Z(V + 1)E]l,]ﬂ-+2(z) + m +1;

.“(V - 1)EIJ (Z) = H(V - 1)22E;4,2;4+1(Z) + Z3E;t,3ptfl(z)
2 (47)

2 z z B
z Ey,z;l—](z)“i’r(zyil) +F(y71) +y(y 1)'

Similar to (2), the following corollary provides certain interesting expressions of
several elementary functions in terms of the two parametric functions (5).

Corollary 2. Let z € C. Then

" = Eq(z) = zE15(2) + 2E13(2) — 22E1 4(2); (48)
2
e* = Eq(z) =2zE13(2) + (23 — 222> E14(z) + > +1; (49)
cosz = Ep(—2%) = (2 — zz> Ep3(—22) +222Ey5(—22); (50)
cosz = Ep(—2%) = — 32%Ep4(—22) — 32%Ep6(—2%)
. 24 (51)
—2°Ey7(—z )+ﬂ+1

cosz = Ey(—2") = — ?Ez,s(—zz) + <Z4 - 5>E25( %)
(52)

Ty tb
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sinz =z Epy(—2%) = (62 — 23) Ep4(—2%) +62%Epg(—2%);

sinz =z Epp(—22) = — 42%Ey 5(—22) — 42°Ep 7 (—22)
7 2 2
—2z'Exg(—27) + 20 +z;
sinz =z Ez,z(fzz) :z3E2,3(fzz) — 23E2,4(722)
5 3
7 N .
Zhy(-) o -5t
: 2 25 2 5 2z 2
sinz = zEpp(—z%) = — €E24(—Z )+ (27— 3 Epe(—2°)
A
36 6 ’

coshz = Ep(2%) = (2 + zz) Ex3(22) — 222Ep5(2%);

coshz = Ep(2%) =322E 4(22) — 32%Ep(2?)
4

6 2y, 2
E —+1;
+z 2,7(Z)+24+ ’

2 z 2 4 25 2
coshz = Ep(z°) = — 5E2/3(Z )+ (z + E) Er5(z%)

sinhz = zEpp(2%) = (62 + 23) Ep4(22) — 623Epg(2%);

sinhz =z Ezrz(zz) :4Z3E2,5(22) - 425E2,7(ZZ)
7 2 2
+z Ezlg(z )+m + 2z,
2 3 2 3 2, 2
sinhz =z Eyp(2°) = — 2°Ep3(2°) + 2°Epa(z”) + 71
7 2, 2
+2'Epz(2°) + 5tz

5 7
. z z
sinhz = zEzlz(zz) =— ZEZA(ZZ) + (25 + g)Ez/é(Zz)
A
36 6 ’

Proof. Setting u = 11in (45) and (46), respectively, yields (48) and (49).

(33)

(54)

(55)

(56)

(57)

(58)

(59)

(60)

(61)

(62)

(63)

Putting # = 2 and replacing z by —z? in (45), (46), and (47), respectively, gives (50),

(51), and (52).

Taking y = 2,0 = 2 and replacing z by —2z21in (35), (36), (37), and (41), respectively,

produces (53), (54), (55), and (56).

Setting 1 = 2 and replacing z by z% in (45), (46), and (47), respectively, offers (57), (58),

and (59).

Putting 4 = 2,0 = 2 and replacing z by z2 in (35), (36), (37), and (41), respectively,

affords (60), (61), (62), and (63). O

By combining appropriate pairings of the identities in Corollary 2, such as (2), we
may express several of the two parametric Mittag-Leffler functions in terms of elementary

functions, as stated in the following corollary.
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Corollary 3. The following formulas hold.

Eys(~7) =~ (cosz—1) (z€C\{0)) (64)
Bas(—) = & (cosz4 5 1) (<€) (0)) )
Baa(-2) = 5(1-T2%) zec\(opy; (66)
Eyg(—2%) = 21—4(71+§+Si%z) (zeC\{0}); 67)
Eas(2) = Zl—z(coshz —1) (zeC\{0}); ©8)
Eas(22) = Z%(coshz - % (z € C\ {0}); (69)
Eya(22) = Z%sinhz - le (z € C\ {0}); 70)
Ere(22) = Zl—ssinhz - 214 - 617 (z e C\ {0}) (71)

Proof. From (50) and (52), we can obtain (64) and (65).
From (53) and (56), we can derive (66) and (67).
From (57) and (59), we can obtain (68) and (69).
From (60) and (63), we can find (70) and (71). O

3. Certain Relations among the Fox-Wright Functions

In this section, by applying the Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals and derivatives
to the recurrence relation (35), we obtain four relations among the Fox-Wright functions
p¥q, as stated in the following theorems. We also consider some particular cases of our
main results.

Theorem 2. Let y, 9, x € R, and a € C. Then

(]’1); (1/1); 1
1‘1’1{ (i + o, 1); ax"} —ax"l‘{’l{ 24+ o0, 1); uxF}
= Q(Q+1)2Tz[ (0 +2y§g(5)+(§;g axﬂ] @2)
. (r+om), (L,1);
ﬁQ(QH)x}ﬂz{ (h+0+2,1), 2+ o, 1); ”x}}‘

Proof. A particular case of (34) is

/: ™ (x — )P 1dt = x**F~1 B(a, B)
(x >0, R(a) >0, R(B) >0).

(73)

Replacing z by az* in (35) and multiplying both sides of the resulting identity by z¢~1,
we obtain
2By 0(az) =o(g +1)20 ™ Eygra(az") — agg -+ )20 By gra(azt)

1 (74)
+az" e E, 4o (azh).
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Taking the left-sided Riemann-Liouville fractional integral (12) on both sides of (74),
we obtain

(18, [ Euelaz)] ) () =alo + 1) (B, [27 Epgsa(az)] ) ()
—ag(o+1) (1, [# ¢ Eyprgra(az)] ) (x) - 75)
+a (I[’;Jr {z“*Q*lEy,yw(az")] ) (x).

Let £; be the left-handed member of (75). Interchanging the integral and summation in (5),
which may be verified under restrictions, we obtain
1 = ak * u=1 _pk+o-1
1*1,72 yk+Q)/ (x —T)t 1o drt. (76)

Using (73) in the integral in (76), we obtain

C(k+1)  (ax)* - { (1,1); ]
— yHto-1 — yHto-1 M
=x Z Fukspta) M x 1Y i+ 0. 1); axt|. (77)

Now, let R be the right-handed member of (75). Similarly, as in obtaining (77), we derive

_ 1,1);
Ry = +1)xHte Ly |: (Q,‘H),( 74); uxy:|
1=ele+l) 22 (e+2,m), (n+op);

B Vi), (1,1); 1
—ag(o +1)x Y { (n+o+ 2(,% (925 )+(w§; a } 7

_ L)
e e { ( ]
o~ U @u+ o)

Finally, equating the two identities in (77) and (78), we have (72). O

Theorem 3. Let x > 0,0 < u <1—o9,anda € C. Then
Q-p—omp), (L1); }
xH, ¥ ax™H
2 2{ (om),(1—o,m);

—dteratama] (o8 ]

(10, (1,1); 7
—op -
—ao(o+1)¥ ax "}
ele+1) 2{ (h+e+2m), (n—0o+1p);
(I—om) (L1); — }
+a, ¥ ax M.
: 2{ (h+om), (n—o+1Lp);

Proof. The following formula is readily derived:

/:O(T — ) P ldr = x* P B(a, 1 —a — B) (80)

(x>0,0<R(a) <1—R(B)).

Replacing z by az™# in (35) and multiplying both sides of the resulting identity by

1 we obtain

z0~

2 Eyg(az ) =o(g + 1)z Eygra(az ") — aglo + 1)z 0 By gra(az ")

(81)
+az PHeE, o (az ).
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Taking the right-sided Riemann-Liouville fractional integral (13) on both sides of (81),
we obtain

(1 [ o ez ) (v) =ele + 1) (o[22 Epgiataz )] ) ()
—ao(o+1) (I(};F {27”+971EF,V+Q+2(0127”)} ) (x) (82)
+a (If,;, {z*’”‘zflE%,,ﬂ(az*”)} ) (x).

Now, similarly as in the proof of Theorem 2, applying (13) to each term of (82) and

using (80), we can obtain the desired identity (79). O

Theorem 4. Let y, 9, x € RT. Further,leta € Candn = [u] +1 € N. Then

S R

=elo+ Dxﬂlﬂz{ (@+2,u§?&g);(;::tgi axﬂ] )

(1 +o,p), (1,1); ax;l] .

—ag(e+1)2¥> [ (n+o+2,p), (0 p);

Proof. Similar to (75), we have

(D[22 Buelaz")] ) (x) = ol + 1) (Df, [22 " Esa(az) ] ) ()
—a0(o+1)(Df, [ Euprga(az)] ) (x) - (59)
+a (Dé:r [z"*Q*lE%Mﬂ(uz“)] > (x).

Let £ be the left-handed member of (84). Using (14), (12), and (5), we obtain

d\” 1 x -
£= <@> {F(n—;t)/o (v =i 12 #k+e)ryde}

_ i " 1 - ak xx_ n—pu—1_o+pk—1
7<d><> {F(ﬂ—ﬂ)kzgf(ﬂkﬂ)/o( v dT}’

under the restrictions of which integral and summation can be interchanged. Using (73) to
evaluate the integral in (85) and interchanging differentiation and summation, we obtain

(85)

at d\" n—p+o+uk—1
£= Z n—u+e+uk)( ><X e ) (86)

Employing the following easily derivable formula

<%> (XA>:(71)’1(*)‘)""“":FU"%XH (87)
in (86), we find
—1 axl‘) Y T(1+p—q— pk)
=y Z TR R G wrwr—s (88)
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Using the following well-known formula

T(z)I(1—z) = Sin?m) (z€C\Z) (89)

in (88), we derive

o y)k
L= en-ty (@t
k;o T(o—p+ pk)
W) (90)
=y Ly { T ax*‘}.
RSN}

Further, the other three fractional derivatives in (84) can be evaluated as in (90). Finally, all
of those evaluations that are used in (84) gives the desired identity (83). [

Theorem 5. Let j1, 0, x € R and 0 < n — yu < 1— o. Further,leta € Candn = [u]+1 € N.
e ( ) (1,1)
p—o+1pu),(1,1); 7}
¥ ax#
? 2{ (@m), (1= p);

o] () )

91)
- (I+2u—om), (L,1);
—aelet D)z ”2%{ (pt+o+2,1),(1+u—ou); ™ ”}
- (1+2u—om),(1,1); _ }
" "
rax 2‘1’2{ (u+om), (L+p—onu; ™ |
Proof. Similar to (82), we have
(Df:o_ [zg’lEM(uz’”)] ) (x)
= 0(g+1) (Dh- [z Epgaalaz )] ) (x) o)

—ag(o+1) (D [ Eppsgua(az)] ) (x)
+a (Dzo, {z*}‘wflE%wrQ(az*")} ) (x).

As in the proof of Theorem 4, by using (80), we can evaluate all of the four fractional
derivatives in (92). For example,

(Di’% {nglE%Q(az*/‘)} ) (x) = x0~H-1 2‘}’2{ (u _(g;r)l(i’l(gl:lg ax*“}. (93)

Hence, all the evaluations which are set in (92) yields the desired identity (91). O

Since the results presented in Theorems 2-5 are quite general, they may reduce to
yield a number of interesting identities. For example, setting = 1 in the results, with
the aid of (10), we obtain several new relations among the generalized hypergeometric
functions , F;, as stated in the following corollary (for current research of summation and
reduction formulae for ,F;, see [68,69]).

Corollary 4. Leta € C. Then

1; ax 1;
1F1{Q+1; ”x} Q+11F1[Q+2? ”x} ”
_ ol ] eax 0+11;
72F2{Q+2/Q+1? ax] (e+2)(e+1)2F2[Q+3,Q+2; o~
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(x eC, 0€ C\ngl),‘

-0 L a| -0 L a
xzpz[ 0+21-¢; x} xZFZ[ 01-¢ x}
(95)
_ ao r 1—g,1;g _a F 1—Q,1;g
(0-D@+2*? e+32-0¢ x| ¢-17?| 0+12-0¢ «x
(xeC\ {0}, 0 C\Z);
1; ax 1;
]F]|: /ﬂx:|77]1:]|: ,ﬂX:|
-1 -1 ;
Q 0 Q (96)
:2F2|: Q’l; ax]figax 2 2|: Q+1/1; llx:|'
o+20-1 (e+2)(e—1) 0+3,0 )
(XEC,QEC\ZSl);
2—-9,1; a 2—9,1; a
ZFZ{QHJ—@; 5}_25{@/1—@; 5} o)
_ale=2) o 3-¢1; a] ale=2) 3-0L a
“x(o-1(0+2)7 | e+32-0¢ x| xele-1)* [ e+1,2-¢ x

(x e C\ {0}, 0 € C\Z).

It is worth noting that the restriction on each identity in Corollary 4 may be widened
via analytic continuation. Further, each side of the identities (94) and (96) is easily checked
to become 1.

4. Concluding Remarks and Posing Problems

We reviewed the birth of the Mittag-Leffler function and its several extensions (among
numerous ones) together with their diverse applications to a variety of research areas,
particularly, fractional calculus. We recalled many known recurrence (or differential recur-
rence) relations for the two parametric Mittag-Leffler function (5) and the three parametric
Mittag-Leffler function (7). Then, we established a number of recurrence relations for
the two parametric Mittag-Leffler function (5). Further, by using appropriate pairings of
those recurrence relations presented in this paper, we demonstrated that certain particular
cases of the two parametric Mittag-Leffler function (5) can be expressed in terms of ele-
mentary functions. Further, by applying the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral and
derivative operators to one of the recurrence relations for the two parametric Mittag-Leffler
function (5), we derived four new relations among the Fox-Wright functions. Finally, we
provided four relations among the generalized hypergeometric functions ,F; as a particular
case of those Fox-Wright function relations.

As in Section 3, by using the other formulas (36)-(41), we may derive some relations
among the Fox-Wright functions ,'¥,; together with their corresponding relations among
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the generalized hypergeometric functions ,F; as particular cases. For example, as with
Theorem 2, using (36), we obtain

(1,1); l:| 3 |: (1,1); l:|
Y axt| — a3 ¥ ax
! 1{ (+om); U poop);

(n+om), (11); ux;,]

ut+o+1u), 2u+op);
@utop), (L)

2u+o+1u), But+aou);

:(H"‘Q)ﬂx”z‘f’z{ (
(98)
(H+Q)ﬂ xzyz‘fr2|: (
a2 x2H n 1
T@u+e) T(n+o)
(4,0, x €RT,a€C)

and
a3x3

1; 1
"ax| — F " ax
1+@; } (0+1)(e+2)(0+3)" 1{@+4; }

0+1,1; a2 x? 0+2,1;
{g+2 2 ) T ar2r | 043,043 ™ ©9)

1F1{

+7+1 € C\Z<_q, a,x€C).
CESVCET A R :

Here we pose the following problems:

(i) Based on the other recurrence relations (36)-(41), by using Riemann-Liouville frac-
tional integral and derivative operators, try to present certain relations among the
Fox-Wright functions ,¥,;

(i) Demonstrate some particular cases of the identities given in (i);

(ili) Based on the recurrence relations (35)—(41), by using the other fractional integral and
derivative operators, try to present certain relations among some special functions;

(iv) Consider certain particular cases of identities that will be derived in (iii).
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Abstract: Integral operators of a fractional order containing the Mittag-Leffler function are important
generalizations of classical Riemann-Liouville integrals. The inequalities that are extensively studied
for fractional integral operators are the Hadamard type inequalities. The aim of this paper is to
find new versions of the Fejér-Hadamard (weighted version of the Hadamard inequality) type
inequalities for (a, h-m)-p-convex functions via extended generalized fractional integrals containing
Mittag-Leffler functions. These inequalities hold simultaneously for different types of well-known
convexities as well as for different kinds of fractional integrals. Hence, the presented results provide
more generalized forms of the Hadamard type inequalities as compared to the inequalities that
already exist in the literature.

Keywords: (¢, h-m)-p-convex function; Fejér-Hadamard inequality; Mittag-Leffler function; extended
generalized fractional integrals

MSC: 26A51; 26A33; 33E12

1. Introduction

Convexity in alliance with integral inequalities is an attractive area of research. Re-
searchers define novel types of convexities for the need of hour. Convex functions and
mathematical inequalities play a vital role in the progress of diverse fields of pure and
applied sciences. A large number of inequalities have been established for convex functions,
see [1-10] and references therein. On the other hand, fractional integral and derivative
operators are important tools to generalize the classical concepts and methods that are
based on ordinary integration and derivative. Fractional integral and derivative operators
lead in the study of fractional differential equations [11], fractional initial and boundary
value problems [12], and fractional dynamical systems [13].

The Mittag-Leffler function appears in the solutions of fractional differential equations,
the same as how likely the exponential function appears in solving differential equations.
Fractional integral operators containing Mittag-Leffler function are also developed and
applied to study well-known real world problems, see [14-19] and references therein.

In recent years, fractional integral operators, as well as new classes of functions closely
related to convex functions, play a significant role in extensions and generalizations of
classical inequalities. The most celebrated inequality which is investigated for fractional
integrals is the well-known Hadamard inequality. Sarikaya, in [6,20], proved two versions
of the Hadamard inequality for convex functions by using Riemann-Liouville fractional
integral operators. After that, plenty of such versions have been published by defining new
kinds of functions related to convex functions via fractional integrals related to Riemann-—
Liouville integrals. Farid, in [21], gave the Hadamard and the Fejér—-Hadamard inequalities
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for convex functions by using the fractional integral operators containing Mittag-Leffler
functions. For other known and new classes of functions, the Hadamard and the Fejér—
Hadamard fractional inequalities can be found in [22-30] and references therein.

Inspired by a huge number of findings in the credit of the Hadamard and the Fejér—
Hadamard inequalities for fractional integrals, we are motivated in establishing the gener-
alized forms of such type of inequalities by utilizing the class of so called («, /i-m)-p-convex
functions and the fractional integral operators involving Mittag-Leffler functions. Next,
we give definitions and important notions which will be utilized in proving the results of
this paper.

Definition 1 ([31]). A function f : [a,b] — R is said to be convex, if the following inequality holds:
flta+ (1= 0b) < tf(a) + (1 OF®), Vi€ [0,1]. M

The Fejér—-Hadamard inequality for convex functions is stated in the forthcoming
theorem, while the Hadamard inequality can be deduced for i1 = 1.

Theorem 1 ([32]). Let f : [a,b] — R be a convex function with a < b. Then, the following
inequality holds:

f<a+h>/ dx</ Flx dx<w/abh(x)dx,

where T : [a,b] — R is non-negative, integrable and symmetric function about “—gb

In [30], Jia et al. defined the class of («, h-m)-p-convex functions given as follows:

Definition 2. Let | C R be an interval containing (0,1). Let I C (0, 00) be a real interval and
p € R\ {0}. Moreover, let h : ] — R be a non-negative function. A function f : I — R is said to
be («, h-m)-p-convex, if

f((ta” tm(1- t)wﬁ) < h(*)f(a) + mh(1 — () f(b), ¥t € (0,1), (a,m) € 0,1, @)

provided (ta? +m(1 — t)bp)% el

The inequality (2), provides the definition of (/-m)-p-convex functions for & = 1;
(a,m)-p-convex functions for h(t) = t; (a,h)-p-convex functions for m = 1; (s,m)-p-convex
functions for h(t) = t*, & = 1; (v, h-m)-convex functions for p = 1; (h-m)-convex functions
for « = p = 1; (h-p)-convex functions for &« = m = 1; h-convex function fora = p =m = 1;
s-convex functions for ii(t) = t°,a = p = m = 1; m-convex functions for h(t) = t,a = p = 1;
p-convex functions for h(t) = t,a = m = 1; convex functions for h(t) =t, a = p=m = 1.

Next, we give the definition of integral operators involving Mittag-Leffler functions
as follows:

Definition 3 ([33]). Let f,g : [a,b] — R, 0 < a < b be the functions such that f be positive
and f € Lq[a,b] and g be a differentiable and strictly increasing. Moreover, let £ be an increasing

function on [a,00) and u, Y, ¢, p,c € C, R(P), R($) > 0, R(c) > R(p) > 0withg > 0,0,7r >0
and 0 < k < r+ 0. Then, for x € [a,b], the integral operators are defined by:

(Epe, N = [ PEE =D st ug(a) - )5 0f ag(0), @
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CSICT) / 78 e )Eﬁf,,’;f(u(g(t)—g(x))%)f(t)d(g(t)). @)
Here B0t k (Ot

prkc qP K, ¢ —p)(C)nk

Eod (50 = 1 o, c—p)T(on + 9)(9n ®

is the generalized Mittag-Leffler function and (C)nk is the generalized Pochhammer symbol defined
as follows:
_ T(c+nk)
(©)nk = W,

T'(.) is gamma function defined as follows:

I(y) = /(;m et ldE, >0,

By is the extension of beta function defined as follows:

1 __ 9
o(x,y) :/ £ — )Yl T gt
0

The following definition of extracted generalized fractional integral operators from
Definition 3 is very useful to obtain the Fejér-Hadamard type inequalities.

Definition 4 ([27]). Let f,g : [a,b] — R, 0 < a < b be the functions such that f be positive
and f € Lq|a,b] and g be a differentiable and strictly increasing. Moreover, let u,,$,p,c € C,
R(p), R(¢) >0, R(c) > R(p) > 0withq > 0,0,r > 0and 0 < k < r+ 0. Then, for x € [a, b],
the integral operators are defined by:

(cYorks o F) i) = [ (g = ()P ELS (3 (x) = ()5 FOAE(D), 6

(Y0t o f) (i) = /xb<g<t)—g< DY (n(g (1) — g(x) ) f(DA3(1). ()

Remark 1. The integral operators (6) and (7) provide the following fractional integral operators:

(i) For g(x) = x, we recover the fractional integral operators defined by Andric et al. in [34].

(i) For g(x) = x and q = 0, we recover the fractional integral operators defined by Salim-Faraj
in [17].

(iii) For g(x) = x and ¢ = r = 1, we recover the fractional integral operators defined by
Rahman et al. in [16].

(iv) For g(x) = x,q = 0and ¢ = r =1, we recover the fractional integral operators defined by
Srivastava-Tomovski in [19].

(v) Forg(x)=x,q=0and ¢ =r = k=1, we recover the fractional integral operators defined
by Prabhakar in [15].

(vi) For g(x) = x and y = q = 0, we recover the Riemann—Liouville fractional integrals.

In the next section, we give two versions of Fejér-Hadamard inequalities for («, h — m) — p-
convex functions via generalized fractional integral operators. Moreover, we give the Fejér—
Hadamard inequalities for different classes of convex functions which are deducible from
(a0, h — m) — p-convex functions.

In the whole paper, we use the following notations frequently:

(Fiog) ) = (Yoo ) ®30), (Fooy ) ) = (Yol £) (@:9).
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2. Fejér—-Hadamard Type Inequalities

Theorem 2. Let f,g,7i: [a,b] = R, 0 <a < mb, me (0,1], Range (g), Range (i) C [a, ] be
the functions such that f is positive and f € L [a,b], g is differentiable and strictly increasing. If f

is (&, h-m)-p-convex on [a, b] and h ((gp(a) +mgP(b) — mg(y))%> = h((g(y))%), then for (6)
and (7), we have the following inequalities:
(i) If p > 0, then

P P(b ’ “1(ep(a)) ,
! <<g(a)+2mg()> p) <f ég*léi;(w)b))),a,w) (Wohog) ®)
’ 24— v
) (i Yoo R Y, o os

< (n(0 ) ststanemn( 2 )t 00) [ B i)
i (tg@)+mt gt @) P e (3 ) )+ ) (890

[ (157 @)+ m(1 - Dg )} Jh -9,

1
{(z) =g (z),z € [aP,mbP], fiol = (fol)(ho ),y = W'
(ii) If p < O, then

f <(W) ;> (752500 0 000)

Sh(%)(fq <(mg(n<))>7 )(H fhro Q) +m*h ( - )(fgl(i;;((f)))fg/il])(m"y’,fhog)
< (n(Ge)rtstanemn( 5 Yrtsten) [ e i
><h((tgl”(u)+m(lft)gl’(b))%>h(t“)jter(h<2la>f(g(b))+mh<zﬂ;7;l>f<%))

[ (1 @)+ (1 - g )} Jn- 9,

0(z) = g7 (2), 2 € [mb?,a?), fho T = (Fo)(ho D) 1 = r—tecriiyy-

Proof. (i) As we know, f is («, h-m)-p-convex function; therefore, we can write
y P(y)\ 7 1 L
f<<W>p> <h< a)f(g(x))+mh<7)f(g(y)). )

Putting g(x) = (187 (a) +m(1—£)gP(b))? and g(y) = (tg(b) + (1 - 1)&Le )% in (9),

we obtain

< (gr’(u) +g (0 ) )

<i()f (5@ +m1 - ngh @)} +mh(22—;1)f<(tgﬂ<b> vt

—
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Multiplying (10) by t¥~ 1Eprkc(yt’7,q)h<(tgp(u) +m(1— t)g”’(b))%) and integrating,
we have

! <<W>>/ O s (7 0) 10707
<n(g0) [ e e o (g @+ ma - g )}

(tg?t@) +mt - ngren? Jarem(52) [t e

f((tg”(b) +0- t)gp,fla) ) p) h((tg”(a) +m(1— t)gp(b))%>dt.

We use substitution tgF(a) + m(1 — t)gP(b) = g(x) in the integral appearing on
the left hand side. In the integrals appearing on the right hand side, we use substitu-

tion g(y) = (tg”(b) + (1~ D& ) that is tg?(a) +m(1— )g"(b) = g"(a) + mgP(b) -
mg(y). By utilizing the condition i (g¥(a) + mg? (b)

1 1
~mg)? ) = l(g(4))?) and the
Equations (6) and (7), the first inequality of (8) can be achieved.

From the right hand side of (10) for («, h-m)-p-convex function f, we can write

(55 #((t @) m1 - 0g? 0))7) +mh(2;1)f<(tg”(b>+ 1-n&e) ) )
< (5 rtsto+m(25 (s on) e
o (0 () s+ mi( 5 ) (84 e — 0,

. . 1k,c 1 .
Now, multiplying (11) by ¥~ 1E§1p¢ (yt";q)h((tgp(a) +m(1—1t)gP(b)) V) and inte-

grating, we have
h(zl,x)/ tllFlEPrkC(}lt” q)f<(tgp(u)+m(17t)gp(b))%)h((tgp(ﬂ)+m(17t)gp(h))%)dt
+mh< >/ W ﬂt”,q)f(<tgp(b)+ (1- t)gp(u) ) %) h((tgp(a) +m(1- t)gl’(b))ﬂdt

m
(1 (3 Jrtstan-+mn( 2 ) tson) [ 1 et s (@) + w1 = 070 )

+m<h<21u> (b)+ h(zk 1>f( )) wlﬁp””(yt”,q)

xh((tg”( a)+m(1—1t)gP (b t)h 1—t%)dt.

Again, setting tg? (a) + m(1 — t)g? (b) = g(x) in the first term of left hand side. While using
8(y) = (tg7(0) + (1= ) E40), thatiis tg?(a) + m(1 — 1)gP(b) = gP(a) +mg? () — mg(y) in
the second term of left hand side and utilizing condition 7 <( gP(a) +mgP(b) —m g(y))%> =
hi(( g(y))%) Then, using the Equations (6) and (7), the second inequality of (8) is achieved.
(ii) Proof is similar to the proof of (i). O
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Remark 2. (i) For g = I and p = q = 0 in Theorem 2 (i), Theorem 3.1 [30] is achieved.

(ii) For &« = m = p = 1and h(t) = t in Theorem 2 (i), Theorem 7 [27] is achieved.

(iii) Fora = m =1, p = —1 and h(t) = t in Theorem 2 (ii), Theorem 2.5 [26] is achieved.

(iv) Fora =m=1,p=—-1,u=q=0,¢=1h(x) =1and h(t) = t in Theorem 2 (ii),
Theorem 4 [24] is achieved.

WFora =m=1p=-1,u=q=0¢=11v =1and h(t) = t in Theorem 2 (ii),
Theorem 8 [3] is achieved.

(W)Fora =m=1,p=—-1,u=q=0,¢g=11¢ =1 n(x)=1and h(t) = t in Theorem 2 (ii),
Theorem 2.4 [5] is achieved.

(vii) Fora = m =1, p > 0and h(t) = t in Theorem 2 (i), Theorem 4 (i) [29] is achieved.

(viii) For o = m =1, p < 0 and h(t) = t in Theorem 2 (ii), Theorem 4 (ii) [29] is achieved.

(ix) For p = —1 in Theorem 2 (ii), Theorem 4 [25] is achieved.

(x) Fra=m=1,p=1h(t)=t, u=q=0,g=1Iand ¢ = 1in Theorem 2 (i), classical
Fejér—Hadamard inequality [32] is achieved.

(xi)Forao. =m=1,p=1h(t)=t,u=q=0,¢g=1"n(x) =1and p = 1 in Theorem 2 (i),
classical Hadamard inequality [35,36] is achieved.

(xii) For p = 1 in Theorem 2 (i), the result for («, h-m)-convex function is achieved.

(xiii) For « = 1, p = 1, in Theorem 2 (i), Theorem 2.2 [28] is achieved. Further, if h(t) = t, then
Theorem 2.1 [28] is achieved.

(xiv) For p = 1 and h(t) = t in Theorem 2 (i), the result for (x, m)-convex function is achieved.
(xv) For « = 1 and p = 1 in Theorem 2 (i), the result for (h-m)-convex function is achieved.

Theorem 3. Under the suppositions of Theorem 2, we have the following inequalities:
(i) Ifp >0, then

() (2 i, enen <)
(i) Jemmor (B (=0 Yamnen
< (n( prtstan-+mn(2 ) s ) [0 B i 12)
o) P ol G )
/ LS (u i q)n ( (ég”(u) +m (l - %)g”(b)> %> h( - G)m)dt,

1
{(z) =g7(z), z€ [al,mbP], fhol = (fol)(ho(), p' = m'
(ii) Ifp <0, then

L —1(gP@+mgP(v)
g? (a)+mgP (b)) » () 1
f<< 2 Fertmgimey | 2100 < Hg
—1(gP (a)+mgP (b ))

Pt mgP (b) o -1 g*’(ﬂ);:tx”(b) + )
X(“i <(mgﬂ< D)o )ng h"@)*mwlh(zzal)(fjl((wm,mw ) )((2m)”u,fhoé)

< (n(e ) rtston+mn(2 2 tgten) [0 e )
ot o) ) oo )
x/()lt‘l’*lEg’:P’Zf(yt”;q)h ( (égv(a) +m <1 - %)g(b)) ’1’> h(l— G)”)dt
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{(z) = 87 (2), 2 € [mb?,a¥), fhol = (fol)(hol), K = e

1
Proof. (i) Putting g(x) = (i (a) +m(1—$)g¥ (b)) " and g(y) = (35 )+ (1~ $)¥) " in
(9), we obtain

f((epy)
Sh@f<<%g,,(u)+m(1_%)gp(b)>%>+mh<zﬂ2:1>f<<%gn<b)+< _é)pr))

1
Multiplying (13) by t‘P*IEf;: :pk‘; (ut%; q)h((% gP(a)+m(1—£)g? (b)) 5) and integrating, we have

(O ez (oL orw) Yo
<) [ R niap ((ég”(‘” rn(1-g)sw) ;>
i h<<£gp(“) en(1-3)s0) ;>dt o 55) [ e )

(G (-5)52) (G en(o-)e0) o

We use the substitution £g?(a) + m(1 — 5)gP(b) = g(x) in integral appearing in
the left hand side. While in the integral appearing in the first term of the right hand
side, we use g(y) = (587(6) + (1 - §) i) thatis 57 (a) +m(1 - §)g(b) = ¢ (a) +
mgP (b) — mg(y) in the last term of right hand side. Then, by utilizing the given condition
h((gp(a) +mgP(b) — mg(y))%> = h((g(y))%) and the Equations (6) and (7), the first

inequality of (12) can be achieved.
From the right hand side of (13) for («, h-m)-p-convex function f, we can write

(13)

1

I (217>f <<£gp(a)+m<1£>gp(b)> ;> +mh(2a27;1>f <<£gl’(b)+ <1,§> g"mﬂ) ,,) (14)
< (w2 )rtstan+m (2 Yrison)n( (4))
(0 (g ) tson+ i S0 (B (1 (5) ).
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1
Now, multiplying (14) by t“’_lEg:fl;Zf(yt";q)h ((%gp(a) +m(1—5)gP (b)) 5) and in-

tegrating over [0, 1], we have

<2a>/wmwf(«g«awm@sW)
xh(<;gp<>+m(1_; 90) Yo s (257) [ -t
(e (o)

< (e ymarm L)) e
(e W oot o)
(0 oo (oo o) - (3

Again, we set 5g7(a) + m(1 — §)g? (b) = g(x) in integral appearing in the first term
of the left hand side. While we use g(y) = (%g”(b) +(1- z)g’( >> that is g7 (a) +
m(1— £)gP(b) = gP(a) + mgP(b) — mg(y) in integral appearing in the second term of the

left hand side. By utilizing the condition 7 ((gp(u) -+ mgP(b) — mg(y))%) = h((g(y))%)

and the Equations (6) and (7), the second inequality of (12) can be achieved.
(i) Proof is similar to the proof of (i). [

Remark 3. (i) For ¢ = I and y = q = 0 in Theorem 3 (i), Theorem 3.3 [30] is achieved.

(ii) Fora = m =1, p = —1and h(t) = t in Theorem 3 (ii), Theorem 3.3 [26] is achieved.

(iii) Fora = m =1, p = —1and h(t) = t in Theorem 3 (ii), Theorem 8 [3] is achieved.
(iv)Fora =m=1,p=—1,u=q=0,9=Land h(t) = tin Theorem 3 (ii), Corollary 2.10 [26]
is achieved.

(v) Forao. = m =1, p > 0and h(t) = t in Theorem 3 (i), Theorem 6 (i) [29] is achieved.

(vi) Forae = m =1, p < 0and h(t) = t in Theorem 3 (ii), Theorem 6 (ii) [29] is achieved.
(vii) For p = —1 in Theorem 3 (ii), Theorem 6 [25] is achieved.

(viii) For p = 1 in Theorem 3 (i), the result for («, h-m)-convex function is achieved.

(ix) For p = 1 and h(t) = t in Theorem 3 (i), the result for (x, m)-convex function is achieved.
(x) For &« = 1 and p = 1 in Theorem 3 (i), the result for (h-m)-convex function is achieved.

In the following, we list the results for (h-m)-p-convex, («,m)-p-convex, (a,h)-p-convex
and (s,m)-p-convex functions.
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2.1. Results for (h-m)-p-Convex Functions
Theorem 4. From Theorem 2 for & = 1, we have the following inequalities for (h-m)-p-convex functions:
(i) If p > 0, then

hé) f ((gp(u)+2mgr’(b)) ,,) (‘7:5 ((i;(p(»)) ) (W ho )

S(;g wa >(y fho )+m4*+1<Jfg (iiiff{ w)(m"u’,fhoé)

g H(mg? (b

< (@) +mf(g(e)) [ 1 B usapn (157 (@ +m -0 0) oy

s g(e)+mf (8G))) et ursan (g @)+ m(1 - g ) a1y

0(z) = g7 (2), 2 € [a?, mb?), fhoT = (fo0)(ho0), i = Groriilgriay-
(i) If p < O, then

P(a)+mgP (b 1? ,
hé)f((g ( )+2 e )) ><fg ((mgi(>b>>w>(#,hoé)

“1(gP(a))” P (b
< <]_-g 1<(§1g(;7()b)) )( Sfhog )+m¢+1(]_-g 1E‘i;’§ ))S/Ullp)(mgylrfhog)

m

< (F(s(@) +mf(g0) || 17 B (i) (17 () +m0)g? () o
(o) (350)) [T s e (157 @)+ m(1 = 0P @)} i)t

0(z) = 87 (2), 2 € [mb?,a¥), fioL = (fo0)(ho0), 1= i

Theorem 5. From Theorem 3, for &« = 1, we have the following inequalities for (h-m)-p-convex
functions:

(i) If p > 0, then

1 (g7 @)+mgP(0)\ 7 [ (o)
€ / ((f) )(ff*onwb»m @W.hed)

l
2

s”( a)+m eﬁ(!
(J—‘q ) Q7 fhog )+m¢+1(fg

=

(x’( )+mgP (b)

) >((2m)”ﬂ’/fh0<3)

g1 (mgr (b
< (F(gla) +mf(5(8)) [ ¥~ B (s ((Egr’(uwm(l{)gﬂ(b)) %>h(§)dt
<f( O)+ms(39)) [0 1Egz)k¢c(ﬂt”;li)h<<é8”(a)+m<l7é>g”(h)>%>h<7é>dt,

U(2) = 87 (2), z € o, mb?), fhol = (Fol)(hol), ¥ = Gl g
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(ii) If p < O, then
(g7 @ amgr (o)) P (7 ()
h (%) f ((f fj’l(mgf’(b)),v,w 27y, hol)

<<]__g71(8”( X‘“’)) )(2 u fhog)—&-m"’“(

1(g” )il ()
(22) e
< (Fg(a) +mf(g(8)) [ 9 gt (it q>h<(§3ﬂ<u>+m(l—§)g”<b>)3’1(%)‘”
t

+m<f(g(b))+mf<%>> ‘/Olt‘”‘lE%/?,kf(w”;q)h < (%g”(a) +m <1 - é)g”(b)) %>h< 7§>dt,

0(z) = g7 (2), 2 € [mb?,a?), fhol = (foQ)(ho0), i = wm—tcriiry

< ) ) (2m)°, fhog)

§ 1 (mgp (b)),

2.2. Results for (x,m)-p-Convex Functions
Theorem 6. From Theorem 2 for h(t) = t, we have the following inequalities for (a,m)-p-convex functions:

(@) If p > 0, then
w((87(@)+mgP (b)) 7 gr(a)” '
zf (( 2 ) > (f fﬂigwb)xw) (Wonod)
< (FELE 0 ) R0 042 )(fg Eiiﬁff;ﬂ/q)(m"ﬂ’,fhoc)
< (o) +m 2 = DF ) (FELSI g ) (4100 +tF0)) 42 1)

8(a) g (g (@) / (i) )
d ( )) <<f g 1mgr ) ) F 00 =\ F (g y)opia | Ho100) )

2
1 1
{(z) = g7 (2), z € [aP,mbF), fhol = (fol)(hol), u' = W-
(ii) If p < O, then

wr [ (87 (@) +mg? (b)) 7 g @) '
zf (( 2 ) > (f :fflvigv(b))w) (Wohod)
< (7 )(ﬂ/,fh06)+m"’“(2“l)<f§; Eiiii’gfmw)(mwcfhoo
< () +m 2 DA O (FELSIN g ) 04100+t 0)) 2 -1)
8(a) “gh(a)” ' (87(@) '
f<*2>><<f§*1<igwb>>w>(”'hog) (fg mg ())cmpw)("'ho@)'

{(z) = 87 (2), 2 € [mb?,a¥), fho L= (fo Q) (ho Q). 1 = s
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Theorem 7. From Theorem 3 for h(t) = t, we have the following inequalities for (a,m)-p-convex functions:
(1) If p > 0, then

1 1/ gP@+mgP )\
wrf (87 (@) +mgP (b)) 7 ()
’ f<< 2 Foroganey | @00
(L)

(g o))
(fﬁ (") )(2"1/,fho§)+m‘4’+1(2“—1)<f§1(3%’@;"”0,4, ) )((Zm)"ﬂ’,fh%)

IN

~H(mgP (b)),0 9

1 (gn(a)+nxgv(z;) ) +

< Zla(f(g(a))+M(2“—1)f(g(b)))<fg1(mg,,<b)),[,,¢+,x ) (274 o ) +m(f(g(b))+m(2 1)

&
- a)+m, + 1 ( gP@)+mgP )\ T
¢(a) 1(gp<)+ g"(m) 1 1(g 3 )
f (nﬂ>><<fggl<mgv<b>>,a,¢ CREIORE EARTAR AN [c T L1a)

1 L
U(z) =87 (2), z € [a,mbP), fhol = (fol)(hol), ' = Grirlgriae
(ii) If p < 0, then

B —1( gP(a)+mgP (b)\ ™
g7 (a)+mg? (b)\ 7 () :
zaf < 2 Formgrney . | @ W ROD)
1( 8P (a)+mgP(b)\ ™ 71(gﬁ<a>+mgp<b) *

< (P >(2”ﬂ’,fhoé)+ﬂf”“(2“l)<fg 5 )><(2m>”ucfhoé>

g () (10 0
-1 (g”(a)+2mg”(b))7

zla(f(g(ﬂ)Hm(z“ 1)f(8(b)))<f§1<mgp<b)),a,¢+“ ) @7, o g) +mf (g(b))+m(2"~1)
-1 (gl meP (b)) . 1 1 (e mgP (b)) y
f<@>) ((‘Fjl((mgp(b)),o,gb ) >(2 wilol) = o (fg ((;ngp(h)),0,1p+)a >(2 # 'h°§)>'

2(2) :g%(z), z € [mbP,aP], fhol = (fol)(hoQ), y = W'

IN

2.3. Results for (a,h)-p-Convex Functions
Theorem 8. From Theorem 2 for m = 1,we have the following inequalities for (a,h)-p-convex functions:

(i) If p > 0, then

() g oo

<h( )(fg 1((gp< );:mp)(y fhog)+h( )(]—'g (< ((:)))l;w)(y’,fhog)
< (n(5e s+ Yrtston) [ v el i

<n(eg? @+ -0 6 ey (v o5 )t o) +h(2 50 ) st

< [ g (1 @+ (1= 07 0)F -

0(2) =87 (), 2 € [P, b7, fho T = (Fo)(ho0) i = oy larare:
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(ii) If p < 0, then
f((g””);g’"(“);) (P 0 o0
<) (i ) menn (B (LSO, oo et

< (n(0 ) tstanen( 50 sten) [ et guia

(7 0)+ 0= 6 ey (35 ) 0+ 55 ) st
< e s (0@ + 0 - g )} -

1 L
() =g"(2), z € b7, a'L 4 = rtamyr

Theorem 9. From Theorem 3 for m = 1, we have the following inequalities for («,h)-p-convex functions:

(i) If p > 0, then
() (e Yo )
(e e ) (Lot e
< (n(e ) rstan+n( 5 ) rson) [ et uia
x ((zgw (1-5)7®) 1>h((;>a>dt+<h<21a s ) +H( 25 ) rls()
x /Oltw1E§::;f‘$<wf’;q)h<(§gp(a> +(1-3)e®) ;>h(1— (3) )

0(2) =87 (2), z€ (@, b7), fhol = (fod) (o), 1 = Gy
(ii) If p < 0, then

(3O (5210 Jewnen <ify)
() Jerwmera (B 0 Y
= (s ) i

Xh<(; @+ (1- Do) ;>h ((3) Jar+ (n(Ge rtsn a2 rtsta)
. /Ow1Eg;g;(yta;q)h((;gw (1= w) %)h(l () )

02) = g7 (2), z€ [7,a7], fhol = (Fol)(mol), 1 = s

X
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2.4. Results for (s-m)-p-Convex Functions
Theorem 10. From Theorem 2 for « = 1 and h(t) = t°, we have the following inequalities for
(s-m)-p-convex functions:

(i) If p > 0, then

25f<<gﬂ<a>+2mgp(b>>%> (Fler Yoo

(Ig (8 <>>) )(u fhod) +m¢+l<fg1(S”Ef>)§,u,¢>(mg",’ fhol)

1(mg? (1)) 2

< (80 +mf 0D (FS A5, e ) 000
[ R im0 4 m - g 6)F ),

1 1
{(z) = g¥(2), z€ [aP,mbP], fhol = (fol)(ho(), p = W-
(i) If p < O, then

rf <<glﬂ(a)+2mgp(b)> }J> (f - ((i;(na())» )(ﬂ’,h °{)

< (F ) fhoé)+W1<fg (o 33(,,w>(mw,fhoé)

< () (O (FLE0) s 000

[ B e () + (1 = g7 @) ),

{(z) = g7 (2), 2 € [mb?,a?), fro L = (fo)(Ro0), 1 = o

Theorem 11. From Theorem 3 for « = 1 and h(t) = t°, we have the following inequalities for
(s-m)-p-convex functions:

(i) If p > 0, then
1 4 P\t
. p + P(b)\ ¥ —1( 8P (a)+mgP (b) .
2f<<g . 7 : )> > (fjw(mgp(wz),a,w He Hihod)

—1/( gP@)+mgP () \ T Z1( gP (@) +mgP (b)) *
S (]:j (g 2 > ) )(zgﬂ,,fh Og)—‘,—mwl(]:g (g 2m5 ) >((2m)‘7y’,fho§)

~1(mgP(b)),c,p q 1(31”#)’0#}

-1 (gﬂ(awzmg!’(b) )*

<5 (f(g(a))+mf(g(b)))<f:1(mgp(b)),(,llp+s ) @ hod)

onpsnm(2) [ -z a2 J

0(z) = 87 (), 2 € [a,mb?), fhol = (Fol)(hol), 1 = Grgray-
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Remark 4. From Theorems 2 and 3, one can deduce results for (s,m)— p-Godunova—Levin-convex
function of second kind, (p,P)-convex function, Godunova—Levin type harmonic convex function,
s-Godunova-Levin type harmonic convex function, («,h-m)-HA-convex function, (a,h)-HA-convex
function, HA-convex function and (x,m)-HA-convex function. Moreover, all the results for opera-
tors given in Remark 1 [27] can be obtained.

3. Conclusions

It is common practice to establish the Hadamard type integral inequalities for new
classes of functions related to convex functions. On the other hand, fractional integral
operators are used to provide the generalizations of these inequalities. This paper presents
the inequalities of Fejér-Hadamard type which simultaneously hold for many kinds of
fractional integral operators. The reader can deduce a number of published as well as new
Hadamard and Fejér-Hadamard type inequalities from the results of this paper.
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Abstract: In this paper, a new approach is developed to solve a class of first-order fractional initial
value problems. The present class is of practical interest in engineering science. The results are based
on the Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative. It is shown that the dual solution can be determined
for the considered class. The first solution is obtained by means of the Laplace transform and
expressed in terms of the Mittag—Leffler functions. The second solution was determined through a
newly developed approach and given in terms of exponential and trigonometric functions. Moreover,
the results reduce to the ordinary version as the fractional-order tends to unity. Characteristics
of the dual solution are discussed in detail. Furthermore, the advantages of the second solution
over the first one is declared. It is revealed that the second solution is real at certain values of the
fractional-order. Such values are derived theoretically and accordingly, and the behavior of the real
solution is shown through several plots. The present analysis may be introduced for obtaining the
solution in a straightforward manner for the first time. The developed approach can be further
extended to include higher-order fractional initial value problems of oscillatory types.

Keywords: Mittag-Leffler functions; Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative; initial value problems;
Laplace transform; exact solution

1. Introduction

The fractional calculus (FC) is a growing field of research that is usually utilized to
investigate the physical phenomena of the memory effect [1-3]. Many scientific models
have been analyzed via the FC approach [4-8]. A comprehensive list of FC applications
are listed in Refs. [9-14]. For example, the fractional physical model of the projectile
motion was discussed by Ebaid [15] and Ebaid et al. [16] utilizing the Caputo fractional
derivative (CFD), and their results have been compared with experimental data. In addition,
Ahmed et al. [17] implemented the Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative (RLFD) to
analyze the same problem. The above models have been formulated in the form of second-
order fractional initial value problems (2nd-order FIVPs).

Furthermore, Kumar et al. [18] and Ebaid et al. [19] studied the first-order fractional
initial value problems (1st-order FIVPs) describing the absorption of light by the interstellar
matter (called Ambartsumian-fractional model) by means of CFD. The exact solution of
this model was determined by Ebaid et al. [19] using the Laplace transform (LT). Moreover,
the RLFD was used by El-Zahar et al. [20] to provide the solution of the Ambartsumian-
fractional model in a closed series form. Recent interesting results and applications of FC
can be found in [21-29]. Very recently, El-Dib and Elgazery [30] investigated the nonlinear
oscillations utilizing the properties of the RLFD.
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The objective of this work is to extend the application of RLFD to a certain class
of 1st-order FIVPs of oscillatory nature. Such class is of great importance in the field of
engineering. Thus, this paper considers the class of 1st-order FIVPs:

RL Dy (1) + w?y(t) = acos(Qt), D ly(0)=A, 0<a <1, 1)

where « is the non-integer order of the RLFD, while 4, w, (2, and A are constants. Moreover,
the present model can be viewed as a forced harmonic-oscillator of the first-order in
a fractional form, and it may be of practical interest in engineering science. Although
Equation (1) seems simple, obtaining its exact solution is not an easy task due to several
factors that will be illustrated. It will also be shown that a dual solution exists. As a solution
method, the LT is a basic and effective tool to solve 1st-order FIVPs, even for higher-order
FIVPs. The LT will be applied on the current class to construct the first solution in terms
of Mittag-Leffler functions. However, a new approach is to be developed in this paper
to determine the second solution in which only exponential and trigonometric functions
are involved.

Characteristics of these solutions will also be discussed. The advantages of the second
solution over the first one will be demonstrated. To our knowledge, the present analysis
has not been yet reported in the literature. The rest of the paper is organized as follows.
In Section 2, the definition/properties of the RLFD and the Mittag-Leffler functions are
introduced. In Section 3, a basic theorem for the particular solution of Equation (1) is
introduced. Moreover, it is shown that the present particular solution reduces to the
corresponding one in the literature as a special case. In Section 4, the dual solution of
1st-order FIVPs (1) is constructed and analyzed in detail. Section 5 is devoted to studying
the characteristics of the established solutions. In addition, the a-values that admit real
solutions of the present class are obtained theoretically. Moreover, the behavior of the
current solution is discussed. In Section 6, the main conclusions are summarized.

2. Preliminaries

The Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of order a of function f : [c,d] — R (—o0 <
¢ < d < o) is defined as [1-3]

cFf(t) = ﬁ/; %dt t>c a>0. @)

The RLED of order « € ]Rar is [1-3]
%)
RL - w _
c fo(t)_l“(nfa) Fm (/C (tff)“*"“dT , n=la]+1, t>¢ )

where [«] means the integral part of «. For t € R and ¢ — —co, the RLFD of the functions
e, cos(wt), and sin(wt) are [30,31]

IE(L)QD?Eth _ (iw)aeiwt,
RL D¥ cos(wt) = w* cos (cut + %), @
RL D# sin(wt) = w"sin <wt + %)

It may be important to mention that the first equation in (4) was implemented by
El-Dib and Elgazery [30]. Such implementation is based on the proof introduced by
Ortigueira et al. [31]. However, the last two equations in (4) are utilized in [30] without
proof, which may be because the authors [30] considered the derivation of these equations

an easy task. For this reason, the proof and validity of the last two equations in (4) are
provided in the Appendix A. The Laplace transform (LT) of the RLFD, as ¢ — 0, is
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n71 . .
L[EEDEy(H] = *Y(s) = ¥ s'DE 1y (0), 5)
i=0

In view of Equations (4) and (5), we have to distinguish between the properties of the
RLFD whenc — —coand ¢ — 0, i.e., IE%QD? and gLD;", respectively. Thus, the dual solution
of Equation (1) is expected.

The Mittag-Leffler function of two parameters is defined by

(x>0, ¥>0). (6)

In particular, we have the following properties

Ew1(z) = Ea(z), Ei(z) =¢%, Epi(—22) = cos(z), Ez,z(—z2):Sizz. @)

The inverse LT of some expressions can be given via the Mittag—Leffler function as

a—

1( 57 N 2 21
(saerz)ft Ewr(—w?t%), Re(s) > |?|4, ®)

which gives the equalities:

. Safl B o
(a5q) =B, ©)
1 1
-1 _ qa—1 2 2|+
(s"‘ +w2) =" Epu(—w "),  Re(s) > |w|z, (10)
-1
-1(_8 _ 2 21
() = FEran (-w?), Re(s) > |1, (11)

3. Analysis
Theorem 1 (The particular solution). The particular solution y,(t) of Equation (1) is given by
yp(t) = p1(a) cos(Qt) 4 p2(a) sin(Qt), 0<a <1, (12)

where p1(x) and pp(x) are

wz o ' & gin (e
m(a)a( o Cw(z)(ﬂf)), p2<a>a< 0" ¢in (%) ) a3)

w* 4+ O2% 4 20200 cos w* + 02 4 2020 cos (L)

Proof. Assume y, in the form of Equation (12), then
RL D8y, —py (a) RLDE cos(Q) + pa () L, DE sin(O),
= 0% cos() (p1 () cos( ) + pa(w) sin (1) ) +
O%sin(Q2t) (p2(a) cos( ) —p1(@)sin( ) ), (14)
and hence
RLDEyy + w?yy = (00 cos(%) +w?)pr (w) + O sin(%) pa(a)] cos(0)+
(o cos(T) +w?)pa(w) — O sin(%)pl(zx)} sin(Q).  (15)
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Substituting Equation (15) into Equation (1), we obtain the algebraic system:
(Q"‘ cos <@) + wz)pl () + 0% sin(@>p2(o¢) =a,
L i ©
o jaed — O%gj _— =
(Q cos< 5 )+w )pz(a) Q sm( 2 >p1(a) 0.

Solving the algebraic system (16) for p; («) and p(«), we obtain

wz o ' & gin (e
m(a)a( o Cw(z)(ﬂf)), p2<a>a< 0" ¢in (%) ) a7)

w* + O 4 2w2 ()% cos w* + 02 4 2020 cos (Z)

Inserting (17) into (12) and simplifying, we obtain y, in the form:

w? cos(Qt) + O cos (O — )
t) = , 18
vy () a( w* + 2% 4 2200 cos (%) (18)

which completes the proof. [
Lemma 1. At a = 1, the particular solution y,(t) of Equation (1) reduces to

w? cos(Qt) + OF cos (Qt — 2)

t) = . 19
yp(t) w* + 02 4 220 cos (&) (19

Proof. The proof follows immediately by setting 2 = 1 in Equation (18); thus

~ w?cos(Of) + 0% cos (O — )

t) = , 20
wr(t) wh + 02 + 2w cos (%) (20)

which agrees with the obtained particular integral in Ref. [30] (Equation (7)) using the
(D" + wz) ! operator. However, our approach is straightforward and easier. [J

4. Dual Solution

It is shown in this section that the dual solution of the present class of 1st-order FIVPs
can be derived. The first solution is obtained in terms of Mittag-Leffler functions, while
the second is provided in terms of exponential and trigonometric functions so that the
Mittag—Leffler function can be avoided. Characteristics of these solutions will also be
discussed in a subsequent section.

4.1. Solution in Terms of Mittag—Leffler Functions
Applying the LT on Equation (1), yields

1 5 as
s"Y(s) — Dy y(0) + wY(s) = 2y (21)

where Y (s) is the LT of y(t). Solving (21) for Y(s) gives

A as
O R T oy 22)

The solution y(t) is obtained by applying the inverse LT on Y (s), this gives
1 as
_ -1 -1

=48 () + £ [ | @
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ie.,

_ _ 1 _ s
y(i’) = At" ]Ea,a(*wzt'x> +al 1<S“ +w2> x L ]<m>, (24)

where () refers to the convolution operation. Therefore
, , t
y(t) = AP E, (—wzt“) + a/ T”‘*lEal,x<—wZT”‘) cos[Q)(t — 7)]dT, (25)
0
which can be written as
t v
y(t) = AP 1E,, (fwzt"‘) + acos(Q) / T 1 Eyu (7w27“> cos(Qr)dt +
0
t
asin(Qt) / T Ep s (ﬂu%"‘) sin(Q1)dr, (26)
Jo
As « — 1, the solution reduces to
t
y(t) = AEq, (—wzt) + ucos(Qt)/ Eq; (—wzr) cos(QT)dt +
0
t
asin(Qt) / Eiq (—wzr) sin(Q7)dT, (27)
0

ie.,

t

t
y(t) = A"t 4 acos(Qt) /0 T cos(Q1)dt + asin(Qt) /0 e’ sin(Q1)dt.  (28)

Evaluating the involved integrals and simplifying yields

2
y(t) = (A - %) et 4 ﬁ [w? cos(02f) + Qsin(08)], (29)
which agrees with the solution of the ordinary version of the FIVP (1). However, the present
solution in fractional form (26) is not analyticat t = 0,V « € (0,1) for the existence of term
t#=1. This phenomena will be avoided in the next section via a new approach to obtaining
the exact analytic solution for the FIVP (1) in terms of exponential and trigonometric
functions. Equation (26) is non-analytic at t = 0, which is just a consequence of applying the
LT on the RLFD as c tends to zero. This gives the second solution, in terms of exponential
and trigonometric functions, an advantage over the first one, in terms of the Mittag—
Leffler functions.

4.2. Solution in Terms of Exponential and Trigonometric Functions

The general solution y(t) of the FIVP (1) consists of the complementary solution y. ()
and the particular solution y,(t) so that

y() = ye(t) +yp(t), (30)
where y,(t) was already obtained by Theorem 1, while y.(t) is the solution of the homoge-
neous part:

Ij%oD?%(t) + WZVC(t) =0. (31)
Assume y(t) is in the form:
Ye(t) = cq1(a) cos(dt) + cp(a) sin(dt), (32)
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where ¢1 (), c2(«), and §(w) are to be determined. Substituting (32) into (31), yields
[(5“ cos(%) + wz) cp(a) + 6% sin(%)cz(a)} cos(dt) +
[(5“ cos(%) + wz)cz(rx) - sin(%)cl (a)} sin(dt) = 0. (33)

In order to avoid trivial solutions for c¢1(a) and ¢; («) in (33), we can set ¢ (a) = icq (),
without loss of generality. Thus, Equation (33) becomes

a1 (@) o cos(% +w?) +id® sin(%)] cos(8t) +
ic () {(5“ cos(%) +w? +is" sm(%)} sin(6t) = 0, (34)
which can be reduced to
a1 (@) [o (cos(%) + isin(%)) +w?] (cos(at) +isin(st)) = 0. (35)
Equation (35) can be further simplified as
e1(a) [0 % 4 w?] e = 0. (36)

For a non-trivial complementary solution, we restrict so that ¢, («) # 0, and hence,
Equation (36) becomes

(éei%)“ +w?=0. 37)
Solving this equation for §, we obtain
; 2\ 1/« ist
5= —1<—w ) , ye(t) = c1(a)e’". (38)
Accordingly, -
y(t) = cr(a)e® +yp(t), (€2)

where c1(«) can be determined by applying the given initial condition. To do so, we have
from Equation (39) that

D y(t) = 1 (@) Df e + Df Ty (1) = 1 (@) (i0)* e + DF Ny, (1), (40)
and at t = 0, we have
D 1y(0) = ea(@)(i8)" " + DF 1y (0). (D
The magnitude D! yp(0) is calculated as follows

2 o e
a—1 _ w +0 COS(T) a—1
{Dt y"’(t)] = " <a}4 + 020 4 2w2 ()% cos (%) {Dt COS(Qt)] o

v
(O sin(%)
a

w* + Q%+ 2w20% cos

(”z‘")) [Dg—l sin(Qt)L:O, 42)

Thus
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2 e s
—1 B w? + O cos (%) 1 T
D0 a<w4+02“+2w20"‘ cos (7) o COS(E(N71)>+

O%sin(34) el . (T

‘ (cu“ + 02 4 2w2 0 cos () ) = sm(z(a B 1)>’
_ a1 y
Wt + Q2 4 20200 cos (&)

o)t ) s von (oS
- a1 2 n « T 7
T wh + Q% 4 2020 cos (BE) [w COS(E(N B 1)) o COS(7 - E(’X B 1))]’
B aw?* L sin (%)

T wt+ Q2 4 20200 cos ()

Substituting (43) into (41) and implementing the given initial condition D*~1y(0) = A,

we obtain 200 sin ()

aw Q" sin (5t
j6)" ! 2 = A 44
@) (@) + wh + O+ 2w2 0% cos (%) )

Therefore, c1(«) is given by
-1
aw2<%>a sin (%)

o1 (w) = A(is) (45)

wWh 02 4 20200 cos (EE)

Substituting 6 = —i(—wz)l/a into (54), yields

1 a(—w?)i Q! sin (%)
_ 2\ 2
a(®) = A( « ) + w* + O 4 2w2 0% cos (%) 46)
Hence, the solution takes the final form:
o tsin(R) |l
t*A—2%71+ a(w 2 (—w)mt+
y(t) (=) w* + O 4 22 cos (Z) ¢
w? cos(Qt) + Q% cos (Qt — Z)
, (47)
w* + O 4 22 cos (&)
To check as « — 1, we have
aw? ot a 2 .
y(t) = <A - m)e + AL [a) cos(Q) + Qsm(Qt)], (48)

which also agrees with the solution of the ordinary version of the FIVP (1). The advantage
of the fractional form (47) is that it is analytic in the whole domain t > 0,V a € (0,1].
However, this solution is real at specific/certain values of a. This issue is addressed in
detail in the next section.
5. Characteristics of Solutions

For the class of 1st-order FIVP (1), it is observed that the exact solution in Equation (47)

1

depends on whether the quantity (—w?)* is real or complex for 0 < a < 1. Since w € R,

then the expression (w?)® € RV a € (0,1). If we write (—wz)% = e(wz)%, where
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€= (—1)%, then the solution is real/complex if € is real/complex. The following theorem
determines the values of a for the real solutions of the 1st-order FIVP (1).

Theorem 2 (a-values for real solutions). The solution (47) is real at & = 2(2”7*1 (e =1)and

k+n—1)
e (€= —1),Vn ke NT.

= 2(k+n)—

Proof. For 0 < a < 1, the fractional-order a can be assumed as « = 111 such that0 < I} < rq.

For odd /1 and even ry, the possible values of a belong to the sets {2, i 6, -3 {i, %, %, . h

EREE IV YR E 9 AW ..},...,whlchcanbewrlttenas{Zk}kzl,{Zkﬂ}k:l,{ﬁ}f’:l,

., and such sets can be unified as

2n—1

— +
=gy TmkEN” (49)
1 2(k+n-1)
and in this case, we have e = (—1)x = (=1) 2T =1.

Furthermore, « can be assumed as &« = ll for two odd positive integers such that

0 < I; < Ip. In this case, the values of « belong to the sets {3, 5, 7,. -1 {g, %, %,...},

IS S EAE A ..},...,whlchcanbewrlttenas{ZkH}k:],{2k+3}k:1,{ﬁ};°:],

., and such sets can be unified as

2n —1

_ +
= St ra 1 VmkeNt (50)

and we have € = —1. Note thate € Cifa = %2 for any even r; and any odd I, such that
0<rn<h O

Numerical Results: Oscillatory Solution

In Figures 14, the solution in Equation (47) is plotted at some selected values according
to Theorem 2. The periodicity /oscillatory of the solution is clear in these figures. In addition,
it can be seen from Figure 4 that our curves for those values of « near to 1 are identical to
the ordinary case. Finally, Figures 5 and 6 show the effect of the initial condition A and the
parameter Q) on the behavior of the solution.

y(t)

|
L B B T
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Figure

. Plots of y(t) in Equation (47) vs.
of w =
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a=27/29
a=45/47
a=61/63
a=81/83
a=1

Figure 4. Plots of y(t) in Equation (47) vs. t whena =2, A =1, w = %, and Q) = 3 at different values

_ 27 45 61 81
ofa =55, 37,63 55 1-

y(t)

Figure 5. Plots of y(t) in Equation (47) vs. t when &« = %, a=2,w= %, and Q) = 3 at different values
of A=1,2,3,4.
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= O=n/8
- Q=n/6

- Q=1/2

ey

Figure 6. Plots of y(t) in Equation (47) vs. t when a = %, A=1l,a=2andw = % at different values
of O =m/8,m/6,t/4, /2.

6. Conclusions

A class of 1st-order FIVPs was investigated. This class is oscillatory in nature and
hence of practical interest in engineering science. A dual solution was determined for
the present class. The first solution was obtained through the LT and expressed in terms
of the Mittag—Leffler functions. The second solution was derived via a newly developed
approach in terms of exponential and trigonometric functions. The advantages of the
second solution over the first one were demonstrated. In addition, it was revealed that the
second solution is real at certain values of the fractional-order a. Such values of & were
derived theoretically. The behavior of the real solution was displayed through several
figures. The present analysis may be introduced for the first time to obtain the solution
with a straightforward approach. The developed approach can be extended to higher-order
FIVPs of oscillatory types. Finally, such approach can be viewed as a corner stone to
obtaining periodic solutions for more complex oscillatory problems, such as the forced
Duffing oscillator [30].
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Appendix A. The Fractional Derivative of Periodic Functions

Theorem Al. The RLFD (3), as ¢ — —oo, of the functions cos(wt) and sin(wt) are

RL D# cos(wt) = w" cos (wt + %), (A1)
RL D% sin(cwt) = w® sin (wt n %) (A2)
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Proof. The proof is quite simple. Let us begin with the RLFD (3), as ¢ — —oo, of the
exponential function introduced by Ortigueira et al. [31]:

RL Del@t = (jew)"elt, (A3)

The identities:
et = cos(wt) +isin(wt), (A4)
=T = cos(%) + isin(%), (A5)

are to be used to derive Equations (A1) and (A2). Substituting (A4) and (A5) into (A3) reads

RL D# cos(wt) + i RE D¥ sin(wt) = w®(cos(wt) + isin(wt)) [cos(%) + isin(%)]
= { cos(wt) cos(lxzn) — sin(wt) sin(%)]—i—
{ (wt) cos(lx;) + cos(wt) sin(%)]

=" cos(wt + %) +iw® sin(wt + %)

(A6)

Comparing the real and imaginary parts of the last equation completes the proof. [
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Abstract: Inequalities related to derivatives and integrals are generalized and extended via fractional
order integral and derivative operators. The present paper aims to define an operator containing
Mittag-Leffler function in its kernel that leads to deduce many already existing well-known operators.
By using this generalized operator, some well-known inequalities are studied. The results of this
paper reproduce Chebyshev and Pélya-Szego type inequalities for Riemann-Liouville and many
other fractional integral operators.

Keywords: Chebyshev inequality; Pélya-Szego inequality; fractional integral operators; Mittag-Leffler
function

1. Introduction

Integral and derivative operators of fractional order are simple and important tools to
generalize the classical theories and well-known problems related to integer order deriva-
tives and integrals. Many modern subjects in different fields of mathematics, engineering,
and sciences have been introduced due to the applications of fractional derivatives and
integrals. These days, fractional integral /derivative operators are very frequently con-
sidered by the researchers working on mathematical inequalities to extend the classical
literature. One can see the well-known inequalities related to integer order derivatives
and integrals have been extended to fractional order derivatives and integrals. These
include the inequalities of Chebyshev [1], Hadamard [2], Jensen [3], Pélya-Szego [4],
Petrovic [5], Griiss [6], Ostrowski [7], and many others. Here, we are interested to refer
the versions of all these inequalities for Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals studied
in [8-13].

It is interesting to compare the integral mean of product of two functions to the
product of integral means of these functions. The Chebyshev inequality provides the
comparison of integral mean of product of two positive functions of same monotonicity
to the product of their integral means. After Chebyshev’s inequality, people started to
analyze the error bounds of this inequality. For instance, the well-known Griiss inequal-
ity gives the error bounds of difference of terms of the Chebyshev inequality (which is
well-known as Chebyshev-functional). The well-known Pdélya-Szego inequality gives the
estimation of quotient in terms of the Chebyshev inequality for bounded functions. These
inequalities have been studied for Riemann-Liouville and other fractional integral operators
in [10,14-20].

Fractal Fract. 2022, 6, 90. https://doi.org/10.3390/ fractalfract6020090
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Next, we give the results, which are necessary to produce the results of this paper.
First, we give Chebyshev functional and then the Chebyshev inequality [1] as follows:

T)dt — <b ! p /ubf(T)dT) (blfa /ab g(T)dT), 1)

where f and g are two positive and integrable functions over the interval [, b]. If f and g
are synchronous on [a, b], then Chebyshev inequality T(f, g) > 0 is obtained.

The functional (1) has attracted the attention of many researchers due to its application
in mathematical analysis. One of the famous inequalities related to functional (1) is the
Griiss inequality [6], stated as follows:

(U—u)(V—-o)
r(f,g)) < UV D)

where the positive and integrable functions f and g satisfy
W< fO)<U, v<gt) <V,

forall T € [a,b] and constants u, U, v,V € R.
Another famous inequality which will be useful to obtain our main results is the
Pélya-Szego inequality [4], stated as follows:

B < (Vi)

By using the Pdlya-Szego inequality, Dragomir and Diamond [21] proved the following
Grtiss type inequality:

1S o [ e [ st

where positive and integrable functions f and g satisfy
O<u<f(r)<U<eo, 0<v<g(T)<V <00,

forall T € [a,b] and constants u, U, v,V € R.

Inspired by the above-defined inequalities, our aim in this paper is to get some
fractional versions of these inequalities. The main objective is to give some new Pélya-
Szegt and Chebyshev inequalities for generalized k-fractional integral operator containing
Mittag-Leffler function in its kernel. In the upcoming section, we define a new k-fractional
integral operator containing Mittag-Leffer function. In Section 3, we will utilize this
k-fractional integral operator to obtain the Pélya-Szegd and Chebyshev inequalities. More-
over, the presented results are the generalizations of the results which are already published
in [10,14,19].

2. Fractional Integral Operators

Fractional integral operators are very useful in the advancement of mathematical
inequalities. A large number of fractional integral inequalities due to different types of
fractional integral operators have been established (see [10,14,19,22-29] and references
therein). Applications of fractional integral operators in differential equations and other
fields can be found in [25,30-35]. The first formulation of fractional integral operator is the
Riemann-Liouville fractional integral operator, defined as follows:
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Definition 1. Let f € Ly[a,b]. Then Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals of order o € C,
R(o) > 0are defined by:

(&9 f)(x) :%/ﬂx (x —7)° Lf(r)dr, x>a 2)
1 b
@ )0 = gy [, (-0 e, <, @)

where T(.) is the gamma function defined as: T(c) = [;° 17~ le~"dT.
In [36], Andri¢ et al. introduced the generalized fractional integral operators as follows:
Definition 2. Let 8,6,0,1,u,c € C, R(0), R(0), R(I) > 0, R(c) > R(p) > 0withp > 0,

r>0and0 < q <r+R(0). Let f € Ly[a,b] and x € [a,b]. Then the generalized fractional
integral operators are defined by:

(&g s) ip) = [ = 0 BRI (3lx — )i (D), @

b
(ehtes 1) Gp) = [ (=07 B (0 = 2 p)f (), )

where Eg’ ; lq’c(’r; p) is the generalized Mittag-Leffler function defined by:

AL . +ng,c—u)  ()n T
EIAC (7, p(p q )
0l P) ; B(p,c—u) L@n+a) (D

__r
B,(x,y) = fol (1 — 1)l 00 dr and (C)ng = Hetng)

T(e)
In [32], Farid introduced the unified integral operators as follows:
Definition 3. Let f,a : [a,b] — R, 0 < a < b be the functions such that f be a positive and
integrable and « be a differentiable and strictly increasing. Also, let % be an increasing function on

[a,00) and o,1,u,c € C, p,0,r > 0and 0 < g < r+ 6. Then for x € [a, b] the integral operators
are defined by:

(gt ) op) = [P =8O e o) — ao)) s p)f(@la()), O

a(x) —a(7)

(segtrs ) i) = [ 2D prasoa(c) — )i late). )

The following generalized k-integral operators involving Mittag-Leffler function with
some modification is produced, for ¢(x) = xt withk > 0, in (6) and (7):

Definition 4. Let f,a : [a,b] — R, 0 < a < b be the functions such that f be a positive and
integrable and « be a differentiable and strictly increasing. Also, let 6,0,1,9,u,c € C, p,0,r >0,
0<g<r+0andk > 0. Then for x € [a,b] the integral operators are defined by:

(Sehts o f) (xip) = /ﬂx(vf(X)fﬂc(T))”lEEJ?i(ﬂ(a(X)fa(r))%;p)f(ﬂd(a(r)), ®)

(kehos, f) G = [ ' (0(7) — () FELSA (8(a() — () s p) (D)), ©)
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where Eg ik C(T; p) is the Mittag-Leffler function defined by:

& Bp(ut+ngc—p) () T
Eyili(tip) =Y -F i : 10
ik TP = L g e Ri(en + ) U 10

Remark 1. The following integral operators can be deduced from (8) and (9):
1. The following integral operator is produced, for a(x) = x in (8):

(eirtses ) m) = [ - 0F B GG - hpf@an Ay

2. The following generalized Hadamard integral operator is produced, for a(x) = Inx in (8):

(et = [ (2 ezt (o) 0%, a2

3. The following generalized Katugampola integral operator is produced, for a(x) = %, 0>0

in (8):
7,q,0 g1 ,7,q,0 xP Tt 3
(sehoterf) (xip) = f@%ﬂkEhh@(%ﬂkﬂ(ﬂﬁwr (13)
4. The following generalized (k,s)-integral operator is produced, for a(x) = Sjll ,s € R—
{=1}in (8):

(sehods o f ) (xip) = f(ﬁtﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ@(iﬁmfmthw. (14)

5. The following generalized conformable k-integral operator is produced, for a(x) = ’5:;
in (8):
(b £ = B (55m) e (o(252) ) rodae. )

Similarly, all above operators can be deduce for generalized k-integral operators (9).

6. The following generalized conformable (k,s)-integral operators are produced, for a(x) =
G0l s> 0in (8) and a(x) = —2=2 5 > 0in (9):

e o\ ET g maV— (r—a)® \ &

(sehto ) ) = [ (Lt ® Eé‘;J‘(0(%)?:7)]‘&)@—@“# (16)
10 b () — (-7 \ F1 prac ) 2 i

(et f) (ip) = Jy (U5 te=eny ! Eé;:?,;(ﬂ(%)* )f(r)( — ) ldr. 7

Remark 2. For different choices of parameters involving in the Mittag-Leffler function (10), one can
obtain new generalized integral operators.

Remark 3. From integral operators (8) and (9), we have the following particular cases:

1. The integral operators given in [29] are reproduced, for k = 1.

2. The integral operators given in (4) and (5) are reproduced, for k = 1 and a(x) = x.

3. The integral operators given in [37] are reproduced, fork =1, a(x) = x, and p = 0.

4. The integral operators given in [38] are reproduced, fork =1, a(x) = x, andr =1 =1.

5. The integral operators given in [39] are reproduced, for k = 1, a(x) = x, p = 0, and
r=1=1

6. The integral operators given in [40] are reproduced, for k = 1, a(x) = x, p = 0, and
g=r=1=1
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7. The integral operators given in [26] are reproduced, for k = 1, a(x)
9=p=0.
8. The integral operators given in [41] are reproduced, for k = 1, a(x) = Inx, and 9 = p = 0.

%,p > 0, and

9. The integral operators given in [42] are reproduced, for a(x) = ’s‘jll and 9 =p =0.

10.  The integral operators given in [30] are reproduced, for k = 1, a(x) = € A>+V ndd=p=0.

11.  The integral operators given in [27] are reproduced, for a(x) = %, s > 0in (8) and
a(x) = —(b=xf x) ,8>0in(9)withd =p=0.

12.  The integral opemtors given in [33] are reproduced, for a(x) = (= "> , 5 > 0in(8) and
a(x) = = 5> 0in (9 withk=1and 8 = p = 0.

13.  The integral opemtors given in [28] are reproduced, for ¢ = p = 0.

14.  The integral operators given in [41] are reproduced, for ¢ = p = 0and k = 1.

15.  The integral operators given in [43] are reproduced, for ¢ = p = 0, and a(x) = x.

16.  The integral operators given in (2) and (3) are reproduced, for ¢ = p = 0, a(x) = x, and
k=1

For constant function, from generalized k-fractional integral operator (8), we have
(Sehmte 1) (up)
¥ . 9
:/a (a(x) — (1)) FVE A (8(a(x) — (7)) % p)d(a(T))

" oy Bplptnge—p)  (ug  8"(a(x) —a(r)) *
7/ (a(x) —a(7)) 1n:0 pB(‘u,c—‘u) kl"k(en—qi-a) (Dur

= BP(P‘JF”‘J/C*P‘) (c )nq "

L Buc—p)  Kp@n+o) (D / (x(x) = () ¥ Fd(w(7))

_ ¢ & Bp(p+ng,c—p) (€)n 9" ("‘(x)f‘x(a))%n
= k(a(x) — a(a)) n;o pB(y,ny) ka(Gnia) Dur Onto

_ ¢ & Bp(p+nge—p) (¢)n 8" (w(x) — a(a)) ¥
= k(a(x) — a(a)) HZ%) pB(ch_y) ka(6n+LZ7+k) (D

= k(a(x) - a(a) FERTIE,  (8(a(x) — a(a))F; p).

Hence

(ehmtsae1) (o p) = kla(x) —a(a) FEYI TS (0(a(x) —a(@) Eip) == x5 (xip)  (18)

similarly for constant function, from generalized fractional integral operator (9), we get

(setre 1) (v p) = K(a(b) — () FELZTE (8(alb) — a(x) Eip) = 47 (xp). (19)

In the all upcoming results, the parameters of the Mittag-Leffler function are consid-
ered in R.

3. Pélya-Szego and Chebyshev Type Inequalities for Generalized k-Fractional
Integral Operators

In this section, we obtain Pélya-Szego and Chebyshev type inequalities for generalized
k-fractional integral operators containing Mittag-Leffler function in their kernels. For the
reader’s convenience we will use a simplified notation:

(5zof ) i) := (Sehotsn f) (ip)
— [(at)  a(@)FE O (x) - a(e) i) fD)dw(x)),
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where

B B
& Bp(p+ng,c—p) (€)ng T
= Blpce—p) kIi(0n+0) (D

Theorem 1. Suppose that:

e fand g be two positive and integrable functions on [0, c0);
e w:[ab] — Rbean increasing and differentiable function with o/ € L|a, b);
e there exist four positive integrable functions (y, {2, 11 and 11, such that

0<i(r) < f(1) <la(r), 0<m(r) <gr) <ma(t) (t€lax],x>a). (20)
Then for generalized k-fractional integral operator containing Mittag-Leffler function, we have
(sZommaf?) (v p) (320010287 (i) 1

<

<L @1
[(EZo(Zim + Com) £8) (6 )] 4

Proof. From (20) for T € [a, x] with x > 4, we can write

(éz(f) f(x) > (f(f) Cﬂﬂ) >0,

m(t) g1

g™ mn(7)

which implies
(G () (T) + G(Dn(0)) f(1)8(1) = m()a(T) £(7) + 41.(1)82(1) 8% (7). (22)

Multiplying (22) with (a(x) — zx(T))%flEﬁ(&(a(x) —a(1))?; p)a’ (1) on both sides and
integrating, we get

@) = (o) FEs () ~ a(2) i) @ (9 (1) + (D (D) (D)g(D)a’ (DT
> [ x(a(x) — (1) T EE(O(a(x) — a(0))% P (D)2 (0 A (D ()T

+ [Nt FIBS(0(a(x) — a(1))% ) (1)) (1) (D).

Now by using k-fractional integral operator, we get

(5ze@m + ) fg) (xip) > (Zommaf?) (ip) + (AZota2ag?) (x:p).

By applying AM-GM inequality, we get

(5Zo@um +Cam)fg) (x:p) = 20/ (Zomma?) (x:p) (iZo01028%) (i),

which leads to the required inequality (21). O

Corollary 1. If {1 = u, (o = U, 1 = vand 5, =V, then we have
(kzsz2> (x:p) (kchg \/W
[(§20f8) (x: p)] <\/; e )
Remark 4. In Theorem 1, for a(x) = x and k = 1, we get [14] (Theorem 1), for © = p = 0 (and

a = 0), we get [19] (Lemma 3.1), for a(x) = x, k =1, 0 = p = 0 (and a = 0), we get [10]
(Lemma 3.1).
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Theorem 2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1 with ¢ > 0, we have
(52o0122) (xip) (5Zemmz ) (i p) (520 f?) (v p) (2c8?) (x5 p)
2
[(52001F) () (Zem8) (x: ) + (§2002f) () (EZe28) ()]
Proof. From (20), for 7,k € [a, x] with x > a, we can write

40 L L@\ O L LE | a@oE)
(m(x) " 771(K)> 500 = &0 T o)’

<

which imply

GO f(O)mR)g(x) + 22(0) f(1)2(x)g (k) = ()2 () f2(7) + L1 ()02 (7)8°

Multiplying (24) with (a(x) — (7)) F ! (a(x) — a(K))%*lELk,(ﬂ(a(x) —a(1))%p)

E’g(ﬁ(a(x) —a(x))? p)a’(t)a’ (k) on both sides and integrating, we get

X
[es]
Nalkal
=
<
=
2R
=
|
2
~
tal
=
el
R
-
=
=
—
tal
Na¥
3
N
—
=
o
-
N
—~
~
-
2
~
—~
s
=
Na¥
2
2
U
kel

Now by using k-fractional integral operator, we get
(52001 f) (i p) (§Zemg) (e p) + (5Zoaf ) (i p) (5Zemag(x:p))
= (Evaz) (x;p) (’élgnmz) (x;p) + (ﬁlaéléz) (x;p) (iZggz) (x; p)-
By applying AM-GM inequality, we get
(52o01f) (i) (52emg) (e p) + (5Zo0af ) (i p) (5Zenag) ()
> 21/ (420 £2) (5:p) (Zemne) (x:p) (Zo6182) (5 p) (1 2e8?) (),

which leads to the required inequality (23). [

Corollary 2. If {1 =u, (o = U, 71 = vand yp =V, then we have

wienion (aR)enliad)ion (o ury
[62ef) ) 62 o T Vi Ve

N

(23)

. (24)

Remark 5. In Theorem 2, for a(x) = x and k = 1, we get [14] (Theorem 2), for ® = p = 0 (and
a = 0), we get [19] (Lemma 3.6), for a(x) = x, k = 1,0 = p = 0 (and a = 0), we get [10]

(Lemma 3.3).
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Theorem 3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1 with ¢ > 0, we have

(52£2) () (3287) (o) < (E2o@afs/m) ) () ($2c(af/ ) ) (o). (25)

Proof. From (20), for T € [a, x] with x > a, we can write

LS — (1) >0 (26)

and

27)

Multiplying (26) with (a(x) — a(T)) FTEE (9(w(x) — a(7))%; p)a’ (T) and (27) with
(a(x) — oc(K))%*lE’g(ﬁ(oc(x) —a(x))?; p)a’ (k) on both sides and integrating, we get

[ (@) = a(2) FEE B a(x) — a()p) (D) ()T

* g 6e(T) /
< [ ) - ae) B 00w ) a0 2T pio)ge (rhte

and
[ @) = ) FTEEO(a() — a0 )2

< [ @) w0 BE () — 20 ) ) ()0 ()

=
o)
g\
Py
=
2
=
=

Qu(x)
Now by using k-fractional integral operator, we get
(5zof*) p) < (52o(afa/m)) (x:p) (28)
and
(kzeg?) (xip) < (32Ze(n2f2/20)) (x:p)- (29)

Multiplying (28) with (29), we obtain (25). O

Corollary 3. If {1 = u, (o = U, 71 = vand 5, =V, then we have

(i2o8%) ip) (128 i) _uy
(5Zofg) (x;p) (kZofg) (x;p) — wv

Remark 6. In Theorem 3, for a(x) = x and k = 1, we get [14] (Theorem 3), for a(x) = x, k =1,
¢ =p=0(anda=0), weget [10] (Lemma 3.4).

The Chebyshev type inequalities for generalized k-fractional integral operators are
given as follows:

Theorem 4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1 with ¢ > 0, we have

xo () (526£8) (6 p) + xe (v p) (32 f2) (x:p)
—(52of ) (i p) (52e8) (i) — (2208 (i p) (52cf ) ()
|G (£,20,22) (x3p) + Goo (£, 81, 82) ()| 2
X[Goe (811, 112) (X3 P) + Geo (8, 11,12) (5 )|,

(30)

IN
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where [< ) ]2
X (% p) | (8Zo (n+0)m ) (x; p)
GU,’;(mfn/O)(X;p) = 4(1&‘2‘7710) (X,' p) (31)

. (’;Zam) (x;p) ({;ng) (x;p).

Proof. Let f and g be two positive and integrable functions on [0, ). For 7, € [a, x| with
x > a, we define A(T,«) as

At k) = (f(1) = f(x))(8(7) = &(K)),

which imply
AT x) = f(T)g(7) + fr)g(x) = f(T)g(x) = f(x)g(7)- (2)

Multiplying (32) with (a(x) — a(7))F ! (a(x) — a(K))%_lE’f,(ﬁ(a(x) —a(1))%p)
E’g‘(ﬁ(zx(x) —a(x))?; p)a’(1)a’ (k) and integrating, we get

[ @) = (o) F () () TEE (0(a() — a(1))3p)
X Elg (ﬁ(w(x) —a(x))?; p)A(T,K)zx’(T)a'(K)deK.
Now by using k-fractional integral operator, we get
xe(xip) (520 £8) (xp) + xo (i p) (EZef2) (x:p)
— (52of) () (52e8) (1) — (52ef ) (i) (5208 ) ().

By using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

(33)

[ @) = a(m)FHalx) - a0 EE@(w() - a(2)3p)

><E]g(19(zx(x) —a(x)%; p) A(T, €)a’ (7)o () dTdx
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=2 [ [ (@) - (@) (alw) — () BB (x) — a()p)

2

XEE(8(a(x) — a())"; p)g(T)g(x)a’ (1) () x|

<[xe(ip) (520 £2) (i p) + 1o (i) (S2ef2) (ip) = 2(32of ) (i p) (§2ef ) (i)

% [xe(x:p) (5208) (xip) + 20 (i) (§2e8?) (i) —2(5208) (i p) (E2Zeg) ()]

[NE

By taking 71 (t) = #2(t) = g(t) = 1 in Theorem 1, we get the following inequality:

[(:2o@ + @f) )]

k 2 x:
(2o )ip) < St

This implies
xe(xip) (§2of2) (ip) = (52of ) (i p) (K2Zef ) (i)
_ Klwp) [(5za(@ +&)f) (X;P)]2

) ) (34)
- 4(};ZV€1C2)(7€;F7) - (];ZVf)(x’p)(EZQf)(x/p)
= Goc(f, 01, G2)(x:p)
and
xo(ip) (32Zef2) (i) = (520 f ) (i) (K2Zef ) (i)
2
X p) [ ($2Ze(61 + 02)f ) (i p)] (35)
< T ARAICT — (k2o f) (i) (52of ) (xip)
= Ggo(f, 01, 82)(x;p)-
Applying the same procedure for {1(t) = (»(t) = f(t) = 1, we get the following
inequalities:

xe(x:p) (5208%) (p) = (3208 (x:p) (§2c8) () < Goglgom ) (xip)  (36)
and
xo(xip) (3287 (i p) = (3208 ) (x:p) (£2Z8) (5:p) < Geolgmm)(wip). - (37)
Finally, considering (33) to (37), we arrive at the desired result in (30). [
Theorem 5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4, we have
() (520 £8) (p) = (520 f ) (i) (8208 ()|

1 (38)
< |Goo(f,81,82)(x;p) Goo (8, 111,12) (X5 P) |2,

where

Kol p) [ (5Zo(n + o)) (x:p)]
3(Zeno) (i)

- (’éZtﬂ@ (x;p) (ilam) (x;p)-

Goo(m,n,0)(x;p) =

Proof. By taking o = ¢ in (30), we get the inequality (38). [
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Corollary 4. If {1 = u, {» = U, 1 = vand 5, =V, then we have

xo(p) (520f2) (xip) = (520 f ) () (5208) (3 p)|

(U—u)(V-o)
T 4Vullov

Remark 7. In Theorem 4 and Theorem 5, for a(x) = x and k = 1, we get [14] (Theorem 4,
Corollary 4), for a(x) = x,k =1, 9 = p = 0 (and a = 0), we get [10] (Theorem 3.6, Theorem 3.7).

(’;Zaf) (x;p) (EZag) (x;p).

4. Conclusions

We have proved some new Pélya-Szego and Chebyshev type inequalities for generalized
k-fractional integral operators involving Mittag-Leffler function in their kernels. The outcomes
of this paper also provide a lot of Pélya-Szegt and Chebyshev type inequalities for several
well-known fractional integral operators via parameter substitutions. The classical inequalities
and results can be generalized by using the new k-fractional integral operators.
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Abstract: Many authors have established various integral and differential formulas involving differ-
ent special functions in recent years. In continuation, we explore some image formulas associated
with the product of Srivastava’s polynomials and extended Wright function by using Marichev-Saigo-
Maeda fractional integral and differential operators, Lavoie-Trottier and Oberhettinger integral
operators. The obtained outcomes are in the form of the Fox-Wright function. It is worth mentioning
that some interesting special cases are also discussed.

Keywords: Wright function; Srivastava’s polynomials; fractional calculus operators; Lavoie-Trottier
integral formula; Oberhettinger integral formula

MSC: 33C20; 33B15; 33C20; 44A20

1. Introduction and Preliminaries

Numerous integral formulas including special functions have been anticipated and
they are important in solving various problems in science and engineering. Many authors
have established certain unified integral formulae associated with special functions [1-5].
A brief study of some important properties of generalized gamma and beta functions
defined in the form of Fox-Wright function is presented in [6]. Certain integral formulas
involving the generalized Bessel function and Bessel-Maitland function are explored
in [7,8]. A new class of integrals associated with hypergeometric function is established
by Rakha et al. [9]. Certain fractional calculus operators and their applications are briefly
discussed by Samraiz et al. [10]. A brief discussion of generalized Mittag—Leffler function
and multivariable Mittag—Leffler function via generalized fractional calculus operators
is available in [11,12]. Composition formulas of various fractional calculus operators are
studied in [13,14].

Many generalized special functions have been linked to various types of issues in
different fields of mathematical sciences. This reason inspired many researchers to explore
the field of integrals and associated generalized special functions. Several unified integral
formulas derived by many authors involving different type of special functions are dis-
cussed in (see, for example, [15-19]). Suthar established the composition formulae for the
k-fractional calculus operators associated with k-Wright function [20]. Fractional calculus
and integral transforms of general class of polynomials and incomplete Fox-Wright func-
tions is discussed by Jangid et al. [21]. Certain expressions of the Laguerre polynomial and
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ulpx[(ﬂl,Al),. ey

relations of some known functions in terms of generalized Meijer G-functions are explored
in [22,23].

Lavoie-Trottier integral formula involving product of Bessel function of the first kind
and general class of polynomials are established by Menaria et al. [24]. Suthar et al. [25]
explored the certain integral formulae involving product of Srivastava’s polynomials and
generalized Bessel-Maitland function.

In continuation of the above work, we developed generalized integral formulae
involving product of Srivastava’s polynomials S¢[r] and extended Wright function R (z).
These formulae are communicated in the form of generalized Fox-Wright function. For our
purpose, we start by reviewing some known functions and earlier work. Srivastava [26]
established the general class of polynomials S¢[r] in the following way.

d

Gl _
sl =y %Gc/ﬂk (c=0,1,2,...), &
k=0 )

where d is an arbitrary positive integer and the coefficients G, (c,k > 0) are arbitrary

constants (real or complex). The polynomial family S¢[r] have many known polynomials
as its special cases. The extended Wright function [27] is defined as follows:

[} Z?‘l
Rw € P S L (2)
nZ:O )l gn + T)n
where g > —1, 7,@,e € C,e #0,—1,—-2,... with z € C. The function R75 (z) is an entire
function of order %

The two (generalized Wright type) auxiliary functions for any order ¢ € (0,1) and for
all complex variable z # 0 are defined as follows:

M(EE _ R(DS ( Z) — i (w)ﬂ (71)712” (3)

B () X(1—g(n+1)) n!
and
v (@) (=1

ng = R‘f;] 4;( z) = ng:() (&)l (—¢gn) n! ~ )

For @ = & = 0, we have the normalized Wright function [28] which is given by

ZH

We(z) =T (1) m,”{

L0z

> -1, ¢eC. (5)

n

The extended Wright function can also be expressed in the following form

T'(e) (@,1);
(@) 1‘”{ (e,1), (7, ¢); Z}' ©

where 1y is the Fox-Wright hypergeometric function defined in [29] as follows: For
Ill‘,bj € C, Ai,B]' e R (A,‘,Bj) 7& 0, where i = 1,2,...,u;j =1,2,...,x and (lll' + A,‘n),
(b] + Bji’l) eC \ |/

RZ7(z) =

. ﬂl + TlAl) (ﬂu +nA )
(ﬂu/ Au)/ (bl/ Bl)/ bx/ Bx 2 bl +i’lBl) (bx +an) T (7)
with convergence condition
u v
1+Y Bi—) A;>0. 8)
j=1 i=1
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The extended Wright function has relationship with some other special functions
which are discussed below.

Relation with Mittag—Leffler function:

Rife(2) = gy Fre(2), ©
for¢ =0, @ =1, 7,e € Cand Re(e) > 0.
Relation with Meijer G-function:

Extended Wright function and Meijer G-function are related as

1-@ ] (10)

1, _
Ry (z) = 01-7,1—¢

11
He o
for¢=1.
Relation with Fox H-function:

From the definition of Fox H-function and extended Wright function, we obtain

T'(e) (1-w,1) } a1

I'(@)

The Marichev-Saigo-Maeda fractional integral operators [30] for & &, 7,1, A € C and
x > 0 are defined as follows:

REH(-2) =

His {Z 0,1), (1 —1,¢), (1—¢1)

;. ¢ rx . B
B = o [0 s (GEnint - D ros )
and
B s = 25 [ (s - S e, )
_ r()\) . 3 G A tr X s

where F3 is Appell function.
The Marichev-Saigo-Maeda fractional differential operators [31] for ¢, Cf, n,14,AeC
and x > 0 are defined as follows:

. . d m i x o
DY f (1) = <%> (IpEmEmiemen e gy ) (14)
and
EniA o d\" —&—&—1f,—n+m—A+m
D* f)y=1{ - ¥ (IZ ). (15)

The Saigo fractional integral operators [32] are defined as:
Forw € RY, €, 0, x € C with Re(e) > 0,

() w) = i [ w0t e (e o (1- 4 ) )i a6

and

co, 1
(1% ) (w) = NG

€)

/oo(t —w) e, F <e +0,-Xx6 (1 — %))f(t)dt (17)

Additionally, the Saigo fractional differential operators [33], for w > 0and €,0, x € C,
Re(e) > 0 are given by
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(D F)(w) = ()" (ot Fw, n = [Re(e) +1]

e+g e B
= ()" ey Jo (w—1)F 7
xoF((—e—0,—x—€e+m—e+n;(1— L)) f(t)dt (18)

and

(DY ) (w) = (45)" <1:”" T fyw, n = [Re(e) +1]
= (&

U
X2 Fi(

e—n

e+n fzzo(t_w) K 71tT

€—Q/ X—et+m—e+mn(1-7))f(t)dt, 19)

)"
(=
where [Re(e)] is the integeral part of Re(e) and 2 F; (€, 0, x; w) is the hypergeometric function.

The left-sided and right-sided Riemann-Liouville fractional integral operators [33] are
defined as follows:

5w = iz [ =07 r0 0
and
K1) = 15 ) -0, @

where Re({) > 0.
The left and right-sided Riemann-Liouville fractional differential operators are given by

k) = (35) pagy [ -0 ", @
where n = [Re({)] + 1, x > aand
i) = (= a) tpmgy [ 05 "y, @)

where n = [Re({)] + 1and x < b.
Further, we will recall the Lavoie-Trottier integral formula [34] which is given by

Lo (7 (R

for Re(7y), Re(4) > 0. Additionally, we evoke Oberhettinger’s integral formula [35] given

as follows:
/ YTy + b+ /Y2 + 2by) Xy = 2507 X( > % (25)

where 0 < Re(¢) < Re(x).

2. Image Formulas for Marichev-Saigo-Maeda Integral Operators Involving the
Product of Srivastava’s Polynomials and Extended Wright Function

In this section, we establish the image formulas by applying Marichev-Saigo-Maeda
fractional integral operators (12) and (13) to the product of Srivastava’s Polynomials (1)
and extended Wright function (2).
The following formulas for a power function, under operators (12) and (13) are given in [31]
are helpful to prove our main results.
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EEmiA -1 VVHA=E == v=C—C+1 | e giaa
I t = L , 2
[15¢ Jv {v+ﬁ,v+/\757§,v+)\7§717 y Y

where Re(A) > 0and Re(v) > max{0,Re(&+ &+ 1 — A), Re(& — )}

Additionally,
[Ié,f,r],rj,/\tv_l}y:r{ 148+ A—v, 148+ —A—v, 1—y—v }
o 1—v, 148+¢+1—A-v, 1+¢—n—v
« yv+/\—§—§—l/ 27)
where Re(A) > 0and Re(v) < 1+ min{Re(—1n),Re({+17—A),Re(E+C—A)}
We use the notation
I’{ a,b,c } _ T(@)T(b)T(c)
de.f | = @)

> 0,Re(g) > -1,

Theorem 1. For & ¢, 1,7,A,@ € C,x > 0 such that Re())
Re(v + g +27p) > max{0,Re(& + &+ 1y — A),Re(¢ — 1f)}, then prove the following formula

[Iéévﬂtv 15d(at“)R‘§ (5”’)}( )

Z

ol

ck ox )k

v§§+A1r

(28)

(@,1), (v+akp), (v+ak+A =& =& —1,p),
oxt

(v +ak =S+, p);
¢) (v+ak+if,p), (vtak+A—Z—Ep),

¥l g1, (x,
(v+ak+A—=C+1,u1);

Proof. By using (1) and (2) in the left hand side of (24) and representing it with &. Af-

ter some simplification, we obtain

d
(<] 0 uyn
_ Z de Z (‘O n (& ')
= = (e)al(gn+1) n!
« [Igf tv+ak+;m 1] (x). 29)
Now, applying the integral Formula (26) to (29), we obtain
oo f g ag @ (o
= K ek = (e)ul(gn+1) n!
vak+pn,v+ak+A—E—E—n+pun
xv+ak+yn—§—§+/\—1, (30)

«T v+ak— &+ 4 pun ;
v+ak+i+unv+ak+A—8&—¢+un,
vtak+A—=G+n+pun
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which further implies

S — ugf:+A1r

4]
C
2 deck U'JC )k

@+nv+ak+unv+ak+A—¢—E—y+pun,
Xir v+ak— &40+ un (6xt)"
= £+n,T+gn,v+o¢k+77+;m:v+zxk+/\f§f§+;m, nt
v+ak+A—=C+n+un

(€]

Now, by using definition (7), we arrive at required formula (28). [
Theorem 2. For (j,f,ﬂ,fi,)x,w € C,x > 0 such that Re(A) > O,Re(g) > -1,

Re(1— B —v —cpu —2tp) < 1+ min{Re(—7),Re(& + 1 — A),Re(& + & — A)}, then the
following formula holds true

(157 4P (ot ) REE (6~1)] (x)
]

xu+o¢k7§7§'+)\71 (e

_1
)

(@,1),(E+E—A+v+pB—akpu), (E+7—A+v+p—akp),
(VJ’»:B*ﬂ*ak/V); _
S| (1), (1,0), (v Bk ), (@4 4 - Atvt ok, OF |0
(E—n+v+p—akp);

Proof. By using (1) and (2) in the left hand side of (32) and representing it by . After some
simplification, we obtain

<)

()"
2 de Kok Z r(gn+r) o

y [Igf,ﬂ,ﬁ,At17vfﬂ+ak—yn—l] (x). (33)

Now, applying the integral Formula (27) to (33), we obtain

)dkccko_k 2 (@) (O)"

= Jul(gn+ 1) n!
E+E-ANtvHB—ak+un,é+if—A+v+p—ak+un,
v—i-ﬁ—/iy—ock—i-]m
v+B—ak+un&+E+i—A+v+p—ak+pun,
C—n+v+p—ak+un

% x—v—ﬁ-%—txk—yn—(;‘—if-%—/\—l, (34)

which further implies
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ﬁ
0 — yvBE-EtA- 1r Z dkcckax iz

@+nE+E—A+v+p—ak+pun&+1i—A+v+p—ak+pun,

Xil‘ v+B—1n—ak+un (Oxt)"

= e+nt+env+p—ak+un++4—A+v+p—ak+un, n!
C—n+v+p—ak+pun

(35)

Now, by using definition (7), we arrive at required formula (32). O
Now, we discuss some special cases regarding extended Wright function in the follow-

ing corollaries.

Corollary 1. Assume that condition of Theorem 1 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (3), the Formula (28) reduces to the following form.

[Ig’fl’”"i’}‘tvflSd(at“)M‘” (7&}4)} (x)

[4
T'(e ¢l
— vi-Ea-l w) ; dkcck (oxt)k
(@,1), (v+ak,p), (v +ak+A =5 =& —n,p),
(V+akié+ﬁ1y);
X p ; —5xt . 36
4¥s (5,1),(1—g,—g),(v—l—ak—&-n,y},(1/+ock+/\—(";’—§,y), (36)
(v+ak+A—E+n,p);

Corollary 2. Assume that condition of Theorem 2 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (3), the Formula (32) reduces to the following form.

(=6t71)](x)

SN —v—Pad
[107’7’7 v ﬁs ( )ngfl ]
[

d
c

.
S 15@)) k:O( kc!)dec,k((Tx"‘)k
(@,1), E+E-A+v+B—akp), (E+7—A+v+p—akp),
(v B 1 — ak, o) o
XS\ (e 1), (v B k), (E+ € — Ayt k), ox~H. (37)

(1-6,—¢), (E—n+v+p—aknp);

Corollary 3. Assume that condition of Theorem 1 is fulfilled and for ¢ € (0,1) then using
generalized Wright-type Function (4), the Formula (28) reduces to the following form.
5t (x)

(15 15 () F

v—E—E+A-1 F(E)
(@)

;£ (=
( k.)dk Gc,k (axa)k

=X

= —
J‘Dl\’lﬁﬁ Jﬁ

(w,l),(v+mk,]4),(v+ak+)\,g,g’i,’]’y),
(v+ak—E+i,p); -
X 45 (,1),(0,—¢), (v + ak +1, 1), (v+ak+ A —&—&n), sxt|. (39)
(vrak+A—E+y,u);
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Corollary 4. Assume that condition of Theorem 2 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (4), the Formula (32) reduces to the following form.

[zgfﬂﬁiAt*V*ﬁsd(ofa)Fwﬁ (=6t )] (x)

fV—E—EHA— 12 dkcck (oxt)k

(@,1),E+E-A+v+B—akp), (E+7—A+v+p—akp),

(v+p—n—akp); o
US| (1), (v Bk ), (G E i~ Ayt B — k), ol (9

(0,=6), (E —n+v+p—aku);

Corollary 5. Assume that condition of Theorem 1 is fulfilled then using normalized Wright
Function (5), the Formula (28) reduces to the following form.

[15'5/’““%*15‘1(0%) (6] (x)

Pl E—E+A— 12 deck ¢7x )k

(v+ak,p), v+ak+A—E—E—n,p),
(v+ak =&+, p1);
7,6), (v+ak+7,u), v+ak+A—E—En),
(v+ak+A =G+, p);

X 31[]4 ( oxt . (40)

Corollary 6. Assume that condition of Theorem 2 is fulfilled then using normalized Wright
Function (5), the Formula (32) reduces to the following form.
[ﬁwﬁﬂﬂ“%%mﬂR (6671 (x)
S . 12 )deck(‘Tx %
@+E&—A+v+p—aku),(E+i—A+v+p—akp),
(vt p -y —akp); sl ()

(v+B—ak, ), (E+E+1H—A+v+B—akp),
(t,6), (—n+v+p—akp);

X 314

Remark 1. Following are the special cases of results discussed above.

(i) The formulas obtained reduce to formulas for Saigo’s fractional integral operators (16) and (17)
for & =0;

(ii) By substituting § = —¢ in Saigo’s fractional integral operators, we obtain the formulas for
Riemann—Liouville fractional integral operators (20) and (21).

3. Image Formulas for Marichev-Saigo-Maeda Differential Operators Involving the
Product of Srivastava’s Polynomials and Extended Wright Function

In this section, we establish the image formulas by applying Marichev-Saigo-Maeda
fractional differential operators (14) and (15) to the product of Srivastava’s Polynomials (1)
and extended Wright function (2).

The formulas for a power function, under operators (14) and (15) are given in [36] are
helpful to prove our main results.
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For ¢, & 11,1, A, v € C, such that Re(¢) > 0 and Re(v) > max{0, Re(—& + 1),
Re(—&—&—1+A)}, we have

EEMAA w1, _ v, =48+, E+Etn—A+v | e
D Py =T ] 0
(B¢ Jy {—U-‘:—V,C-Hf—/\-&-l/,g-i-ﬁ—/\-ﬁ—v y 2)

and for ¢, E, 1,1,A,v € C, such that Re(&) > 0 and Re(v) > max{0, Re(—#),
Re(¢+n—A),Re(§+¢—A)+ [Re(A)] + 1}, we have

[Dg’é/v’ﬁ’/\tv’l}y -r &+, —,(:_é‘f‘)\'ﬂ// jé_’7+/\+v
0~ v, =C+7hf+v, —{—C—n+A+v
x yEHev=A, (43)
Theorem 3. For & & 1,1,A,@ € C,x > 0 such that Re(A) > 0,Re(¢) > —1,Re(¢&) > 0and
Re(v) > max{0, Re(—& + 1), Re(—& — & — 1 + A)}, then prove the following formula
(D521t (ot REE (08)] (x)

ol

¢ aqv_1 L(e) (—c)ak
— 4 GtE—A+r=1 ak
x (@) k;, g Ceklx?)

(@,1),(v+ak+p), (—n+&+v+ak+p),
§ @+ +7 —Av+ak +p);
495 (e,1),(1,6), (—yv+ak+u), (E+E—-A+v+ak+p),
(E+17—A+v+ak+pu);

Sxt . (44)

Proof. By using (1) and (2) in the left hand side of (44) and representing it with [. Af-
ter some simplification, we obtain

1
c

dk ok v (@)n (ot)"
= Gep(ot®)
; ok ;;) (&)ul'(gn+1) n!

[ ‘f UE/E Atvﬂxkﬂmfl] (x) (45)

Now, applying the integral Formula (42) to (45), we obtain

e

(=¢ )deckUk Z (@)n (o)

§(=
= Jul(gn+1) n!
v+ock+yn,—17+/§+v+txk+yn,§+§/+ﬁ—Av+ak+yn
—nqvtak+un,+¢—A+vtak+un,+i—A+v+ak+un
Xx§+§’7?\+1xk+1m7—1, (46)

which further implies

aln

¢y L(e —c
o = xEHEI 1r(<w))k Ok o1yt

0

@ +n,v+ak+pun, —y + &+ v+ ak+ un,
= C+C+1—Av+ak+un (oxt)"
x YT ’ —
= | et Tton, —nqutak+pun, i +¢—A+v+ak+pun, n!
CH+1i—A+v+ak+un

(47)
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Now, by using definition (7), we arrive at required formula (44). O

Theorem 4. For ¢, 5,17,17, A,@ € C,x > 0such that Re(A) > 0,Re(g) > —1,Re(&) > 0and
Re(v) > max{0, Re(—7),
Re(é+15—A),Re(&+&—A) + [Re(A)] + 1}, then the following formula holds true

[DFE Vst (ot ) REE (671)] (x)

r(e) 1 (—o) .
M) o & Corlx)'

_ x§+§‘f)x7v

(@,1), (77 +v+ —ak+p), (=5 = E+ A+ v —ak+p),
(E—n+A+v—ak+p);
(e1),(1,¢), (v —ak +un), (—=&+ 1 +v—ak+p),
(—E—C—n+A+v—ak+p);

X 41/)5 Sx M. (4:8)

Proof. By using (1) and (2) in the left hand side of (48) and representing it by €. After some
simplification, we obtain

(4 (—c) o0 n
_ —C)dk k (@) (6)
¢ = Pt Il G::,k( ) n;o (S)nr cn+ T) !
% [DIg'}é'W'/’At7V+ak7V"} (x). (49)

Now, applying the integral Formula (43) to (49), we obtain

f4+v+ —ak+un, —¢—E+A+v—ak+un,
E—n+Atv—ak+un
v—ak+un, —E+ 1 +v—ak+pun,
¢yt Atv—ak+un

x T

% x§+§f)\7v+txk7;m, (50)

which further implies

oIS

- L) = (20
— A GHE—A—v ank
Y =x o) & * Ge(ox®)
@+ 1,0+ v+ —ak+un, —&—E+ A+ v —ak+un,
e (N Gy
= e+n,t+cnv—ak+pun,—G+14+v—ak+pun, n

——C—n+A+v—ak+un
Now, by using definition (7), we arrive at required formula (48). [

In the following corollaries, we look at some special cases involving the extended
Wright function.

Corollary 7. Assume that condition of Theorem 3 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (3), the Formula (44) reduces to the following form.
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EniA
[DEEIA =158 (1) ROE (—5t) ] (x)

r 5) % (7C)dkcck(0,xzx)k

— x§+§f/\+v71
[@) & K

(@,1), v+ak+p), (—7+&+v+ak+p),
(E+&+17—Av+ak+p); _
X4 | (1), (1 ¢ —¢), (—qv ok +p), G+ E-Atvraktp), 00| P
(E+i—A4+v+ak+p);ll

Corollary 8. Assume that condition of Theorem 4 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (3), the Formula (48) reduces to the following form.

[DEAIA vl (1) ROE (6 1)] ()

(¢l
£ E
B o) Z deCk (ox)k

(@,1), (1 +v+ —ak+p), (—C—E+A+v—ak+p),
(E—n+A+v—ak+p); o
S| (o), (1 o), (v — k), (—E+ v —akp), 0% | )
(—E—E—n+A+v—ak+pu);

Corollary 9. Assume that condition of Theorem 3 is fulfilled and for ¢ € (0,1) then using
generalized Wright-type Function (4), the Formula (44) reduces to the following form.

[Dg’f"”’ﬁ’)‘twlSd(at”‘)Fw’s(*fo”)} (x)

m\m.

F dk

_xé”ré‘ Av—1 Gck ox )k

(@,1),(v+ak+pu), (—n+E+v+ak+p),
(E+E+7— W +ak+p); _
5| (01),(0,—¢), (mqvrak+ ), @+ E-Atutaktp), 00| Y
(E+7—A+v+ak+p);1l

Corollary 10. Assume that condition of Theorem 4 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (4), the Formula (48) reduces to the following form.

[D“”“t—”s% 1*)F2 (6t )] (x)

c

:x§+§—A 1/ dkcck(ax )

(@,1),(f+v+—ak+p), (= —E+A+v—ak+p),
(E—n+A4+v—ak+p); R
Xa¥5 | (e 1),(0, ), (v —ak + ), (—E+ 7+ v—ak+p), ¥ | O
(~E=G—n+A+v—ak+p);
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Corollary 11. Assume that condition of Theorem 3 is fulfilled then using normalized Wright
Function (5), the Formula (44) reduces to the following form.

[Dézé/’%’?/}ltvfl Sd(at'x)Rg <(5th )} (x)

N Z "’kcck(ax iz

(vtak+p), (=g +5+v+ak+p),
(E+E+1— Av+ak+p);
7,6), (—qv+ak+u), (E+E—A+v+ak+p),
(E+17—Ad+v+ak+p);

X 41/)5 ( x| (56)

Corollary 12. Assume that condition of Theorem 2 is fulfilled then using normalized Wright
Function (5), the Formula (32) reduces to the following form.

(DS Vs (1) Re e (8] (x)

A ] (—€)ax k
— SHC-A—v Z o Gc/k(ax"‘)
=0

(i +v+—ak+p), (= —E+A+v—ak+p),
(E—n+A+v—ak+p);
(1,6), (v —ak + pn), (=& +1f +v — ak +p),
(=¢—C—n+A+v—ak+p);

X 314 Sx M. (57)

Remark 2. Following are the special cases of results discussed above.
(i) The formulas obtained reduce to formulas for Saigo’s fractional differential operators (18) and

(19) for ¢ = 0;
(ii) By substituting § = —¢ in Saigo’s fractional differential operators, we obtain the formulas for
Riemann—Liouville fractional differential operators (22) and (23).

4. Lavoie-Trottier Integral Formulas Involving Product of Srivastava’s Polynomials
and Extended Wright Function

In this section, we develop two extended integral formulas, involving the product of
Srivastava polynomial (1) and extended Wright function (2).

Theorem 5. For ¢, é,r],ﬁ, A, @ € C, Re(e) > 0,Re(w) > 0and y > 0, the following formula

holds true
/<><> <)

cx(e- ) (3 TR B g,

k=0

<

(@,1), (w +k,1); ] (58)

) 24]3{ (1), (T,¢), (e +w+k1); °

162



Fractal Fract. 2022, 6, 93

Proof. By using (1) and (2) in left hand side of (58) and denoting it by §. After some

simplification, we obtain

[’?] 00 1
H= Z devZ()lfw)n s

k=0 n=0

2e—1 w+k+n
/ ]/ 2(w+k+n)— (1 7 %) <1 7 %) dy.

Now, applying the integral Formula (24) to (59), we obtain

=3 (—kC')deE,kvk ﬁ @ (@)n U"

= K = (e)ul(gn+1)n

2\*T(e)I(w +k+n)
* <§) Tle+tw+k+n)’

which further implies

2¢ [ﬁ
_(2 T(e)r d dk
H= <3> w = Gck
i IN@+n)T(w+k+n) o
S T(e+n)[(t+gn)l(e+w+k+n)n!

Now, by using definition (7), we arrive at the proof of the theorem. [

(59)

(60)

(61)

Theorem 6. For ¢, rf, n,7,A,@ € C, Re(e) > 0,Re(w) > 0andy > 0, the following formula

holds true

/01 Y1 — )2t (1 - %)2671 <1 - %)wilsf <vy <1 - %) (1- y)2>
d k

x Rz‘ff(”y( *%)(Py)z)dy: @)k% > (715!)%“"(7

k=0

@1, (c+h1)y 4
XZ%{ (1), (t,0), (e +w +k 1); ?}'

(62)

Proof. By using (1) and (2) in the left hand side of (62) and representing it by J. After some

simplification, we obtain

(4]
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Now, applying the integral Formula (24) to (63), we obtain

ol

] (*C) o0 n
A~k (@) v

G v 7

<k ok ,;) (e)nl(gn+ 1) n!

R)
Il

-
Il

y (g>2(6+k+n)r(w)r(€+k+n)
3

Tetotken (64)
which further implies
2\*T(@)T(e) & (—c)ar 4 0.k
J:(§> (@) kgo w Cerlg)
- (%)
X,gr(g+,f>(§:f§§?§f$?k+n> I 63)

Now, by using definition (7), we arrive at the proof of the theorem. [

In next corollaries, we discuss some special cases of extended Wright function.

Corollary 13. Assume that condition of Theorem 5 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (3), the Formula (58) reduces to the following form.

P (g 0] e t)owr)
o (-o(1- Do () TR B e

(@,1), (@ +k 1);
. 2%{ (&1),(1-¢ —¢) (e +w+k1); _v]'

(66)

Corollary 14. Assume that condition of Theorem 6 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (3), the Formula (62) reduces to the following form.

[ ()7 (- (ol o)

y M‘f”;l,g ( B vy( 3 %) (1 —y)2>dy _ (%)zgr(lf()(l;gg) kmo (7]:!)dec,k(%v)k

(@0,1), (e +k1); —40} (67)

x 2¢3|: (8’1)/ (1 -G _g)/ (€+w+k11)r T

Corollary 15. Assume that condition of Theorem 5 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (4), the Formula (58) reduces to the following form.
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/01 -y (1 B %>2H (1 B 9&7*15? (v <1 B %> e y)z>

2e
x F* ( —o(1— %)(1 - y)2> dy = (%) % (71:1)% Gest'

(@,1), (w +k 1);
XZ%[ (&1),(0,—¢), (e + w+k,1); _v}' (68)

Corollary 16. Assume that condition of Theorem 6 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (4), the Formula (62) reduces to the following form.

/01 v -yt (1 - %)26_1< - %)w_ls? (vy (1 - %) (1- y)z)
(i) () G E ey

(@,1), (e +k1); 4o
X2¢3{ (&1),(0,—¢), (e + w+k1); T}‘ (69)

%\%

Corollary 17. Assume that condition of Theorem 5 is fulfilled then using normalized Wright
Function (5), the Formula (58) reduces to the following form.

O (A W (I

2 2e [ii]
ng,T(vuf%)(lfy)Z)dy: (3) rex S

(w+k1);
: ””2[ (T,6), (e +w+k1); ”}' (70)

Corollary 18. Assume that condition of Theorem 6 is fulfilled then using normalized Wright
Function (5), the Formula (62) reduces to the following form.

/ Y1 — y)2e- 1<1 %>Ze—1< 7%)‘”715?<vy< ,%)(17%2)
X Re e (vy <1 - %) (1- y)z) dy = (%)Zer(e) kmo (*kc!)dk Gox <4§)k

(e +k1); 4v
(T,6), (e+w+k1); ?] (71)

X 192

5. Oberhettinger Integral Formulas Involving Product of Srivastava’s Polynomials and
Extended Wright Function

The Oberhettinger’s integral formulas involving the product of Srivastava’s Polynomi-
als (1) and extended Wright function (2) are established in this section.

1 _ F2¢)r'(x —¢)
/ vy Ny + b4 \/y? 4 2by) Xdy = 2xb~ X<z> Tixie) (72)
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where 0 < Re(¢) < Re(x).

Theorem 7. Fory >0, ¢, (f, 1,1,A,@ € C,0 < Re(¢p) < Re(x) the following formula holds true

Ty b+ [y? 426 *ng’( v )
Jo v (o

><R‘D'§< ‘ )dy
T\ (y+b+ 2+ 2by)
d
W, TEHT(E) (=0 o\
— pP—xpl—¢ P Z o dec,k g

o) = b

[ (@,1), (x +k+1,1), (x +¢+k1);
4| (e1), (1,0), (x + k1), (14 x+ ¢+ K 1);

0
E] . (73)

Proof. By using (1) and (2) in the left hand side of (73) and representing it by 4. After some
simplification, we obtain

I an

g 5@ v
Gor?' L (o Ten 1) n

n=0

/ y? Ny + b+ \/y2 + 2by) (kg (74)

Now, applying the integral Formula (27) to (74), we obtain

[% ~ .
. Z deck Z (@) ©

= = (e)ul(gn+1) n!

pTRAT(r= 9 +k+n) -

. b
B O G sy ey

which implies

oIS

- LT () & (—¢)ax k
= pPapl=¢ (@) X G (vb)

0

T(@+m)T(x+k+1+m)(x—p+k+n) (2)"
Fle+mI(t+en)I(1+x+¢+k+n) nl~

(76)

In accordance with definition (7), we arrive at the formula (73). [

Theorem 8. Fory >0, ¢,&,1,1i,A,@ € C0 < Re(¢) < Re(x) the following formula holds true

C Ny b4\ +2b -%s§< % )
Jo v e o

X R‘U’g< % )d
T\ (y+ b+ 2+ 2by) Y
(4] k
- LX) (e) 3= (—0)ax v
— pb—xpl-¢ Z - Gek >

o) [

(@,1), (x +k+1,1), (2¢ +2k,2); | v} 7

X“p“{ (e1),(1,6), (x + k1), (1 +x + ¢ +2k,2); 2
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Proof. By using (1) and (2) in the left hand side of (77) and representing it €. On some
simplification, we obtain

v

_ —Cdk~ & (@) "
¢=) Fi Cek? n; (e)uT(¢n + 1) n!

e ¢+k+n—1 b 2 2b —()(+k+n)d . 78
X/Oy (y+b+/y>+2by) y (78)

Now, applying the integral Formula (27) to (78), we obtain

v

(4] )
v (Oak ok (@) O"
€= kg) Fi Ok n; (e)uT(¢n + 1) n!

b><p+k+n (29 +2k+2n)T(x — )

—(x+k+n) (Y
X 2x +k+mb <2 T(l+x+¢+2k+an) @)
which implies
d
=g L= 9IT(e) & (—Cax vk
— pP—xpl=¢ b
e=r2 (@) k_;] o Cux(3)
T(@+ n)T(x +k+1+4n)T(2¢ + 2k +2n) (3)" (&0)

“T(e+mI(t+cn)l(chi+k+mI(1+x+¢+2kk+2n) nl
In accordance with definition (7), we arrive at the formula (77). [

In the following corollaries, we present some special cases involving the extended
Wright function.

Corollary 19. Assume that condition of Theorem 7 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (3), the Formula (73) reduces to the following form.

Ty + b+ Jy2 +2b *XS"’< v )
/Oy (v Y2+ 2by) XS b+ )

x M@*

-0
d
’g’l’g((y +b+ Vi +2by)> !

14

o1 oT2PT(e) & (—¢) ¢
= pporg-e T Jy C,dec,kG)

(@) = K b
(@,1), (x +k+1L,1),(x +¢p+k1); —v
XS""“{ (61),(1-¢—c), (x+k1),A+x+¢+k1); b | @1)

Corollary 20. Assume that condition of Theorem 8 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (3), the Formula (77) reduces to the following form.
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Ny b+ Jy2+2b *Xsd( % >
/Oy (y Y2+ 2by) XS bty

@,e

oy
d
el < (+b+ V2t Zby)) !

o T =) (=) 2\*
— pt—xo1—¢ o) kzzo k!dkcak<§>

X M

(@,1), (x +k+1,1), (2¢ + 2k, 2); —v
”“’4{ (e1),(1— ¢ —c), (x+ k1), (1+x+ ¢ +2,2); 2 ] ®2

Corollary 21. Assume that condition of Theorem 7 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (4), the Formula (73) reduces to the following form.

Ty b2+ 2 *Xsd< ¢ )
/0 vy Y2+ 2by) 1S bt o)

@,€

—0
x F& d
g((y+b+\/y2+2by)> v

e TEHT(E) (=0 %
— pxol—¢ (@) k;) k!dkcc,k<g>

(@,1), (x +k+1,1),(x +¢p+k1); —v
X3"’4{ (1),(0,—¢), (x + k1), 1+ x +p+k1); b ] (83)

Corollary 22. Assume that condition of Theorem 8 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (4), the Formula (77) reduces to the following form.

Z Ny +b+1/v? +2b *X5d< % )
/Oy (v Y2+ 2by) XS (bt 2by)

@,e

x F% ( —% >dy
“\(y+b+/y?+2by)

i T = 9T & (=0 %
— ptxol—¢ o kg k!deC,k<§>

" { (@,1), (x +k+1,1), (2¢ + 2k,2); —v]
Wi (6,1),(0,—¢), (x+ k1), (1+x + ¢ +26,2); 2

(84)

Corollary 23. Assume that condition of Theorem 7 is fulfilled then using generalized Wright-type
Function (5), the Formula (73) reduces to the following form.

Tyl b2+ 2 *Xsd< ¢ )
./Oy (v y? + 2by) \yrot Voo

—0
X Re ¢ d
o ((y+b+\/y2+2by)> v
(4]

k
= b‘l’*)(zlftpr(zq)) E (_kc')dk Gﬂ[}((%)
k=0 :

(x+k+1,1),(x +¢+k1); —v
Xm{ (T,0), (x +k1), A +x+¢+k1); b } (85)
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Corollary 24. Assume that condition of Theorem 8 is fulfilled then using normalized Wright
Function (5), the Formula (77) reduces to the following form.

Ty b Jy2 4 2b *Xsd< L )
/Oy (y y? + 2by) \yros Voo

X R, ( vy )d
ot (y+b+ y*+2by) 4
4 k
=W — ) ) ( kc!)dk Cox <g>

(x +k+1,1), (2¢ + 2k, 2); v}' (86)

Xz"“{ (T,0), (X +k1), A+ x +¢+2k2); 2

6. Conclusions

The present study is based on a well-known technique to explore certain general for-
mulae involving special functions by skilfully utilizing the different integral and differential
operators. In this article, we established new integral and differential formulas involving
the product of Srivastava’s polynomial and extended Wright function. The main conse-
quences are presented in terms of Fox-Wright hypergeometric function. Unified integral
representations of some of its special cases are also derived. The extended Wright function
is related to Mittag—Leffler function (9), Meijer G-function (10) and Fox H-function (11),
therefore all obtained results can be expressed in the form of these functions as well. More-
over, the general class of polynomials gives many known classical orthogonal polynomials
as special cases for given suitable values for the coefficient G . The Hermite, Laguerre,
Jacobi, and Konhauser polynomials are only a few examples. In continuation of this study,
one can obtain the integral representation of more generalized special functions that have
applicability in physics and engineering sciences.
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Abstract: This paper re-investigates the mathematical transport model of chlorine used as a water
treatment model, when a variable order partial derivative is incorporated for describing the chlorine
transport system. This model was introduced in the literature and governed by a fractional partial
differential equation (FPDE) with prescribed boundary conditions. The obtained solution in the
literature was based on implementing the Laplace transform (LT) combined with the method of
residues and expressed in terms of regular exponential functions. However, the present analysis
avoids such a method of residues, and thus a new analytical solution is introduced in this paper via
Mittag-Leffler functions. Therefore, an effective approach is developed in this paper to solve the
chlorine transport model with non-integer order derivative. In addition, our results are compared
with several studies in the literature in case of integer-order derivative and the differences in results
are explained.

Keywords: fractional partial differential equation; Mittag-Leffler function; boundary value problem;
separation of variables; Laplace transform

1. Introduction

Water sciences is a growing field of research. The quality of water can be enhanced
through suitable values of injection and maintaining residual chlorine in a network not by
reducing chlorine. In industrial sciences, chlorine decay is not much more than that in the
use of water networks operation and water quality control. This procedure is widely used
in most countries to ensure the disinfection capacity of distributed water [1,2]. Therefore,
the study of chlorine decay is of great importance due to its wide applications in engineering
and industrial sciences [3]. Biswas et al. [4] formulated the standard model of chlorine
transport in pipes. In addition, the standard model [4] (with integer-order derivative)
has been re-analyzed utilizing different approximate methods [5,6]. Later, the author [7]
generalized the standard model [4] by means of fractional calculus (FC). The dimensionless
generalized model is governed by FPDE [7]:

Ap 9 (1ou
Cpw 209 (297 _
gDfu(x,r) = b <r E)r) Aqu, «a€(0,1], 1
where « is the order of the fractional derivative in Caputo sense gDﬁu(x, r) = —giﬁ‘ and

u = u(x,r) is the chlorine concentration [7]. The model is subjected to the following
boundary conditions (BCs) [7]:
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u(0,r) =1, 0<r<i, 2)
o)

- — <x <

aru(x,O) 0, 0<x<1, 3)
%u(x,l) + Ayu(x,1) =0, 0<x<1. 4)

Details of the parameters were addressed by the authors [4-7]. Asa — 1, i.e., for
classical partial derivative with respect to x, Biswas et al. [4], Yeh et al. [5], and Mahrous [6]
obtained three different approximate solutions for the system (1)-(4). For a € (0,1],
the exact solution of the current model has been recently obtained in Ref. [7] through
implementing the LT combined with the method of residues to determine the inverse LT of
some expressions. However, our analysis avoids such a method of residues, and hence the
inverse LT can be directly calculated in terms of the Mittag-Leffler functions. Moreover,
useful and recent studies on the chlorine decay models are listed in Refs. [8-15]. Therefore,
an effective approach is to be developed in this paper to resolve the Equations (1)-(4).
The suggested approach is mainly based on the separation of variables method (SOV)
combined with the LT. The SOV technique is used to convert the PDE (1) to a couple of
ODEs via auxiliary parameter.

The LT method was widely applied to solve various models in physics and engineering
such as diffusions process [16], fluid flow suspended with carbon-nanotubes [17], singu-
lar boundary value problems with applications [18,19], and the magnetohydrodynamics
(MHD) convection over a flat plate [20]. In addition, the LT was successfully implemented
to treat the Ambartsumian’s model of interstellar brightness [21] (with ordinary derivative)
and also in view of FC in Ref. [22]. Moreover, Handibag and Karande [23] applied the
Laplace substitution method for solving PDEs involving mixed partial derivatives, while
in Ref. [24], the same authors extended their idea to solve linear and nonlinear PDEs
of nth order. In addition, the LT has been implemented to deal with a set of differential
equations [25]. Additionally, the double LT was used by Dhunde and Waghmare [26] to
solve nonlinear PDEs while the volterra integro-differential equations has been analyzed
utilizing the triple LT by Mousa and Elzaki [27]. Very recently, Zhang and Nadeem [28]
solved a set of nonlinear time-fractional differential equations by means of the LT. Besides,
the solution in terms of the Mittag-Leffler functions for a class of first-order fractional initial
value problems, using the LT, was introduced very recently by Ebaid and Al-Jeaid [29],
while the geometric properties of the Mittag-Leffler functions were addressed by Srivastava
et al. [30].

Therefore, the objective of this paper is to obtain the exact solution of the system (1)—(4)
via the LT in a different and easier way than that one followed by Mahrous [7]. It will be
shown that the present exact solution is of different physical meaning when compared
with the corresponding results in Ref. [7]. Besides, the results will be discussed and
interpreted. Finally, several comparisons are to be performed, and the differences in results
will be explained.

2. The SOV Method
Based on the SOV method, we assume that

u(x,r) = G(x)P(r). ®)
Substituting (5) into (1) yields
1 C e A1 _ 1 d dl[](l’)
Az VR TR S g ar (V dr ) ©
and accordingly we can write
1 cpe Ay 1 (dp()  1dy(n) _
Ao P80+ 3 =t (T ) v
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where y is an auxiliary parameter. From (7), we have the following FODE for &(x):

1 Cpru Ay _
Aot(x) oDxff(x)JrA*O = (8)

and the ODE for ¢ (r):

1 <d2¢(r) 1 d¢(r)> o ©)

dr? rodr

¥(r)

Following Biswas et al. [4], the equality y = —AZ (A > 0) is used, hence, Equation (8)
converts to

SDYE(x) + (A1 T AOAZ)C(x) —0. (10)

Additionally, Equation (9) becomes

d2p(r) | 1dy(r)
dr? rodr

+ A2p(r) = 0. 11)

From the BC (3) and Equation (5), we obtain

dp(0) _
= 0. (12)
Additionally, the BC (4) and Equation (5) lead to
dy(1
W) L (1) = 0. (13)

dr

The solutions of Equations (10) and (11) will be provided in the following sections.

2.1. Solution of &(x)
Applying the LT on Equation (10) gives

$E(s) = s*12(0) + (A1 + 4027)E(s) =0, (14)
where (s) is the LT of &(x). Solving Equation (14) for &(s), we obtain

(o)

i(s) = ST (A £ AghD)” (15)
Applying the inverse LT on Equation (15) yields
stx—l
e =0 (5 ) a6
and hence
8(x) = S(0)Ex(— (A1 + AA?)x"), a7)

where E,(+) is the Mittage-Leffler function of one parameter, where the equality ([22-29])
E*1< a— ) = x7"1Ey, (—w?x®), Re(s) > \w2|% is applied to obtain Equation (17) when

58+ w?

v =1and w? = A; + ApA%.
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2.2. Solution of y(r)
The solution of Equation (11) is

¥(r) = 01Jo(Ar) +82Yo(r), (18)

where §; and J, are unknown constants. Besides, Jo(-) and Yy(-) are Bessel functions.
The physics of the present model require that u(x, ) must be bounded at » = 0. This
implies that () must also be bounded at » = 0, which leads to §, = 0, where Y{(r) — oo
as r — 0. Therefore, Equation (18) becomes

P(r) = 01Jo(Ar). (19)
Implementing the property Jj(Ar) = —AJ;(Ar), we have
WO — —sann, 0)
and hence 10(0
% = —61AJ1(0) = 0. 1)

Accordingly, the BC (12) is automatically satisfied since J;(0) = 0. Applying the
BC (13) yields

WL Anp(1) = 61(-AR () + Aafo(A) = 0. @2)

Under the condition d; # 0, Equation (22) yields
AzJo(A) = A(A) = 0. (23)

It should be noted here that Equation (23) has an infinite number of roots A,, so we
can write
AzJo(An) — AuJ1(An) = 0. (24)

3. The Exact Solution u(x, )
Substituting Equations (17) and (19) into Equation (5), we obtain u(x, r) in the form:
u(x,r) = E(0)01Jo(Ar)Ea (—(A1 + ApAD)x"), (25)

or
u(x,r) = cJo(Ar)Ey <7(A1 + Ao/\z)x"‘), (26)

where ¢ = §(0)d;. Since Equation (24) has an infinite number of roots, then Equation (26) is
given by the series:

u(er) = Y oulo(har) e~ (A1 + Aa2)xt). @)
n=1

Applying the BC (2) on Equation (27) gives

1= i 0aJo(Anr), where E,(0)=1Va € (0,1]. (28)

n=1

Following Biswas et al. [4], we find that

_ 2]1(/\)1)
An(JE(An) + 2 (An))

o (29)
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Substituting (29) into (27) leads to

_zzh An)Jo(Anr)Ea(=(A1 + AgA7)x")

(30)
An (I3 (An) + I (An))
Equation (24) implies A, = )‘"]EA(:’\;‘) , hence, Equation (30) is expressed as
= Auft(An)Jo(Anr) Ea (= (A1 + AoA7)x")
. 31
u( ; (AZ+A2)2(An) G
As a — 1, Equation (31) reduces to
Anfs(An) Jo(Ant) Ex (= (A1 + AAf)x)
x,r)—ZZ CEsar , (2)
and therefore
AuJi(An) Jo(Anr)e” (At Aot
=2 Z (A3 +A2)J2(An) ’ 3

which is identical to the solution obtained by Biswas et al. [4] for the chlorine decay model
with classical x-partial derivative.

4. The Cup-Mixing Average Concentration

Following Biswas et al. [4], we define the dimensionless cup-mixing average concen-
tration as

1
lay = 2 / u(x, r) rdr. (34)
0

Substituting (31) into (34), yields

& MJi(An)Ea(— (A1 4 AgA2)x®) 1
D D e R ALCC L ©5)
or )
> ] )\n 2\ ..
=4 Z @ +1A%)]07( )Ea(_(Al 1 AgA2)x ) (36)

where the integral property fo rJo(Anr)dr = %;r)

use of Ay = A}'J(‘)(\f’)’), then

is used. From Equation (24) and making

_ - o 2\ &
v =4 Y 5 A2+/\,21)E( (A1 + ApAZ)at ). 37)

As « — 1, Equation (37) becomes

ad A2 2
Uy =4y — 22 o (ArtAod)x (38)
vt )

which agrees with the corresponding result in Ref. [4].

4.1. Ay — oo (The Pipe Walls Act as a Perfect Sink)

If the pipe walls act as a perfect sink, i.e.,, Ay — oo [4], then u,y is obtained from
Equation (37) by
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=41 — (A1 + AgAR)x") |, 39
Uav Zlglw(,g A2+)\%) < ( 1+ A n)x )) (39)
which gives
2 4
tay = Y Ex(—(A1+ A0A2)x"), (40)
n=1"n

where A,;’s are the roots of Jo(A,) = 0. As &« — 1, Equation (40) reduces to

2 4
gy = ), spe (T, @1

n=1""1n

which is the same result obtained in Ref. [4]. It may be important here to refer to that
the series (39-41) are convergent for all positive values of the parameters Ay and A;.
Such a point can be explained as follows. In Ref. [31] (see p. 9), it was mentioned that
0 < Ex(—Q) < 1for QO > 0. Since the physical parameters Ay and Ay, in addition to
the roots A, are always positive, then 0 < E,(—Q) = Eq(— (A7 + AgA2)x*) < 1 where
Q = (A1 +ApA2)x® > 0V x € [0,1],& € (0,1]. Accordingly, we have from (39), (40)
that |uay| < Yoq /{%. To check the convergence of the series } ;" ; )C%, let ¢, = %, then

limy—co n+1

<1, where A, < A,11Vn > 1. Similar proof can be easily

= limy, e )\
n+1

shown for the series (41) and also for (37) and (38). Hence, the series (37—41) are convergent
by the ratio test for all positive values of the parameters A;, i =0, 1,2.

4.2. Ay — 0 (No Chlorine Consumption Takes Place at the Walls)

If Ay — 0 (the pipe walls are inert and no chlorine consumption takes place at the
walls), then Equation (24) leads to A, = 0 or J;(A,;) = 0. The case J;(A,) = 0 implies that
0 = 0 (from Equation (29)), hence, trivial solution u(x, r) = 0 is obtained. The case A, = 0
transforms Equation (26) into the simple expression:

u(x,r) = cEy(—A1x%). (42)
Applying the BC (2) on Equation (40) gives ¢ = 1 and hence,
u(x,r) = Ex(—Apx"). (43)
According to (34), we obtain
1
lay :2/0 Ea(—A1x®) rdr = Eq(—Ayx®). (44)
As a — 1, Equation (44) yields
gy = e M, (45)
which is the same expression obtained by Biswas et al. [4].

5. Results & Discussion

In this section, comparisons between the present results, as &« — 1 (classical chlorine
decay), and the corresponding ones in Refs. [4-6] are performed. Additionally, the com-
parisons between the present results and those obtained by Mahrous [7] are introduced
for a € (0,1] (fractional chlorine decay). In addition, the effect of the order of fractional
derivative a on the variation of the cup-mixing average concentration 1,y is discussed.
Before doing so, we must have a clear picture about the nature of the roots of Equation (24).
Here, the function ¢(A):

P(A) = AzJo(A) = AJ1(A) =0, (46)
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is supposed to facilitate the discussion.

5.1. Behavior of p(A)

Behavior of ¢(A) is depicted in Figures 1-5 at various values of A;. It is verified in all
figures that there is an infinite number of roots. However, the roots are nearly identical for
small A, € [0,1) (Figure 1), except the first root. The thin curve (black, dashed) represents
the function ¢p(A) = —AJ;(A) (A = 0). For Ay € [1,10), it can be conducted from Figure 2
that the roots, after the first seven ones, have approximately the same values. From Figure 3,
it can be seen that the first two roots are nearly identical for A, € [10,50), the rest of roots
are different. For relatively higher values of A, € [50,100) (Figure 4) and A, € [100, 1000)
(Figure 5), the roots are nearly identical as shown from Figures 4 and 5. Although an
infinite number of roots exist for the equation ¢(A) = 0, Biswas et al. [4] considered certain
approximate analytic formulas, using fitting data, for only the first three roots A1, A, and
A3 when deriving their results. Moreover, Yeh et al. [5] obtained an approximate formula
for the first root and then they established their results. Furthermore, Mahrous [6] derived
the first two roots and gave approximate analytic forms and then compared his results with
Biswas et al. [4] and Yeh et al. [5]. In Table 1, the numeric values of the first three roots A4,
Az and A3 of Equation (24) are listed.

Figure 1. Behavior of ¢(A) vs. A in the range 0 < A, < 1. The thin curve (black, dashed) represents
the function ¢p(A) = —AJ1(A) (A = 0).

) — 4l

Figure 2. Behavior of ¢(A) vs. A in the range 1 < A, < 10.
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Q)

Figure 3. Behavior of ¢(A) vs. A in the range 10 < A, < 50.

P

Figure 4. Behavior of ¢(A) vs. A in the range 50 < A, < 100.

)

Figure 5. Behavior of ¢(A) vs. A in the range 100 < A, < 1000.
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Table 1. The numerical values of A1, Ay, and A3 of Equation (24) at different values of Aj.

Az M Az As
0.01 0.14125 3.83431 7.01701
0.1 0.44168 3.85771 7.02983
0.2 0.61698 3.88351 7.04403
0.5 0.94077 3.95937 7.08638
1 1.25578 4.07948 7.15580
2 1.59945 4.29096 7.28839
5 1.98981 4.71314 7.61771
10 2.17950 5.03321 7.95688
50 2.35724 5.41120 8.48399
100 2.38090 5.46521 8.56783

5.2. Experimental Values of Ay (Wall Decay Rate)

Yeh et al. [5] mentioned that the values of A; are smaller than 0.1 according to the
experimental studies for chlorine decay. Therefore, the comparison between the present
results and those in the relevant literature are performed taking into account such experi-
mental considerations, i.e., A, < 0.1. For this reason, Yeh et al. [5] considered only the first

root A; of Equation (24) and they obtained approximate expression A; = %, Such Aq
was obtained by Biswas et al. [4] as A; = 1.29861(A;)%477433, while Mahrous [6] derived

A= \/ 2 (2 + Ay —\/4+ A%) The comparison between the present numerical values for

A1, against Ay, and the above approaches is displayed in Figure 6. It is concluded from this
figure that the values of Ref. [6] are the best when compared with the true numerical ones
using Wolfram MATHEMATICA 12.

A
r | | | |
I | | | |
L2 --=---- ToT T [ [ =
I I I I
[ | | | |
16—------ i - — — — — — g [ L
F I I I I
| | |
I | | |
O.ST******T**** (it ol B Biswas et al. (1994)]~
| | | |
[ | | [ — I
o6k [ N Yeh et al. (2008) -
r | | | |
! ! || — Mahrous (2021) |
[ | | | |
04--f-—-7-----—+ [ o -
| | || — Present |
L | | | |
02Hf------ - - - ———— = S |- - - - =
I I I I I
| | | | |
| | | | L 4,
02 04 0'6 0'8 10

Figure 6. Comparisons between the present numerical and the published approximate values of the
first root Ay vs. Ap [4-6].

5.3. Comparisons as « — 1 (Classical Chlorine Decay)

In the case of « — 1, Biswas et al. [4] deduced the following approximation:

C—Alx

T, €=24416AgA; — 0.1559A¢A3,
1+e€

0.01 < A, < 10, (47)

Uay =
as a consequence of the regression technique. In addition, Yeh et al. [5] showed that the 1,y
can be approximated as

Uay = <1+

0< A, <01 (48)

2y (e )
4424, + A2 !
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In addition, accurate approximate solution was obtained by Mahrous [6] in the form

2 Ap+AgAZ)x

—(

e

”av:4A%Zﬁ, Ap = 2<2+A2:F\/4+A%>/ 0<A<1. (49
)\n(Aer)\n)

n=1

In Figures 7-9, the present 1, (given in Equation (38)) is displayed versus A; (water
decay rate), at the outlet x = 1 of a pipe, and compared with the above different approxi-
mations. The first three roots listed in Table 1 are used to conduct our results. For a fixed
radial diffusivity value Ay = 1.4, the comparisons are performed for A, = 0.01 (Figure 7),
Aj = 0.1 (Figure 8), and A, = 0.5 (Figure 9). It can be seen from Figures 7 and 8 that our
results coincide with the published ones by Biswas et al. [4], Yeh et al. [5], and Mahrous [6].
However, the current results agree only with Mahrous [6] in Figure 9 when A, is slightly
increased (A, = 0.5). This is because the value A, = 0.5 lies outside the range of validity
addressed by Yeh et al. [5] (0 < Ay < 0.1). Although A, = 0.5 lies inside the range of
validity conducted by Biswas et al. [4] (0.01 < A, < 10), their estimated expression for the
uay deviate from our results and those of Mahrous [6]. Probably, the fitting data used by
Biswas et al. [4] needs revisions in this case.

Biswas et al. (1994)
Yeh et al. (2008)

Mahrous (2021)

Present
T
T 1 _____ — o ___ n
| |
| |
| |
| |
F----\ e t---- == —---=-=- +
| |
| |
| |
L | A
8 o

Figure 7. Comparisons between the present cup-mixing average concentration i,y and the corre-
sponding ones in literature as « — 1 when Ay = 1.4 and A, = 0.01 [4-6].

Uy

Biswas et al. (1994)

|
I
|
|
Yeh et al. (2008) i
|
Mahrous (2021) ||
|
Present !
n
T |
I I
| |
I I
I I
T - - - - - = - === == T
I I
| |
| |
I I

L | A

8 o

Figure 8. Comparisons between the present cup-mixing average concentration i,y and the corre-
sponding ones in literature as « — 1 when Ag = 1.4 and A, = 0.1 [4-6].
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Biswas et al. (1994

Yeh et al. (2008)

|
|
|
|
|
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|
Mabhrous (2021) :
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| |
| |
| |
| |
*************** [
| |
| |
| |
| |
I !
8 1o 4,

Figure 9. Comparisons between the present cup-mixing average concentration i,y and the corre-
sponding ones in literature as « — 1 when Ay = 1.4 and A, = 0.5 [4-6].

5.4. Comparisons for « € (0,1] (Fractional Chlorine Decay)

In this section, the behavior of the present cup-mixing average concentration uy in
the FC, given in Equation (37) and the the corresponding one in Ref. [7] are declared.
For fractional chlorine decay, i.e., « € (0,1], Mahrous [7] obtained the following exact
solution for the ,y:

B (A — LA 3 Aig —Ar—Ag) ! x

Uay = Eq(—A1x") ae +4,;A%(A%+)\%)E( ), (50)

For fixed ® = 1/2 and Ay = 1.4, the comparisons between the two approaches in
the FC are displayed through Figures 10-12 for the u,, at A, = 0.01 (Figure 10), A, = 0.1
(Figure 11), and A, = 0.5 (Figure 12). Here, it may be important to mention to that both
of our approach and Ref. [7] use the same numeric values of the three roots in Table 1.
However, a big difference in the behavior of u,y is detected. In all figures, the present 1,y
decreases with increasing A, in the whole domain, while the behavior of corresponding
one in Ref. [7] is completely different. In addition, the u,y in Ref. [7] becomes negative in
sub-domains of Aj, namely at the beginning. Moreover, the effect of & on the variation of
U,y can be interpreted. Our curves in Figures 10-12 (black) at « = 1/2 are always lower
than those of Figures 7-9 (black) as « — 1. So, the 1,y in the FC is of less amount than in
classical calculus. As a final note on the comparisons made above, the present analysis
agrees with the physical requirements of the problem, where the present u,, is always
positive, i.e, unlike the negativity in Ref. [7]. In conclusion, the current analysis gives a
clear picture and accurate solution of the chlorine decay in the FC.
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Figure 10. Comparisons between the present cup-mixing average concentration i,y and the corre-
sponding ones in Mahrous [7] at & = % (fractional chlorine decay), Ayg = 1.4, and A, = 0.01.

Uqy

=== Mabhrous (2021)

Present

Figure 11. Comparisons between the present cup-mixing average concentration 5y and the corre-
sponding ones in Mahrous [7] at & = % (fractional chlorine decay), Ag = 1.4, and A, = 0.1.

== Mahrous (2021)} -

— Present

Figure 12. Comparisons between the present cup-mixing average concentration u,y and the corre-
sponding ones in Mahrous [7] at & = % (fractional chlorine decay), Ag = 1.4, and A, = 0.5.
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6. Conclusions

The transport model of the chlorine concentration decay in the FC was investigated.
The SOV method combined with the LT were applied to solve the current model. The di-
mensionless cup-mixing average concentration was obtained in closed form in terms of the
Mittag-Leffler function. It was declared that the results reduce to the standard ones in the
literature as the fractional order « tends to one. The obtained results were compared with
several studies in the literature, and the difference in results is explained and interpreted
in detail. In view of these comparisons, it can be concluded that the present analysis was
effective to giving a clear picture and accurate solution for the chlorine transport model in
the FC when compared with the previous solution in [7] for the same model.
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1. Introduction

Fractional calculus is a branch of mathematics that investigates the possibility of
using a real or even a complex number as a differential and integral operator order. This
theory has gained significant prominence in recent decades due to its wide applications
in mathematical sciences. Samraiz et al. [1,2] explored some new fractional operators
and their applications in mathematical physics. Tarasov [3] and Mainardi [4] explained,
in detail, the history and applications of fractional calculus in mathematical economics
and finance. The reader might also explore the literature [5-10] for further information on
fractional calculus.

Convexity theory has a long history and has been the subject of significant research
for more than a century. Many researchers have been interested in the various speculations,
variants, and augmentations of convexity theory see, e.g., the books [11,12] and the arti-
cles [13,14]. This idea has aided the advancement of the concept of inequality prominently.
Wu et al. [15] presented the Hermite-Hadamard inequalities for R-LFI, and Khan et al. [16]
explored the inequalities by involving Green’s function. This theory has been widely
studied by various researchers [17-20].

Hermite (1822-1901) sent a letter to the journal Mathesis. An extract from that letter
was published in Mathesis 3 (1883, p. 82). This inequality asserts that for a convex (concave)
function f, we can write

B1+ P2 1
F( 2 > S(z)ﬁlfﬁz

B2
/r(T)dTS (Z)F(ﬁl)+F(;BZ)
B

2
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Definition 1 ([11]). A function [ : I — R is said to be convex (concave) on I convex subset of R
if the inequality

Fvpr+ (1 —v)B2) < (Z)vF (B1) + (1 —v)F (B2)
holds forall 0 <v < 1land Bq,B2 € L.

Definition 2 ([16]). The left-sided and right-sided RL fractional integrals I§+,L and I°_ I of order
1 2
0 > 0on a finite interval [81, 0] are defined by

4

0 S
185 () = r(@ﬂ/(g W W, ¢ > by,
1
and .
2
@ _ b — )l
)= 1y [w=o Wy, ¢ <o,

13
respectively. The symbol T'(g) represents the usual Euler’s gamma function of ¢ defined by

I'(0) = /.v"_le_vdv. 1)
0

Definition 3 ([15]). The k-fractional integrals of order ¢ with x > 0 and & > 0 are defined as

(9
1 ' [
19°F (o) [le=nitFway, ¢> o,
2]

T (o)
and
17
oK _ i
5O = /( OF U ()dv, ¢ < 0,

where T'c(0) represents the x-gamma function of o defined by Diaz et al. in [21] with the following
integral representation

T'c(0) :/vg_le%%dv.
0
It is to be noted that x = 1 gives the classical gamma function given in (1).

The Abel-Gontscharoff polynomial and theorem for the ‘two-point right focal” problem
are referenced in [16]. The Abel-Gontscharoff interpolating polynomial for the ‘two-point’
problem can be stated as

)3
F(&) =1 (#) + (s~ o) () + [ Gle,v)F " (v)dv, @
L4

where G(g, v) is Green’s function for the two-point right focal problem.
Mehmood et al. in [22] introduced the following four functions by keeping Abel-
Gontscharoff Green’s function for the two-point right focal problem

_f - <v<y,
Gl(er) _{ 1917XrX§U§192v (3)

186



Fractal Fract. 2022, 6, 126

_Jx—hth<v<y

G(X/v)f{v 192,X<U<l92 (4)
fx—-%, % <v<y,

GS(XrU) - { v 7191’)( <v< 192_ (5)

_f —v, % <v<y,
G4(X,U) _{ 1927X,X§U§192. (6)

Sarikaya et al. established in [20] the right and left R-LFI of the following Hermite-
Hadamard type inequality.

Theorem 1. Let | : [81,92] — R be a positive function with 0 < ¢y < Sy and | € L[y, B).
If F is convex function on [0y, 02|, then the following inequalities for fractional integrals hold:

(B8 < D (o) TS

with ¢ > 0.

The motivation behind this study is to explore the Hermite-Hadamard inequalities
using Green’s functions presented above together with Abel-Gontscharoff interpolating
polynomial corresponding to the choice n = 2.

2. Main Results

In this section, we establish Hermite-Hadamard inequalities for left generalized
fractional integral via Abel-Gontscharoff Green’s function for the two-point right focal
problem (3).

Theorem 2. Let F be a twice differentiable and convex function on [91, 0] that satisfying the
relation given in (2). Then, the double inequality

r 9191+K192 < rK(Q+K)D IsfF(ﬂZ) < QF(I%)—"_KF(&Z) (8)
Qt+x (B2 —1)x ™ et

holds, where g,k > 0.

Proof. By making a substitution ¢ = % in an Abel-Gontscharoff polynomial for the
two-point right focal problem interpolating the polynomial presented by (2), we obtain

F<Qﬂ;izﬂ2> _ F(ﬂ1)+ <K(122_:Kﬂ1)>/:/(192)

ngl"'KﬁZ ”
+/ ( pE ,v)F (v)dv. )

0
Multiplying both sides of (2) by % and integrating with respect to ¢, we obtain
&)

9 9y
70/ 0= Q) ¥ F ()de = %(/wz —0)F 1 (00)de
%

9 0
+./ (62 =) e = 00" (@)ds + [ [ Gls,v)(02 ,g):—f—lp/(u)d@
% % %
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bl — )" 1L (9,) (8 — )5 1!
(192*‘91>§<9F<0l)<ﬁ2 hr ol +x)

9, 6,
+//G(€/U)(1927g e_

)x lf"(v)dudg>.
& &

This can also be written as

FK(Q+K) 0,k Kf,(ﬂZ)(ﬂZ_ﬂl)
7(ﬂz_ﬂl)grwfw> o)+

(0 +1)
9 9
+—2 [ [Glev)8 -0 1 (v)dude
K(8 — 191 P

Subtracting (10) from (9)

2]
r 0t + k0 (Q+K)Q wa) / G<Q191+Kl92,U)
etr ) (82— 00): s

0+xK
2
9 G 9 — %71d "oVd
7 | Glg,0)(82 —¢)* “dg | F"(v)dv
K(lﬁ’z—ﬁl)wl

Clearly,
0 2
o 2 0
J Glev) (82— 0)F Mg = Es (02— 0)F T — (92— )F ),
%
where P
cf@itxd R
o+x Hooh) ot <y < 9y
8, +x0,
If oy < v < Pl

then by utilizing (12) and (13), from (11), we obtain
G 7@91_““92,1) 770 /G G, V) (0 — )Q Ldc
Q+x (192 - 191 ?

(CEDIREICEIAL)
= 191 — U —

(8, — )% (@ + 1)
Now, let
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This proved that g is a decreasing function; therefore, we can write

G Qﬂl +K192,U _ /G v ﬂzig)%fldg S 0. (14)
0+« (1927191

If Qﬂé%&z < v < 1, then making use of (12) and (13), from (11), we obtain

o] [EALRa.EN : Feto 00t ac
0+ 192—191

x

KO =0) o (KZ((”Z—U)*“—(192—191)5+1>>

QFK k(8 —t)F CET)
k(% — ) K((ﬂz o) — (8, _01)%“)
T o+« (% — 0)% (0 +x)

k(= (82— 01)(82— 01)F — (8, — 0) T+ + (8, — 8)7+1)
(9 — 01) (0+x)
(- e o)
(8, — 81) (0 +K)

M <o0. (15)
(62— t1)* (0 +%)

Since F is convex, therefore /" (v) > 0 and by using (14) and (15) in (11), we obtain

p( st )  Tet ) joxp () (16)
Q+x (1927191)? 1

which is the left half inequality of (8).
Next, we prove the right half inequality of (8). For this purpose, we choose ¢ = ¢ in
Equation (2), and we obtain
o
F(82) = F(81) + (02— 00)F(82) + [ Glo2,0)F " (v)dv.
2]

Adding 2F (1) on both sides and then dividing by (£ + 1), we obtain

oF (01) +xF (82) k(% — ) F'(92)
Toorx T

22
K "
+ Q+K19/G(191,U)F (V)dv.  (17)
1

Subtracting (10) from (17), we have

OF (00) 41 (92) _ Tule+%) pox (o) _7<KG(192,U)

0+« (B —9)f Y PANEEE

- wqﬂe/G(g/v)(ﬂz—g)gldg> F" (v)do. (18)
2 —U1)*x
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Using the value of Green'’s function (¢; — v) for 9; < v < ¢, and Equation (12), we
can write

0FK k(0 —0)F oo +x)

k(% —v) K((§2*”)%+l*(ﬂ2*ﬂl)g+l)

orr (-0 (o+x)

(81— v) (02— 80)F — (82— 0) 1+ (6, — 0)11)
(02— &1)¥ (@ +x)

k(82— 0)(®2 = 81)F = (8, - v)i 1)

= . > 0. (19)

(02— 01)% (¢ +x)

Now, using the convexity of / and (18) in (19), we obtain

oF (81) +xF (B2)
otx (92— 1)~

L@ o (ay). (20)

Finally, by combining (16) and (20), we arrive at required result. [

The following remark proved the generalization of Theorem 2.

Remark 1. Substituting x = 1 in inequality (8), we find the following results presented in ([16],
Theorem 2.2).

e +82) _ Tle+1) o of (81) + 1 (%)
I8, F () < S~ 220
F( 0+1 ) (8 —81)° o/ (02) < o+1

In next result, we consider the absolute value of difference presented in (18) and
utilizing (19) along with additional conditions on /.

Theorem 3. Let | be a twice differentiable function on [0, 0] and o,k > 0. Then, we have the
following inequalities

(i) If|F"|is an increasing function, then

2
O () xF(8) _ Tulo+0) or, o | 1702 (%2 1)
Q 19+’L(l9) — 2 (21)
QK (62— d1)* (e +x)(e+2x)
(i) If |F"| is decreasing function, then
(0 O — 0 ?
of (81) +xF (82) _ Te(@+%) rox ex|r (o) (02— #1)
- Tl b (02)] < (22)
Qtx (82 —01)% 2(0 +x)(0 +2x)

(iii) If |F"| is a convex function, then

max (

o] < P @bl ])ox(en )

QF(I%) + KF(ﬂz) (Q + K) 19K
- 2(0+x)(0+ 2K)

et (B o)F O
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Proof. (i) From (18) and (19), we can write

F(01) +xF (9 Te(o+x
Q ( 1) ( 2) K(Q )Q 19+F(19)
Qtx (92— B1)
0y
s 0
< —/ (02 =) (82 — B1)*
(82— 81)% (@ +1) 4 (
— (9= ) ) (v)dv. (24)
Since (8, — ) (8, — v) — (8, — v) T} > O and |F | is an increasing function, this
implies
of (01) +xF (92)  Ti(o+x) ox
Q IoJrF( )
ot (92— 01)*
K‘/’”(Ysz ‘ 9 0 0
< —/ (82— v) (82 — 81)% — (9, — v)i 1) dv
(92— &1)¥ (g +%) § ( )

- K‘rﬁ(ﬂz)‘ <(192—191)£(l92—l91) (192—191)$+2)
(62— 1)% (0 +%) 2 g+ 2

| (o(e-))

2(0+x)(0+ 2x)

7

which is inequality (21).
(ii) Again, using (18) and (19) and by following the same procedure as in case (i), we obtain

K| enfe(e -0,
2(0+x)(0+ 2x)

otrK (02— 01)%

oF (91) +xF (82)  T(e+x)

(i) By wusing (21) and (22) and the fact that F” is bounded above by
max <‘f "(%) ‘, ‘,L "(9,) D being a convex function on the interval (191, 192> , we find

2
Kmax‘F”(ﬂl) , /7”(192)’9(192*191)
< .
= 2(0+x)(0+2K)

1

QF(191) +KF(192) FK(Q-FK) K (192)
0+xK (192_191)§ +

|

The following remark relates the above theorem with the published results in [16].

Remark 2. With a choice k = 1 in inequalities (21)—(23), we find the following results presented
in ([16], Theorem 2.3).

2

O ()1 (8) _ To+1) po | |F7(82)|o(82 - 91)
SR 2+ 1)(e+2)

2

O (B0) + F (%) _ T(e+1) 1o | 10002 - 1)
e+1 IO I 200+ (0+2) '

191
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max (|1 (00)], [ (82)] ) (6 — 012

oF (0) +F (%) T(e+1)
2(0+1)(e+2)

o+1 (9 — 1)

IgTF( h

Using Green’s function from (13) and some additional features on /-, we obtain the
following theorem.

Theorem 4. Let [ be a twice differentiable function on [0, 2] and o,x > 0. Then, the following
statements holds.
(i) If|F"| is an increasing function, then

9 9, r
() e
e (0 — 01)%

K(x) ¥ 3 (8, — " K
<Gt (1)

41 o
(@( 0+ 1) 51— 2(p) )) +\F”wz>](§)”2>.

21{(1{)%+1
(ii) If|F"| is a decreasing function, then
¢ ()
r oV + Kt o (Q+K)U 0+F(19)
etx (92— O~

K (i )£+3(ﬂ2*191) 1
= o+t *3(@+2K)<‘f @)

(Q(Q+K (Q)k‘*’l))+’F//<Ql91+m92>‘(g)f+z)'

ZK(K)%+1 0+x K
(iii) If |F"| is a convex function, then

K(K) 3 (8, — 9y)?

< q
(0 +x) (0 +2x)

F(Qﬂl +K192) Tr(e+x) ) 195 (8y)
N

X <max (F”(ﬂl)

(222

’

I—//(QI91 +K192) ) (Q((Q-&-@ﬁﬂ —Z(Q)ﬁﬂ))

0+x ;

2k (x)x 1
rea])(9)7)

’

192
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Proof. (i) By using (11)-(13), we can write

0B +xdy
0+K
s (5 T (52 O
f(Q 1K 2) K(Q+K)OI§’+KF(192): / G(Q 1+K 2,v>
ot (0 — B1)x f otx
1

k(02 — 191

% 81 + K0
/G 6,0)(82 —c)* ]dg> Flydo+ [ (G(‘“”2
gﬂl .+K02

0+K
—————— [ G, v) (%2 —¢)x dg | F"(v)dv
<w4v1%/ ¥ (v)
001 +Kdy
o+x
K / 241 1 _ (Q+K
- (82— 0)F 1 — (8, — 9)F+1 —
@+wmmﬁ<@l< )
127}
X (9 — 01)% (9 — U)>F”(U)dv + (82— U)ﬁﬂfl'(v)dv).
08y +xdy

0+K

This can also be written as

Ql91 + k0, FK(Q + K) 0,k
I 9,
‘ < Q-‘rK ) (1927191)0 19+F( 2)
007 +Kdy
K e §+1 §+1
et (] ) )
(0+m)(B2—01)c \

1)

v/

0191 +xy

(5 (o) ool
+

(o) o)

_ K o 001 + kb
K) (0 — ) * e+«

(o+

08 +xdy
o+ Q
K (F//(Qﬂ1+1<192> / (192—1;)?“
0
(0+1)(82 — 1) et g

)

(191 - u) dv

(192 B 1%) 242

—x(0)*

((eﬂ)i”

o] s 0) 7

+2 kK K
(0+2x) @+2¢ o+x 2(e+x)

)

k(@)=

(0+K)*2(g+2x)

193

)

(25)
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= k()5 +3(8) — 81)? ( r"
otx

(@+#)i (g +2x)

<Q<(Q+")$H ‘2(9)§+1)> +lron) <e>$+z>
X ) [ = .

2% (k) ¥ 1

(g191 +Kl92)

Part (ii) can be proved by the same procedure as above.
(iii) Since

f(QﬁlJFKﬁZ) : (%) jorxy (9,

otxK 9 — 8)% o
001 +xdy
K o g4
e ([
(@ +x) (02— B1)x 5

N (192 - 191> o (% + 1) (192 _ 191) ; (191 - v)) ‘F”(v)‘du
+ / 19sz 1F”(v)ulv).

by +xdy
0+K

Since every convex function / defined on an interval [0y, 0] is bounded above by
max{F (01), F (82)}. Therefore, we have

00 +x02\  Tx(e+x) ox
195 (9
F( o+x ) (192*191)0 0+F( ?

<; max "(91)|,
(e+x><oz—ﬂ1>i< (F“)

08 +xdy

F//(Qﬂ; i :192) D
oFK

< [ (=) = (m0) = ()

%
0
_ ? _ r 0V + b I

(192 19] 191 v )varmax( (7Q+K >, F (192)0

1553

X / (%, —v) Hdu)
w]+wz
+3 _
K( ) (% 191 max , F//(Qﬁl +Kl92>‘
(o) t3( Q+2K o+

+
o +x)F
i« it >)+mx(!f“<‘”’;i?2>

\f"w»\)(if’”),

which is the desired inequality. [

’

Remark 3. Let k = 1, and we obtain the following results presented in ([16], Theorem 2.5).
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The following theorem involves the change of variables in Theorem 4.

Theorem 5. Let [~ be a twice differentiable and |F"| be a convex function on [0, 82]. Then, the
inequality

F(Qﬁl +Kl92) _ FK(Q+K) IQ’KF(ﬁz)‘

OFK (B - 0)F

< emietn (1@l ((5) rme 2

(7(0%) + 170k + 12¢2) ) .

+ ‘F”(lm’ 0+2K

holds for any g, x > 0.

Proof. Equation (25) can be written as

(Q191 +K192> B I"K(Q—i-;c)G Ing(ﬂz)
0+x (0 —0)x &
08 +xby
K < o + K Q
_ / ALY
= 2 1
(@+x)(92— )% ﬂl((x>
X (81— ) = (82— v) ¥+ (8, — 81)F 1) ' (v)dv
%
-/ (192—v)$“F"(v)d">'

001 +xdy
o0+K

Lett € [0,1] and v = 9 + (1 — T)9,, then

Ql91+Kl92 B FK(Q+K) 0K
F( i ) o150 (62)

= K‘K,( 7K((§ +1) (%2 — 191)%(191 -1
1

41
—(1- T)192) - <z92 0 - (1 r)ﬂz) :
+ (0 — 191)§+1)F” (wl +(1- T)192) (191 - ﬁz)dT

_ /O (19271'1917(171')192>%+1F"<7191+(lfr)ﬁz)

x (191—192>d1')
_M<“<_“‘T)<i“>“) 26)
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Q
o0tk

X F ”<n91 +(1— 7)192> dt — / TRt p <T191 +(1— T)ﬁz)d”[’
1

o
0+K
+ / Ay 2 (1191 +(1— T)l?2>dT>

1
192 191 //
= w0 < / T+T T191+(1 T)l92)d

i
1

- / el (1'191 +(1- T)l?z)rh').

0

Taking the absolute on both sides and using the convexity of |F |, we obtain

A R
K — 2 ;
<G ([ (@)

_@_
0+K

x F"(T&1+(1—T)192>‘d7
!
+/r%+1

(e
x(r "(9)] + ( 7) "wz)\)dr
+/r%+1 (<|ron]+ (1-7) F“(ﬂz)()dr>

k(8 — 1) (|7 (00| (30+2x) ., | F"(8)|
(¢ +x) ( 6(q +x)? 6(0 + x)2

K F//(ﬂl)‘ F//(ﬂz)‘ )

r//(rﬂl +(1- T)l92) ‘dT)

0+ 3K * (0 +2x)(0 + 3x)

r ”(191)‘ (9(%2) +23g+12;<)

(82 —84)
= 6(+x)3(g+3x)
F”( )’(7(9 )+17g;<+12x2)>

0+2K

Hence, the proof is done. [
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Remark 4. By setting x = 1, we obtain the following result presented in ([16], Theorem 2.7).

0+ 0 T(o+1
'F(QQI+1 2) - (ﬁig_ﬁ ;ngw(wz)

(8, — %)?
~6(0+1)3(0+3)

(7(0%) + 170 +12)
ﬁ’ 0+2 ’

<‘r” (%) ‘(9(92) +230+12)
+ ‘F"(ﬁ

Theorem 6. Let [~ be a twice differentiable and |"| be a convex function on [0, 82]. Then, the
inequality

of (0) +xF (82)  Tylo+x) o
ot (ﬁz—ﬂl)gllﬁﬂﬁ)'

< K0(82 — 91)? <)F” ) ‘Jr)F// +5K)>

3(0+x)(0+3k) 2(0 + 2x)
holds for any ¢, x > 0.

Proof. From Equation (18), we can write

of (%) +xF(82)  Tiletx) o
Q+K (192_191)0 l9+’L(l9)

153 o
X

= 4(192_1911)(%@_‘_1() / ((192*17) (192*191);

— (8 — v)?+1)F (v)dv.

For 7 € [0,1], substituting v = t9%; + (1 — )%, we obtain

of (%) +KkF (82) _ Te(o+K) jox
0+x (ﬁz_ﬁl)g Lot (82)

1

C k(-8) (e a0\ .
m/((”z &) (92— 9)

— (T(82— 8y) ¥ ))p” (T191 +(1- T)z‘/‘z)dr,

~—

1

— )2

024_31 / T—T%H ”<ﬂ91+(1—1)192)dr. 27)
0

By using the convexity of ||, we obtain

QF(191)+KF(192) o rK(Q+K)Q Ing(ﬁz)
Q+K (1927191)? 1
1

< 19;;;91 20/ T—TfH ‘f”(rﬁl—l—(l—'r)ﬂz)’dr,
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020 (et (o + (1) 0 o
0

K(ﬁ _19) " Q
;+K1 <‘F (01)’<3(Q+3K)>

" (QZ + 5¢x)
+[r () (6(@ T 20)(0 +3K)>>

_ QK(ﬂZ - 191)2 // // Q + SK)
" 3(0+x)(0+3k) ‘F ﬂl‘ ‘F (%) 2(0+2x) )

This completes the proof. [

Remark 5. Corresponding to the choice xk = 1, in Theorem 6, we obtain the following result
explored in ([16], Theorem 2.9)

of (1) +1 (%) T(e+1)

oTT (ot @)

0(% —t) // // (0+5)
S3(Q+21)(Q]+3 <“ (o) + |7 (e+2))'

The next theorem is a combination of Equation (26) given in Theorem 5 and the
well-known Jensen’s inequality.

Theorem 7. Let | be a twice differentiable and || be a concave function on [0y, 9;]. Then, the
inequality

F<g191+1<192) : Le(0+8) joxp(g,)

0+x 9 —0y)F O
k(8 — 1) K o 3001 + 201k + thx
0+x 2(0+x) 3(0+x)

P Ql91 + 201K + B
0+3x

" K
0+ 2k

holds for any ¢, x > 0.
Proof. Equation (26) can be rewritten in the following way

0% + kb, Ti(o+K) ox
(o) - o g Tt ()

1
SO ((2) -2

0+K

1
/TIH " (Tl91 +(1- T)192>d1—>.
0
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By using the condition of absolute value and then Jensen’s integral inequality, we find

0% + kb T(o+K) ox
I [
FE)

_x@-02[ |ce Y
<5t ] (o(211) - D)

otk

fl (v +1) = 2) (101 + (1 =18, )dr

f//<0+'< :
[ (T(g +1)— g)dr

0

Ofl i+ (w1+(1—r)192)d )’

"
; ( 1
[ itldr
0

K (9 — 191)2 K [ 3001 + 201Kk + O
o+« 2(0+x) 3(0+x)

r 001 + 201k + ok
0+ 3k '

+ K
0+2K

|

Remark 6. Letting x = 1in Theorem 7 gives the following result presented in ([16], Theorem 2.11).

91 + 0 +1
(QQ1+12) (ﬂig 9 ig 19* (192)

<(l92191)2< 1 [ 3091 + 28 + 82
(

- o+1 2(0+1) 3(0+1)

i Q191 + 2% + ¥
0+3 '

Theorem 8. Let F be a twice differentiable and |F"'| be a concave function on [0y, ;] .
for any o, x > 0, we have the inequality

1
0+2

+

Then,

019+

OF (8) +KF (82))  Tule+5) jox )'

et+x (0 — By)*
Ko(d — 1)? u [ 2810 + 007 + 491k + 5k
2(0+x)(0 +2k) 3(0 + 3x) '

Proof. Equation (27) can also be expressed by the following relation.

ofF (81) +«F (&) (0+x) 0k
Q+K (1927191)0119+r(l92)
1

—8 2
19; " :31 / Tt ”(T191 +(1— T)l?z)dr,

0
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By using the condition of absolute value and then Jensen’s integral inequality, we find

of (91) +xF (%) _ Te(e+5) or

9
0t (8, — 01)% o (2)

1

<0f (T - T§+1) <T191 +(1- T)l?z)d’r>
F//

1

L KO —8)? / (r=vt)ar
0

1
Ik (T — Tngl)dT
0

P 200 + 00 + 4Kk + 5kt
3(0 + 3x) ’

(0+x)

_ Kko(8—%)?
~ 2(0+x)(0+2x)

Hence, the desired result is proven. [

Remark 7. If we choose k = 1 in Theorem 8, we obtain the following result presented in ([16],
Theorem 2.13).

of (%) +F (82)  Tlo+1) o
- I F (0
0+1 (82— 01)° o (%)
Q(l92 — 191)2 n [ 2010+ 0% + 4091 + 56
~ 2(e+1)(e+2) 3(e+3) '
3. Some Applications to Special Means
(i) The arithmetic mean:
A=A 0) =112 00,50 (8)
(i) The logarithmic mean:
-t
L(81,07) = N6y _Ind,’ Oy # 0 01,0, > 0.

(iii) The generalized logarithmic mean:

n+1 n+1
192 — 19]

L (81,%) = <(n+1)(1‘/’2—191)

) ;€ ZN\{=1,0}, 01 # 0, 81,82 > 0. (29)

Proposition 1. Let 01,8, € R, 91 < 0y, then we have the following inequalities.

% (0, — 0)?

Ae?,e®) — L(eh, e™)| <

S0

19](19 719)2
AP o%2) — LB o < ¢ 2 1
(e%,e%) — L(e", %) < =5

max (8191,602) (192 — 191)2
12

Ae™, %) — L(e?, e%)| <
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and

(82 — 81)%(e™ +¢%)

<
- 24

A%, %) — L(e", %)

Proof. Using Theorem 3 and making some simplification, we can write

9 " 2
oF (61) +xF (%) 0 g e QK‘F (192)‘ (192 - 191>
otk K(ﬂz—ﬁl)gz(ﬁz 6 (o)) < 2(0+x)(0 +2K)

By substituting ¢ = «, F (8) = e® and using simple calculation, we obtain

et <z92—191>2
e

8 9 b2
MEVERER) X [0 0)F ()
ktK K(ﬂz—ﬁl)éﬂ
1

This can also be written as

e 4 o2 o2 — et

602 (192 — 191)2
2 (02 —01) '

<
- 12

Now, making use of (28) and (29), we arrive at the result

_ le%](82— 61)?

A(e™,e®) — L(eP, e™) 5

By using the same procedure in part (ii) and part (iii) of Theorem 3 and Theorem 6,
we find the remaining inequalities. [

Proposition 2. Let 01,9, € RY, 8 < 85, then the inequalities

_ 2
A8}, %) — Lo, )] < W(\nm_l)\(wwgz)),

(9, — 191)2‘;1(71 —1)|on2

A(8,08) = L0, 8,)| < = :

(0, — 191)2(;1(71 —1)|er2

A(97,07) — Ly(81,82)| <
12
and

max (‘n(n ~1)[0172, [n(n — 1)[0572) (92 — 812
A8, 83) — Li(81,07)| < = :

are true for n € Z with [n(n —1)| > 2.
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Proof. Using Theorem 6 and making some simplification, we obtain

253
of (01) +xF (62) 0 Y
ot x K(02ﬁ1)§&{(ﬂz ) (g)dg
Ko(8 — 81)* " " (0 +5x)
<xgg&wB@waW+V<ME@+MO

By substituting ¢ = x and / (¢) = 9", where ¥ > 0 and ‘n(n - 1)‘ > 2, we obtain

1553

19{[ +19£l 1 n (192 7191)2 n—2 n—2

1 22 - < Ne Tl _ _

2 (%2 *ﬁl)l/(g) %= 24 ‘n(n D+ ‘n(n Dig27" ),

1

(B +(8y) oyt ot (82— 0)? 2 2

— < — .
2 n+1)(0,—0y)| = 24 ‘”(" 1)‘ o )

Now, by using Equations (28) and (29), we obtain the desired result. Similarly by using
the same polynomial function in Theorem 3, we obtain the rest of the inequalities. [

4. Conclusions

The bounds of various functions are studied in optimization theory—a branch of
mathematics. The innovative fractional Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities established
in this research are based on functions whose second order derivatives with absolute
values are convex (concave). A new technique is used to explore the main results by
involving Green’s function and Abel-Gontscharoff interpolating polynomials for two-point
problems with a combination of x¥-R-LFL Jensen’s inequality is capably utilized with wide
applications in optimization theory. Some applications of our main findings are presented
to special means. This study motivates the researchers to establish the various Hermite-
Hadamard inequalities by using the other Green’s functions G, G, and G4 with more
general fractional operators.
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Abstract: Since Gosta Magus Mittag-Leffler introduced the so-called Mittag-Leffler function in 1903
and studied its features in five subsequent notes, passing the first half of the 20th century during
which the majority of scientists remained almost unaware of the function, the Mittag-Leffler function
and its various extensions (referred to as Mittag-Leffler type functions) have been researched and
applied to a wide range of problems in physics, biology, chemistry, and engineering. In the context of
fractional calculus, Mittag-Leffler type functions have been widely studied. Since Carlson established
the notion of Dirichlet average and its different variations, these averages have been explored and
used in a variety of fields. This paper aims to investigate the Dirichlet and modified Dirichlet
averages of the R-function (an extended Mittag-Leffler type function), which are provided in terms of
Riemann-Liouville integrals and hypergeometric functions of several variables. Principal findings in
this article are (possibly) applicable. This article concludes by addressing an open problem.

Keywords: Dirichlet averages; B-splines; dirichlet splines; Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals;
hypergeometric functions of one and several variables; generalized Mittag-Leffler type function;

Srivastava—Daoust generalized Lauricella hypergeometric function

MSC: 26A33; 33C20; 33E12; 33E20

1. Introduction and Preliminaries
The Mittag-Leffler function E,(z) (see [1])

2

I'(al+1)

e

Eu(z) = (R(a) >0), 0]

(=0

I’ being the familiar Gamma function (see, for example, Section 1.1 in [2]), is named
after the eminent Swedish mathematician Gosta Magus Mittag-Leffler (1846-1927), who
explored its features in 1902-1905 in five notes (consult, for instance, [1]) related to his
summation technique for divergent series (see also Chapter 1, [3]). Because I'(¢ +1) = ¢!
(¢ € Np) and therefore E1(z) = €, this function gives a straightforward extension of the
exponential function. Here and elsewhere, let N, Z; , R, R, and C be the sets of positive
integers, non-positive integers, real numbers, positive real numbers, and complex numbers,
respectively, and put Ny := NU {0}. Passing the first half of the 20th century during
which the majority of scientists remained almost unaware of the function, the Mittag-Leffler
function and its various extensions (referred to as Mittag-Leffler type functions) have been
studied and applied to a wide range of problems in physics, biology, chemistry, engineering,
etc. This function’s most significant features are described in Chapter XVIII [4], which is
dedicated to so-called miscellaneous functions. The Mittag-Leffler function was categorized
as miscellaneous because it was not until the 1960s that it was discovered as belonging to a
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broader class of higher transcendental functions known as Fox H-functions, thus the term
“miscellaneous” (consult, for instance, [5]). In reality, this class was not well-established
until Fox’s landmark study (see [6]). The simplest (and most crucial for applications)
extension of the Mittag-Leffler function, notably the two-parametric Mittag-Leffler function

4

Fuplz) = i Ty (@ PECRW >0 @

was separately studied by Humbert and Agarwal in 1953 (see, for example, [7]) and by
Dzherbashyan in 1954 (see, for example, [8]). However, it first appeared formally in
Wiman’s article [9]. Prabhakar [10] introduced the following three-parametric Mittag-
Leffler function:

o

E)g(z) = gﬂ %z/ (&, B, 7 € C, R(x) >0, R(y) >0), ®)

where (1), denotes the Pochhammer symbol defined (for A, v € C) by

4)

TF'(A+v) 1 (v=0;, A e C\{0})
T(A)

Myi= =57y~ = AMA+1) - (A+n—1) (v=neN; AeQ),

it being accepted conventionally that (0)g := 1. This Function (3) is being used for a variety
of applicable issues. Scientists, engineers, and statisticians recognize the significance of the
aforementioned H-function due to its great potential for applications in several scientific
and technical domains. In addition to the Mittag-Leffler Functions (1)—(3), the H-function
includes a variety of functions (see, for example, [5]). Among several monographs on
the H-function, monograph [5] discusses the theory of the H-function with a focus on its
applications. The H-function (or Fox’s H-function [6]) is defined by means of a Mellin—
Barnes type integral in the following manner (consult also [5]):

1o = ) = g o] 00 |

©)
_ gmn (ay,01),...,(ap, ap) —L .
=Hy H (b1, B1),---, (é’q,,g”q) } = 2w /2 Q(s)z " ds,
where w = v/—1, and
e+ 619) 11700 -1y9)

Qs) := ,;* i= ; . ©

1 T(=bj=p;s) - I1 T(a;+a5)

j=mt1 j=n+1

We also assume the following: z7° = exp[—s{In|z| + i argz}], where In|z| is the

natural logarithm, and 7 < argz < 1 4 27 for some 7 € R. The integration path £ =
Liyoo(r € R) extends from y — ico to y + ico with indentations, if necessary, so that the
poles of T(1 —a; —a;s) (1 < j < n € Np) can be separated from those of T'(b; + f;s)
(1 <j < m e Np) and has no those poles on it. The parameters p, 4 € Ny satisfy the
conditions 0 < n < p, 0 < m < g; the parameters j, ﬁj € R and aj, bj € C. The empty
product in (6) (and elsewhere) is (as usual) understood to be unity.

For the existence conditions of the H-function, one may refer to Appendix F.4 [3], Sec-
tion 1.2 [5]. Here it is recalled that the three-parametric Mittag-Leffler function (Prabhakar
function) (3) is represented by the following Mellin-Barnes integral (see p.10, Example 1.5
in [5]):
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v oy 1 CroeT(s)T(r—s) s
Eipl) = 2w T () ./ﬂuoo I'(B—as) (=2)7ds @)
(\ argz| < 2m, ¢ € R (fixed), « € RT, R(B) >0, v € C\Za).
We find from (5) and (7) that
_ 1 (I=71)
£t = 0y #8200 0 - o | ©
Using (8) in the relation E;, 8 (z) = Eqp(2), we get (consult, for example, p.9, Equation
(1.50) in [5])
gt (0,1)

£as®) = H3 | 01), 1 g | ©

Indeed, the Mittag-Leffler type functions in association with the fractional calculus
have been actively researched (see, for example, [11,12]).

Carlson developed the notion of the Dirichlet average in his work [13] (see also [14-18]).
Carlson also provided a full and thorough analysis of the numerous varieties of Dirichlet
averages. A function’s so-called Dirichlet average is the integral mean of the function
with regard to the Dirichlet measure. Subsequently and more recently, this study topic
has been explored in publications such as [19-28]. Neuman and Van Fleet [19] defined
Dirichlet averages of multivariate functions and demonstrated their recurrence formula.
Daiya and Kumar [20] researched the double Dirichlet averages of S-functions. Saxena
and Daiya [29] proposed and explored the S-functions. Kilbas and Kattuveettill [22] in-
vestigated Dirichlet averages of the three-parametric Mittag-Leffler Function (3), whose
representations are provided in terms of the Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals and
the hypergeometric functions with multiple variables. Saxena et al. [25] explored Dirichlet
averages of the generalized multi-index Mittag-Leffler functions (see, for instance, [30]),
whose representations are expressed in terms of Riemann-Liouville integrals and hypergeo-
metric functions of several variables. Using Riemann-Liouville fractional integral operators,
Vyas [31] investigated the solution of the Euler-Darboux equation in terms of Dirichlet
averages of boundary conditions on Holder space and weighted Holder spaces of continu-
ous functions. For further Dirichlet averages in connection with fractional calculus, one
may consult [21,24,32-36]. These Dirichlet averages were used in a number of studies, in
particular, Dirichlet splines (see [19]), B-splines (see [18,23]), and Stolarsky means (see [37]).

In this work, we propose to investigate the Dirichlet and modified Dirichlet averages of
the R-function (an extended Mittag-Leffler type function) (see, for details, Section 2). Main
results stated in this paper, which are presented in terms of Riemann-Liouville integrals
and hypergeometric functions of several variables, are (potentially) useful.

Let Q) be a convex setin Cand z := (21,...,2,) € Q" (n € N\ {1}). Suppose that f is
a measurable function on Q2. Then the general Dirichlet average of the function f is defined
as follows (see [15]):

Fbz) = [ flwozdp(w), (10)

where b and # denote the arrays of # parameters by, ..., b, and uy, ..., uy,, respectively, and
dyp(u) is the Dirichlet measure defined by

1 _ by_1— —
dpy(u) = %uﬁ’l Lo TNy =y ) g - duy, g, (1)

and E,_1 is the Euclidean simplex in R"~! (n € N\ {1, 2}) given by

E, 1= {(ul,...,un,1) DU >0 (] € 1,1’1—1), U+ Fuy1 < 1}, (12)
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and B(b) is the multivariate Beta-function defined by

L(b) - T(bu)

B(b) := R(b; 0(jel,n)),
() F(b1+~~~+bn) ( (])> (]E n))
and
n—1
uoz:= uizi+ (1 —uyp — - — Uy _1)zZn.
j=1

Here and throughout this paper, the notation 1, p := {1, ..., p} (p € N) is used. The
special case of (11) when n = 2 reduces to the following form:

dup,p (1) = %uﬁ’l du. (13)

Carlson [15] investigated the average (10) for the function f(z) = z¢ (k € R) in the
following form:
Ry(b;z) = / (uoz) duy, (14)
En1

whose special case n = 2 was given as follows (see [13,15]):

RelpFixy) = ﬁ [+ - -0, (15)

where B, B/ € C with min{R(B), R(B')} > 0, and x, y € R, B(B, f') is the familiar Beta
function (consult, for instance, Chapter 1, [2]).

The Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of a function f is defined as follows (consult,
for instance, (p. 69) [38]): For « € C with ®(«) > 0and a € R,

) 1 x _
W) = gy [, =0 f0dt (x> ) (16)
The Srivastava—Daoust generalization Fézg((: ; B ((’;)) of the Lauricella hypergeometric

oD
function Fp in n variables is defined by (see (p. 454) [39]; see also (p. 37) [40], (p. 209) [5])

FA:B“);...;B(”) [(a) c0() ..,9(”)} : [(b(l)) : q)(l)]; e [(b(”)) : q)(”)];
o0\ () 1M, ] [(@dV) :sWT];. L [(@0) 6 e
( (

5
) B (4 (1) () (1 (n)
=1 () 00 1o T2 (5) o T (), o0

A
[T~ (
_ i ] 10; me; i@ 17)
- 1 C (. p() (1)) D(")( <n)>
my,...,Mp=0 Hj:l (C])m1¢;1)+---+m)1w;") Hj:l (d]- '"15;1) Hj:l dj m,,(i](”)
x;”l x:’n
mq! My!

where the coefficients, for all k € 1,7,
k . TA k P k A ) k T (k)
6/ (jeTA); ¢l (je1,BW); v (jeT,C); 6 (j1,00)

are real and positive, and (a) abbreviates the array of A parameters ay,...,a,, <b<k)>

abbreviates the array of B*) parameters b;k) (] €1, B(k>) for all k € 1,1, with similar
interpretations for (c) and (d(k> (k € 1,n); et cetera.

One may refer to Srivastava and Daoust [41] for the specific convergence requirements
of the multiple series (17).
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2. The Generalized Mittag-Leffler Type Function (the R-Function)

The R-function, which Kumar and Kumar [42] proposed and Kumar and Purohit [43]
studied, is defined as follows:

-

=
—
2
s
B

M 2"

I'(an + B) n! (18)

’;R;"ﬁw(z) = ’;R;’ﬁw(al,...,ap;bl,...,bq;z) =

=
i1
[T
=
=
=
=

-
I
—

(a, B, v € C; R(a) > max{0,R(x) —1}; R(x) > 0),

where (a;) (j €1,p)and (b)), (j € 1,9) are the Pochhammer symbols in (4).
The series (18) is defined when

bje C\Z, (je1q). (19)

If any parameter a4; is a negative integer or zero, then the series (18) terminates to
become a polynomial in z.

Assuming that none of the numerator parameters is zero or a negative integer (other-
wise the question of convergence will not arise) and with the restriction given by (19), the

’;Rg’/sﬂ series in (18)

(i) converges for |z] < co,if p < q+1,
(ii) converges for |z| < 1,if p =g+1, and
(iii) divergesforallz € C\ {0}ifp > qg+1.

Furthermore, if we set
q p
w:=) bj—) (20)

then it is seen that the ';,Rf;”g " series in (18), with p = g+ 1, is

(a) absolutely convergent for |z| = 1, if R(w) > 0,
(b) conditionally convergent for |z| =1 (z # 1), if —1 < R(w) £ 0, and
(c) divergent for |z| = 1, if R(w) = —1.

Remark 1. The R-function in (18) is general enough to include, as its special cases, such functions
as (for example) the generalized Mittag-Leffler function Ezg (z) introduced by Srivastava and
Tomouski [44]:

Kk p By _ = (7)“ z" _ K
1R (2) = E)mﬁ =EJ; (2) (21)

as well as the Mittag-Leffler function E,(z) (see [1]):

%RT’M(Z) = ;}m = Eu(2). (22)

3. Bivariate Dirichlet Averages

The Dirichlet average of the generalized Mittag-Leffler type Function (18) is denoted
and defined as follows:
(,0; . (a)1,p
pMg T [(B B %)) (bﬁ; )
105
= /E1 [’;R;‘ T(ay,.. by, by (u oz))]dyﬁ/ﬁ/(u),

where (a)1,, and (b)1,, (n € N) denote the horizontal arrays ay, ..., a, and by, ..., by,
respectively; z = (x,y) € R? and min{R(B), R(8')} > 0. In fact, it is shown that the Dirich-
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let average of the R-function (18) is stated in terms of the Riemann-Liouville fractional
integrals (16) claimed by Theorems 1 and 2.

Theorem 1. Let z, «, B, B/, 6, v, k € C such that R(«) > max{0, %(x) — 1} and min{R(x),

R(B), R(B')} > 0. Also let x, y € Rwith x > y and Ié;jr be the Riemann—Liouville fractional
integral given in (16). Then the Dirichlet average of the generalized Mittag-Leffler type function
(18) is given by the following formula:

K A %05 /. (@)1,p o r(.B + ‘B,) B’
MG (BB )yt =t et (1 S) (e w) 1)

where the function f is given by
f() = PSR (ay,.. apiby, ... by + ). (25)
Proof. With the aid of (10) to (13), by applying the R-function (18) to (23), we find that

Dy = 5My (B, B )]

1 5 oo T-(%)y (N yuly+u(c—y)]"
- Wfo ub= 11— w)f Ty Hj”:i(b;)n ! r(ZnI(s))any du.

(26)

By changing the order of integration and summation, which is verified under the
stated conditions, we get

4
_ 1 > j=1 (aj)n (’Y)K}’l ! uﬁ’l —u -1 wlx — "dy

Setting t := u(x —y), we find that

T+ & L), (1), 1 \BH

R ONFY n;onj:l (b;), T(an+o)n! (x,y>
< [y P T e

( L )“ﬁ"lr(ﬁw’)

x—y I(p)

1 -y > Hp:l (aj)n (7),{" (y“- f)n o ‘3/7
) [1"(/3’)/0 {,goﬂg’l(bj)n T(an+6)n! }tﬂ Yx—y—nf lar|.

Then, using (16) and (18), we arrive at the desired result in (24). This completes the
proof. [

We take into account the following modification to the Dirichlet average in (23):

X w,0; (a) ,
M Ar[(ﬁ’ﬂ/;x’y)}(b);:

=/ (woz)*! [’;R;’dVY(al,.-.,ﬂp;blr...,bq;(MOZ),y)]d}l;;,Ijl(u)/
< b1

(27)

where A € C with (1) > 0and z = (x,y).
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Theorem 2. Let z, o, B, B/, 6, v € C with min{R(B), R(B')} > 0and x € N. Furthermore,
let x, y € R with x > y and the convergence conditions of the R-function be satisfied. Then the
following formula holds true: For R(A) > 0

KA g 85 /. (a)1p T(B+p) i
VMBS )], = ) (x— g F 1 ( /+8)( ), (28)

where the function g is given by
g(t) = Lt = y)P U EREY (ay, . apiby, . by 7). 29)
Proof. With the aid of (10)—(13), by applying the R-function (18)—(27), we find that

Dy = MY [(B, B )]y

o (Daly +ux =)™
(b)), n!T (an + )

_T(B+p) i ) (1)
T(BT(B) =11 1(b]')n n!T(an + 6)
X 01 uﬂ—l(l o u) 7l[y+ u(x fy)]717+A71du.

Then, setting t := y 4+ u(x — y), we obtain

CTE+p) & L), (), 1\ P
2= rprp) ,;)Hj (b)), Tlan+6)n! <x_y>

. /y e (R L I ) .

() et

1 x [ o« Hp: (al)n Kntn'y B B -
e | E ey oo a.

Finally, using (16), we are led to the desired result (28). This complete the proof. [

4. Dirichlet Average Expressed in Terms of Srivastava—Daoust Function

This section discusses an alternative formulation of the modified Dirichlet averages of
the R-function.

Theorem 3. Let B, B/, 6, A € Cwithmin{R(B), R(B'), R(A)} > 0and x,y,x, a, v € R with
x > y and min{x, &, —y} > 0. The convergence conditions of the R-function are supposed to be
satisfied. Then the following formula holds true:

,0; (a)s,
’{/AM? 7[(@5,?35#)}(;;);:

_yt plp+ [1—x:=y1]: [(@),7: 1) x5
I(5) 0:9+2;1 . [(b) 0,1—x: 1(q),0l, —’}’}} (30)

[B:1) 0 g %
pp ) ¥t y)’
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where a (g, here and throughout this paper, abbreviates the array of £ times repetition of the same
parameter a’s, a,...,a, and (a) and (b) abbreviate the arrays of p and q parameters ay, ..., a, and
by, ..., by, respectively.

Proof. In view of (28) and (15), we have

Dy: = MY [(6 B

1 _
T A (Rt L TERTCa o

00 r.): ((1) ( ) [ +M(X7 )}n'y
=1\ Y )xnlY y
r;) H}Ll (bf)n n!l(an + J) d

u.

Exchanging the order of integral and summation and using the generalized bino-
mial series
e nz"
(1—-z)" Z (lz2l <1, a€C)
n=0

and the Beta function, we obtain

n“r+/\ 1
n

., 5+/3 1)), (
DS L= ﬁl) 2 H;] ) b/)n

, ny+A-1
></uﬁll—u’g - (1—7>} du
0

I H]pl(”/),, T F(ﬂl '7”7/\;175)
= 0]‘[] 1(b])nnl" an+5 251 B+ B y

n'F (an +6)

v

Applying T(A+v) =T(A) (A)y (A, v € C) and

I‘(lf/\f"ﬂ’l*FV) (1 _A)f'ynJrr

(1_)‘_,)/”)7:

r(]—)t—’)/n) B (1_)‘)77;1,
we find
P e T (8), (D=9, (B), 01" (1-3)
D3 - r((s) ”Z=O ; H] l(b ) ((S)an (1 - K)—'yn (/5 + /5/)}' ntr! ’

which, in view of (17), leads to the right-hand side of (30). This completes the proof. [

5. Multivariate Dirichlet Averages

Consider the Dirichlet average (23) and its modification (27) where (z) := (z1,...,z4) €
C"and dy, . ..,d, are parameters. Our finding is predicated on the following basic premise
in Lemma 1 (see [22]).

Lemma 1. Letdj, rj € C (j € 1,n; n € N) such that min{R (d;), R(r;) } > —1. Furthermore,
let E,,_1 denote the Euclidean simplex in (12) and dy;(u) stundfor the Dirichlet measure in (11).
Then the following formula holds true:

(d1),, -~ (dn),,
(it dn)y g,

/E w1 =y — e — ) g () = G0

(see Equation (52) [22]).
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The Lauricella function Fp defined for complex parameters d = (dy,...,d,) € C"is
defined as follows (consult, for example, Section 1.4 in [40]):

Fp(a,(d);c;z) = i (@ tmy @)y - (), Z)lm' — .Zan (32)
my ..., My =0 (C)ml+~~+mn My My
The series (32) converges for all variables inside unit circle [max |zj| <1
<j<n
Here we investigate the following Dirichlet average:
S ,0; . (a)y,
M) -2 -
- / (1—uoz)’™! {"R"“S (a1, ap; by, ..., by; (1 —uoz) )]dyd(u).
n 1
We also need the following multinomial expansion:
0 Z;l . Z;n
(172]—---7211)9 = Z (7‘0)V1+"'+’nm (|Jzg 4+ 4zal <1). (34
T1peeen=! ° :

Theorem 4. Let , &, v € R with min{x, a, v} > 0and 6, 1, d;, z; € Cwith R(y) > 0 and
R(d;) > 0 (j € 1,n). Convergence conditions of the R-function are assumed to be satisfied. Then
the following result holds true:

SIME . de 1= 2,1 — Z"]g”

1T ropt2na . [(@) v 1,57
(1, ]_z dj: 60,02 : [(0),6: 1), a); (35)

- W 2:4+1,0;...;0

[dl:l}f s [d”:ﬂ; 1,—21,..-,—Zn>/

where (a) and (b) abbreviate the arrays of p and q parameters ay, ..., ap and by, ..., by, respec-
tively, 01) and 0 abbreviate the arrays of n + 1 parameters vy, (— ) and 0, 1y, respectwely

Proof. Considering the multivariate Dirichlet average (33), we have

Dy = M) (1 zﬂ(“i”’
( ) 17uoz)7"('y)m

_ Loyl
B /E,,,l(l " Z)W n;] H'j (b) I'(an + ) n! apia(u)
> H] 1( ) (V) en

:;IZOH] 1( ) (71+(5)

[ @=woz™ I dpy ).
n 1

Applying Lemma 1 and the polynomial expansion (34), and assuming |u1z1 + - - - + 1, Zy|
< 1, we arrive at
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s 1—[}?71 (11]) (’y);(n ad Zr1 . Z’n
Dy = I A=y =) gy
LTI (), Man oy, 2 e

X ./E upt - (V=g — - = 1y1) ™ dpg(u)
n—1
_ > H}'nzl (af)n(ly)x11
#=0 T (by) L (an +6) n!

& (1 —n— ’7)r1+m+rn (dl)ﬁ e (dn)rn qu ce Z:,”
(di+-4dn)p g, bl

1!

X
11 =0

The n-fold inner sum (with respect to rq, - - - , ) forms a Lauricella ng) function in n
variables (see, for instance, (p. 33) [40]), we have

Dy = i H;j:] (a])n(’)/)xn

n=0 T (b7) D (an +6) n!

K EO[ = an = pgidy, . di dy 4+ 21, 2],

Using T'(8 4+ an) = I'(5) (6)an and

’

(71)71+~»+r,, ()7)"/}’1

1—9n— .= —_————
( Y W)r]+“‘+)n (,7)7”7”7“‘7’/"

we obtain

(I021(3),.) a0 (), -+ (),
P =0 (H;?:l (bj)n> (5)“(’7)%41 S (S d”)r1+~~~+rn
Lz ()

nlrilery,!

’

which, in view of (17), is easily seen to yield the expression of the right-hand side of (35). [

6. Concluding Remarks

The Dirichlet and modified Dirichlet averages of the R-function in (18) (a generalized
Mittag-Leffler type function) were explored. In Theorems 1 and 2, the bivariate Dirichlet
averages of the R-function (18) were expressed in terms of the Riemann-Liouville frac-
tional integrals whose kernel functions are products of some elementary functions and
the R-function (18). In Theorem 3, the bivariate Dirichlet average of the R-function (18)
(see Theorem 2) was shown to be expressed in terms of the Srivastava-Daoust generaliza-
tion (17) of the Lauricella hypergeometric function. In Theorem 4, the multivariate Dirichlet
average of the R-function (18) was proven to be expressed in terms of the Srivastava—
Daoust generalization (17) of the Lauricella hypergeometric function. The main results in
Theorems 14 are believed to be useful.

The Mittag-Leffler function E4(z) in (1), the two-parametric Mittag-Leffler function
Eq5(2) in (2), the three-parametric Mittag-Leffler function EZ, 8 (z) in (3), and the R-function
in (18) are obviously contained as special cases in the well-known Fox-Wright function
p¥q (see, for details, p. 21 [40]; see also p. 56 [38]). Because the R-function in (18) is of
general character, all results in Theorems 1-4 are seen to be able to yield a large number
of particular instances. The following corollary demonstrates just a particular instance of
Theorem 1:
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Corollary 1. Let the conditions in Theorem 1 be satisfied and set p = q = 1and a; = b; = 1
in (24). Then the Dirichlet average for the generalized Mittag-Leffler function holds true:

K A0 . — T(B+p) B (11 g1
FMY(B B xy)] = W{IM (fﬁ YEG (v + t)) }(x -y, (6

where E)'§ is given in (21).

As with the H-function of the single variable in (5), the H-function of multiple variables
is generated using multiple contour integrals of the Mellin—-Barnes type (see pp. 205-207,
Appendix A.11in [5]). This article concludes with the questions posed: Like (8),
*  Express (possibly) the Srivastava-Daoust generalization (17) of the Lauricella hyper-
geometric function in terms of the multivariate H-function;
e Express (possibly) the right members of Theorems 3 and 4 in terms of the multivariate
H-function.
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Abstract: Several fractional integral inequalities of the Hermite-Hadamard type are presented for the
class of (h, g;
Mittag-Leffler functions as their kernel, thus enabling new fractional integral inequalities that extend

m)-convex functions. Applied fractional integral operators contain extended generalized

and generalize the known results. As an application, the upper bounds of fractional integral operators
for (h, g; m)-convex functions are given.
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1. Introduction

In recent years, in the field of applied sciences, fractional calculus has been used
with different boundary conditions to develop mathematical models relating to real-world
problems. This significant interest in the theory of fractional calculus has been stimulated
by many of its applications, especially in the various fields of physics and engineering.

Inequalities involving integrals of functions and their derivatives are of great im-
portance in mathematical analysis and its applications. Inequalities containing fractional
derivatives have applications in regard to fractional differential equations, especially in
establishing the uniqueness of the solutions of initial value problems and their upper
bounds. This kind of application motivated the researchers towards the theory of integral
inequalities, with the aim of extending and generalizing classical inequalities using different
fractional integral operators.

The motivation for this research on Hermite-Hadamard-type integral inequalities was
provided by recent studies on these inequalities for different types of integral operators
(see [1-8]) and different classes of convexity (see [9-17]). The famous Hermite-Hadamard
inequality provides an estimate of the (integral) mean value of a continuous convex function.

Theorem 1 (The Hermite-Hadamard inequality). Let f : [a,b] — R be a continuous convex

function. Then
(e < _ f@)+f)

fa/f 2

Its fractional version, involving Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals, is given in [18].

Theorem 2 ([18]). Let f : [a,b] — R be a convex function with f € Ly |[a,b]. Then for o > 0

f<a;b> ~ I+ < f@+f)

(s (s
2(b— a)° Ui f(0) +Ty_f(a)] < 2
Recall that the left-sided and the right-sided Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals of
order ¢ > 0 are defined as in [19] for f € Li[a, b] with
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() = o[G0 0 xe @, (1)
5@ = o [ -0 S0, xe ob) ®

Our aim is to prove Hermite-Hadamard’s inequality in more general settings, and for
this we need an extended generalized Mittag-Leffler function with its fractional integral
operators and a class of (1, g; m)-convex functions.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we give present preliminary results
and definitions that will be used in this paper. In Section 3, several Hermite-Hadamard-type
inequalities for (I, g; m)-convex functions using fractional integral operators are presented.
Furthermore, several properties and identities of these operators are given. As an appli-
cation, in Section 4 we derive the upper bounds of fractional integral operators involving
(h, g;m)-convex functions. In the last section, Section 5, we present the conclusions of
this research.

2. Preliminaries
2.1. An Extended Generalized form of the Mittag-Leffler Function

The Mittag-Leffler function

[e+] n

Ep(2) :Eﬁ (z € C, R(p) > 0)

with its generalizations appears as a solution of fractional differential or integral equations.
The first generalization for two parameters was carried out by Wiman [8]:

[ee)
Epo(z :Z

after which Prabhakar defined the Mittag-Leffler function of three parameters [3]:

Ton+ o)’ (z,0,0 € C,R(p) > 0), 3)

= z"
Z pnjrlani (z,p,0,6 € C,R(p) > 0). 4)

Recently we presented in [1] (see also [2]) an extended generalized form of the Mittag-

Leffler function Ez 4 (zp):

Definition 1 ([1]). Let p,0,7,9,c € C, R(p), R(c), R(7) > 0, R(c) > R(J) > Owith p > 0,
r>0and0 < q <r+R(p). Then the extended generalized Mittag-Leffler function E;f,’f]{r(z; p)
is defined by

6”” > By(d+ng,c—0) (Chng z"
pU’l’ (zp) ; B(d,c—6) T'(pn +0) (s ©

r<l€2rcr)'q) and an extended

Note, we use the generalized Pochhammer symbol (¢) g =

P
beta function By (x,y) fo £ (1 — 1)y~ le @0 dt, where R(x), R(y), R(p) > 0.

Remark 1. Several generalizations of the Mittag-Leffler function can be obtained for different
parameter choices. For instance, the function (5) is reduced to

(i)  the Salim-Faraj function Eg:;ﬂ(z) forp=01[5],

(it) the Rahman function Eﬁ;ﬂ'f(z; p)fort=r=1[4],

iii) the Shukla—Prajapati function E(S’Z z)forp=0and t=r=1[6],
jap o/ p

(iv) the Prabhakar function Eglg(z)for p=0andt=r=q=1[3],
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(v) the Wiman function Ep»(z) forp =0and t=r =g =0 =1[8],
(vi) the Mittag-Leffler function Ey(z) forp =0, T =r=qg=0=1lando = 1.

Next we have corresponding fractional integral operators, the left-sided s‘;f 55 ; fand

the right-sided sw o q ".f, where the kernel is a function Ep S (zp):

Definition 2 ([1]). Let w,p,0,7,6,c € C, R(p), R(c), R(t) > 0, R(c) > R(J) > 0 with
p>0,r>0and0<q<r+R(p). Let f € Ly[a,b] and x € [a,b]. Then the left-sided and the
right-sided generalized fractional integral operators € ; e rf and ew ‘5 o rf are defined by

(2007 f) i) = [ (= 7 B (wlx — 0P p) 0N, ®)
(7507 £) (x;p) = / (t = x)7 VB (w(t — x)P; p) f (1)t )

Remark 2. If we apply different parameter choices, then (6) is a generalization of
(i)  the Salim-Faraj fractional integral operator oA f(x) forp=01[5],

a+pt7'l'

(i) the Rahman fractional integral operator sa + P f(x;p) for T =r=1[4],

(iii) the Srivastava—Tomouvski fractional integral operator s‘:fijaf(x) for p = 0 and
T=r=1[7],
(iv) the Prabhakar fractional integral operator ¢(p,0;6;w)f(x) for p = 0 and

T=r=q=1[3],
(v) the left-sided Riemann—Liouville fractional integral |7 f(x) for p = w = 0, that is, (1).

We listed reductions for the left-sided fractional integral operator, whereas the analogs are valid
for the right-sided.

More details on this generalized form of the Mittag-Leffler function and its fractional
integral operators can be found in [1,2]. Here are some results we will use in this study:

Theorem 3 ([1]). Ifa,w,p,0,7,6,c € C, R(p), R(c), R(t) >0, R(c) > R(5) > 0withp >0,
r>0and0 < q <r+R(p), then for power functions (t —a)*~L and (b — t)*~1 follow

(2o (¢ — )" ) (x;p) = D) (x — @) Byl <(w(x = a)f; p), ®)
(727 (b= ") (x;p) = D) (b = x) Y (w(b = %) p). ©)

Ifweseta =0and x = 1in (8), or b = 1 and x = 0 in (9), then we obtain the
following corollary.

Corollary 1 ([1]). If &, w,p,0,7,6,¢ € C, R(p), R(0), R(t) > 0, R(c) > R(F) > 0 with
p>0,r>0and0 < g <r+R(p), then

a7 T D (w1 =t = E i)

Setting & = 1 in Theorem 3, we obtain following identities for the constant function:
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Corollary 2 ([2]). Let the assumptions of Theorem 3 hold with « = 1. Then

(575871) (i p) = (x = @) By, c(w(x — )i p), (10)
(5787 1) (i p) = (b= ) By (co(b = x)F3p)- an

In this paper, we will use simplified notation to avoid a complicated manuscript form:

E(zp) = Ei¥ (zp)
and

€& f)(xp) = (ex58 ) (xip),
(& f)xip) = (E‘;‘S;g;f) (x;p).

Of course, the conditions on all parameters p, o, T, w, J, ¢, q, r are essential and will be
added to all theorems.

2.2. A Class of (h, g; m)-Convex Functions

Another direction for the generalization of the Hermite-Hadamard inequality is the
use of different classes of convexity. For this we need a class of (1, g; m)-convex functions,
the properties of which were recently presented in [14]:

Definition 3 ([14]). Let h be a nonnegative function on | C R, (0,1) C J, h # 0 and let g be a
positive function on I C R. Furthermore, let m € (0,1]. A function f : I — R is said to be an
(h, g; m)-convex function if it is nonnegative and if

fltx+m(1—t)y) < h(t)f(x)g(x) +mh(1—1)f(y)g(y) (12)

holds for all x,y € Land all t € (0,1).
If (12) holds in the reversed sense, then f is said to be an (h, g; m)-concave function.

This class unifies a certain range of convexity, enabling generalizations of known
results. For different choices of functions h, ¢ and parameter m, a class of (h, g; m)-convex
functions is reduced to a class of P-functions [15], h-convex functions [17], m-convex
functions [16], (h — m)-convex functions [11], (s, m)-Godunova-Levin functions of the
second kind [10], exponentially s-convex functions in the second sense [9], etc. For example,
if weset h(t) = t°,s € (0,1], g(x) = e P*, B € R, then we obtain a class defined in [13]:

A function f : I C R — R is called exponentially (s, m)-convex in the second sense if

the following inequality holds

fltx+m(1—t)y) < e%f(x) + (1e;yt)smf(y) (13)

forallx,y € Iand all t € [0,1], where B € R, s,m € (0,1].
Next we need the Hermite-Hadamard inequality for (h, g; m)-convex functions:
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Theorem 4 ([14]). Let f be a nonnegative (h, g; m)-convex function on [0, co) where h is a non-
negative function on | C R, (0,1) C J, h # 0, g is a positive function on [0,00) and m € (0,1]. If
f,8h € Lq[a,b], where 0 < a < b < oo, then the following inequalities hold

A0 < M P g m(2)e(2)]
n(3)f@s(e) /'bh(b—x>g(x)dx

b—a

i(_mg(rZ) L2t

b—a

() s (el

IN

b—a

P — (14)

b
m2h(l f b g b b .
i (2) <mz> <m2) / h(x u>g<x>dx.
Ja
3. Fractional Integral Inequalities of the Hermite-Hadamard Type for
(h, g; m)-Convex Functions

The Hermite—-Hadamard inequality for (h, g; m)-convex functions is obtained in [14],
where some special results are pointed out and several known inequalities are improved
upon. In [12], the article that followed, a few more inequalities of the Hermite-Hadamard
type are presented. Here we will obtain their fractional generalizations, using (5)—(7), that
is, the extended generalized Mittag-Leffler function E with fractional integral operators
e’ fand g f in the real domain.

In this section, it is necessary to introduce the following conditions on the parameters
and the interval [a, b]:

Assumption1. Letw € R, p,0,7>0,c >0 > 0withp > 0and 0 < q < r+ p. Furthermore,
let0<a<b<oco.

We start with the left side, i.e., the first Hermite-Hadamard fractional integral inequal-
ity for (h, g; m)-convex functions involving the extended generalized Mittag-Leffler function.

Theorem 5. Let Assumption 1 hold. Let f be a nonnegative (h, g; m)-convex function on [0, 00),
where h is a nonnegative function on | CR, (0,1) C J, h # 0, g is a positive function on [0, o)
and m € (0,1). If f, g € Ly[a, L], then the following inequality holds

f(“ i ) € 0)(bp) <h(3) {(S%fg)(b;p) + m"“(eiﬂfg)ﬁi#ﬂ}f 19

where
_ w — mPw
W=, W=

(b—a)’ (b—a)p”

(16)

Proof. Let f be an (I, g; m)-convex function on [0, ), m € (0,1]. Then for t = } we have

£ < (1) £s0) + mn (1) Fg ),
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Choosing y = £ we obtain
£(5Y) < 0(3) [rws +mr (L)s(L)].
Letx = ta+ (1 —f)band y = (1— t)a+ tb. Then
#(55) = n(3)[sta+ a-np)gta+ - op)
smf(a=nain)g(@-nt o))

In the following step we will need to multiply both sides of the above inequality by
t"~1E(wtf; p) and integrate on [0, 1] with respect to the variable ¢, which gives us

f <a > b) ./0] 17 1E(wtf; p)dt
/lf(ta +(1—B)b) g(ta+ (1 — 1)b)t" 'E(wt?; p)dt

+mh / f< (1—-t)— +t£>g<(l—t)%—i—t%)t”ilE(wtp;p)dt‘

+to b we obtain

With substitutions u = ta + (1 —t)band v = (1 — ),

! f(a+b> /,,h(b*“)v_lE(w(b*M)p;p)du

(bfu)” 2
/bf — )" E(@(b —u)®; p)du
motin ( ) % . .
(b u)U' % U)( m) 1E(w(viﬁ)p;p)dv'

Since m € (0,1], thena < a/m, b < b/mand [a,b] C [a, ]. Therefore, the condition

,¢ € Lqila, -] is stated in this theorem. The above inequality can be written as
8 m q y

/(5@

n(1 B
= (bgzc?)a {(Ezﬁfg)(b;i’) UH( fg)(m, )|

Note that with Corollary 2 we can obtain the constant (¢, 1)(b; p). This completes
the proof. [

Next we have the second Hermite-Hadamard fractional integral inequality.

Theorem 6. Let the assumptions of Theorem 5 hold with f,g,h € Li[a, %] Then

222



Fractal Fract. 2022, 6, 301

(;fg)(bP)er"“( fg)( p)

( z g(x)(b — x)"'E(@(b — x)°; p)dx

+mf( ) (2) [ 1(3=2 )06 - 07 E@ - 00y
Fmr(L)g( L) /jh(b Y gl x = ) E@ (e g

Hzf( )( ) (mx—“>g(x)(x—%)ﬂ£( (x— &) p)dx, (17)

where w and @ are defined by (16).

Proof. Due to the (h, g; m)-convexity of f we have

fta+ (1=00) < hf@g(o)-+n1 - 07 (1 )s():

m

Multiplying both sides of above inequality by g(ta + (1 — t)b)t" " 'E(wt’; p) and inte-
grating on [0, 1] with respect to the variable ¢, we obtain

/‘1f ta+ (1 —t)b)g(ta+ (1 — £)b)t" E(wt; p)dt

/ h(t) g(ta+ (1 — )b)t" " E(wt; p)dt
+mf< ) (%) h(1 —t) g(ta+ (1 — £)b)t E(wtf; p)dt.

With the substitution u = ta + (1 — t)b we obtain
/ flu (b —u)" 'E(@(b — u)P; p)du
f(a) gla) o, (b—u e
= (b—a)° /a h<b ﬂ)g(u)(b —u)"E(@(b — u); p)du

m b
f((b"l_)a)(’) /jh(Z =)0 — ) E (b - i p),

that is
(€ £ ip)
b _
< gt [ h(G )b~ 0 E@(— )i

snf(B)g(2) [ (3006 — 0 E@ - i pian. )

Again, due to the (I, g; m)-convexity of f we have

fla-n8en) <n-07(2)g(%) +mhio)f (1 )2 )-
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Multiplying both sides of above inequality by g((l — )+ t%) t7~1E(wtf; p) and
integrating on [0, 1] with respect to the variable ¢, we obtain

‘/01f<(1 - f)% + t%)S((l - t)% + t%)t”*lz(wtﬂ;p)dt

a ay (!

< f(5)s(%) /0 h(1ft)g(u7t)%+t%)tf’-1E(wtp;p>dt

m m

+mf<%)g<%) /01 h(t) g((l - t)% + t%)t"*lE(wﬂ’;p)dt.

With the substitution v = (1 — )£ + t2 we obtain

- b
e [ S 0~ )@ 8o

m”{b(%)ug),g%) Jo h<bbin;v>g (©)(0 =) E@(0 = 5)f p)do

+ma+1f(,sz)gr<ny52) /ﬂ% h(vm —a

P )so)(o— £ E@(0 - £)po,

G-ar I
that is
(€, f8)Giip)
b
= f(%%’(%) /&m h(bbi_n:})g(v)(” — 8 E(@(0— £)P; p)do

b
b b i - =
et ()3 (o) J; (= Jstolo = B@lo— e, 19
Inequality (17) now follows from (18) and (19). O

In the following we derive fractional integral inequalities of Hermite-Hadamard type
for different types of convexity, and state several corollaries, using special functions for
and/or g, and the parameter m. The first consequence of Theorems 5 and 6 obtained via
the setting ¢ = 1 (i.e., g(x) = 1) is the Hermite-Hadamard fractional integral inequality for
(h — m)-convex functions given in ([20], Theorem 2.1):

Corollary 3. Let Assumption 1 hold. Let f be a nonnegative (h — m)-convex function on [0, o)

where h is a nonnegative functionon ] C R, (0,1) C J,h #0and m € (0,1). If f € Ly[a, %] and
h € L1[0,1], then following inequalities hold

(55 ) o)

IN

n(3) {(sﬁif)(b;iﬂ) + m"“(e‘z:f)(::,;m}

m

IN

n(3)e—a{ 7@+ nir () | @ mp)
+lmf () +me () @ man 0)

where w and @ are defined by (16).
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Proof. First we use substitutions t = H and z = "= in Theorem 6, after which we
apply identities
1
|| B0 s pat = (e (0;p) @1)
and
1
/ h(1 — ) LE(wtf; p)dt
Jo
1
= / h(z)(1—2)" E(w(1—2)%p)dz = (€5-h)(1; p). (22)
0

The result now follows from the above and Theorem 5. [

By setting the function ¢ = 1 and the parameter m = 1, the previous result is reduced
to the Hermite-Hadamard fractional integral inequality for i-convex functions:

Corollary 4. Let Assumption 1 hold. Let f be a nonnegative h-convex function on [0, c0) where h
is a nonnegative functionon | CR, (0,1) C J,h £ 0. If f € Ly[a, L] and h € L1[0,1], then the
following inequalities hold

()@
< n(3) [N Wp) + € Aap)]
W(1) (b= a)7 £ (@) + FO)] (€ WO p) + (€)1 p)], @)

where @ is defined by (16).

A

IN

In the following, we set the function /1 = id, the identity function. With ¢ = 1 we
obtain the Hermite-Hadamard fractional integral inequality for m-convex functions from
([21], Theorem 3.1):

Corollary 5. Let Assumption 1 hold. Let f be a nonnegative m-convex function on [0, c0) with
m € (0,1]. I f € Ly[a, L), then the following inequalities hold

(55 )@ < ;{(F—Zﬁf)(b;p)+M”+l(8‘§nf)(rfz;l”)]
< M{[f(u)—i—mzf(%)}(ﬁﬁu—id)(O;P)
Amr G emi () wsan} e

where @ and @ are defined by (16).

The Hermite-Hadamard fractional integral inequality for convex functions is given in
([21], Theorem 2.1). Here it is a merely a consequence forh =id, g =land m = 1:

Corollary 6. Let Assumption 1 hold. Let f be a nonnegative convex function on [0,c0). If
f € Lq[a, b], then the following inequalities hold

f(“é")mb,-p) < SN+ N

< T 1)), 25)

where @ is defined by (16).
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Proof. Here we use
(€5+ id)(1;p) + (g7 id) (0 p)
1 1
- /0 t"E(wtp;p)dtJr/O K1 — D7 E(w(1 — 1)P; p)dt

1 1
g . _ -1 w(l— .
/0 (1—1t) E(w(l—t)f’,p)dt—i-/o H1 — )7 E(w(1 — £)P; p)dt

/01(1 — 7 E(w(1 - 1) p)dt

(€. 1)(Lp) = (€21)(b; p).

1
(b—a)
O

We have presented several Hermite-Hadamard-type inequalities for the (h, g;m)-
convex function using fractional integral operators, where the kernel is an extended gen-
eralized Mittag-Leffler function. If we apply different parameter choices, as in Remark 2,
then we obtain corresponding inequalities for different fractional operators.

Several Properties of Fractional Integral Operators &, f and &’ f

At the end of this section we give several results for fractional integral operators.

Proposition 1. Let w,p,0,7,6,c € C, R(p), R(c), R(t) > 0, R(c) > R(6) > 0withp > 0,
r>0and0 < q <r+R(p).

(i) If the function f € Li[a,b] is symmetric about #, then

(& )bp) = (& f)ap). (26)

In particular,
(1) (b;p) = (g5-1)(a; p).- 27)

(ii) Furthermore,
(s (=) ) (b p) = (e (b = )* ) (@i p), (28)
(e 0= ) (b p) = (e (t = 0)* ) (i p). (29)

In particular,
(g ) (mp) = @ (1= )0 p), (30)
(60— D) (13p) = (&£ )(0;p). 31

Proof. (i) If the function f is symmetric about “1¢,i.e., f(t) = f(a+b—t) forallt € [a,b],
then, substituting z = a + b — t, Equation (26) easily follows:

@0 = [ 60 Bl - 08 p)

/h(Z —a) " 'E(w(z—a)’;p)fla+b—2z)dz
= Lb(z —a)"E(w(z—a)’;p)f(z)dz = (e f)(a; p).

Note that (27) also follows directly from Corollary 2 if we set x = bin (10) and x = a
in (11).
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(i) Equations (28) and (29) follow with the substitution z = a + b — t. Furthermore, (28)
follows directly from Theorem 3 if we set x = b in (8) and x = a in (9). The final two
equations are obtained fora = 0and b = 1.

O

Remark 3. To obtain the Hermite-Hadamard inequality for convex functions involving Riemann—
Liouville fractional integrals, given in Theorem 2, first we need to set p = w = 0 in (5)

2 z

T(on + ‘7) (T)ar”

n

Since E(0;0) = Eﬁf;ﬁf’r(O;O) = ﬁ, setting p = w = 0in (6) we obtain Riemann—Liouville
fractional integrals

1)) = o5 [ =07 = I (),

1 b
€@ N0) = gy [, =T Odt = f ()

Note that a direct consequence of Theorem 3 is

. o,
(e id) (1;p) = Ejg15 o (wi p)- (32)
For the reader’s convenience, we will directly prove this:

(e5-id)(L;p) = H1 — )" E(w(1 —t)F; p)dt

o B ngc—d) (e w1ty
=0 Y 5 e—s) Tenea) (@

By(0+nqc—08) ()ug " /1 _
H(1 — )P 1gy
B(6,c—0d) T(on+0) (T)u Jo ( )

dt

!
e =S

n=0
& By(6+ngec—90) (c)ug " I
L 5G9 Tt <r> Bz o+ 0)
i By(6+ng,c—3) ()ug  w" T(QT(np+0)
n=0 B((S,C—&) (P”""U) ( )nr T 2+71P+(7)
_ i By (0 +ngq,c—9) (C)ng w"

3
o

g\»,\l

B(6,c—0d) T(on+ (0 +2)) (T)ur

= pn’iZ‘r(w P)

Hence, 1
(eg+ id) (1) = 1572y

and

0 Yo 1

(€9 id)(0;0) = /0 FEO P = (e (33)
from which follows
1
(sg+ id) (1;0) + (&2 id)(0;0) = G

Finally, ifwe set h(x) = x,g =1, m = land p = w = 0, then Theorems 5 and 6 are reduced
to Theorem 2.
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4. Applications: Bounds of Fractional Integral Operators for
(h, g; m)-Convex Functions

As an application, in this section we obtain the upper bounds of fractional integral
operators for (h, g; m)-convex functions.

Assumption 2. Let w € R, p,0,7 > 0,¢c > 6 > Qwithp > 0and 0 < q < r+p. Let
f be a nonnegative (h, g; m)-convex function on [0,00) where h is a nonnegative function on
JCR,(0,1) CJ, h #0,gis a positive function on [0,00), and m € (0,1]. Furthermore, let
0<a<b< oo

Theorem 7. Let Assumption 2 hold. If f,g € Li[a,b] and h € L1(0,1], then for x € [a, b] the
following inequality holds

(xf e €t f) (6 p) < f(a) (@) (€ h) (0:p) + m (e (5 ) egm@p). G4

where

(35)

Proof. Let f be an (I, g; m)-convex function on [0, 00), x € [a,b], m € (0,1] and ¢ € (0,1).
Then, similarly to Theorem 6, we use

X

flta+ (1= ) < h(D)f(a)g(a) +mh(1 = Df (= )g().

m
Multiplying both sides of the above inequality by #*~!E(wt’; p) and integrating on

[0,1] with respect to the variable ¢, we obtain

/Olf(ta + (1— H)x) I E(wt; p)dt
X

< fla)g(a) /Olh(t) t7E(wtf; p)dt + Mf(%)g(—) Alh(l—t)t”*lE(th;p)dt.

m

With the substitution u = ta + (1 — t)x and identities (21), (22), we obtain the inequality (34). [

Theorem 8. Let Assumption 2 hold. If f,g € Ly[a,b] and h € L1(0,1], then for x € [a, b] the
following inequality holds

G ) < FOSOE N Op) + m ()5 (5) e L), G6)

where

(37)

Proof. Using

X X

fth+(1=1)x) < h(HFB)E) +mh(1—1)f(>)g(),

m

the proof follows analogously to that of Theorem 7. [

From the two previous theorems we can directly obtain the following result.
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Corollary 7. Let Assumption 2 hold. If f,g € Lq[a,b] and h € L1(0,1], then for x € [a, b] the
following inequality holds

) )+ g ) ()
< [fl@)gla) + fOO)E MO p) +2mf (S )g (S ) Lip). (G8)

where w, and wy, are defined by (35) and (37).

(x

If we set x = bin Theorem 7 and x = a in Theorem 8, then we obtain the next fractional
integral inequality of the Hermite-Hadamard type.

Theorem 9. Let Assumption 2 hold. If f,g,h € Ly[a, b], then the following inequalities hold

ﬁ[( A Ep) + € f) e p)]

< [f(a) gla) + f(0)g (D)) (e 1) (0; p)
+m [f(%)g(%) +f(%)g<%)] (1) (1), (39)
where W is defined by (16).

In the following we will extend our interval to [ma, b]. Since m € (0,1], then ma < a,
mb < b,and [a,b] C [ma,b].

Theorem 10. Let Assumption 2 hold. If f,g € Ly[ma,b] and h € L1[0,1], then the following
inequality holds

ﬁ{( ) (mb; p) + (mbf)(ﬂp)]

+ gy |20 ) + (€53 ) )]
< (m+1)[f(a)g(a) + f(0)g(b)] (7" 1) (0; p) + (e5: 1) (L;p)], (40)
where - w - w "
“i= (mb —a)e’ @2 = (b —ma)r’ 4D

Proof. Let f be an (h, g; m)-convex function on [0,00), m € (0,1} and t € (0,1). Then
flta+m(1—1)b) < h(t)f(a)g(a) +mh(1—1)f(b)g(b),

f((A—=t)a+mtb) < h(1—t)f(a)g(a) +mh(t)f(b)g(b)
and
f(tb+m(1—t)a) < h(t)f(b)g(b) +mh(1—t)f(a)g(a),
f((A=8)b+mta) < h(1—1t)f(b)g(b) + mh(t)f(a)g(a).
First we add the above inequalities, i.e.,
f(ta+m(1—£)b) + f((1 —t)a + mtb)
+ f(tb+m(1—t)a) + f((1 —t)b + mta)
< (m+1)[f(a)g(a) + f(b)g(b)]h(t)
+(m+1)[f(a)g(a) + f(b)g(b)]h(1 —t).
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Then we use multiplication by t”~1E(wt; p) and integration on [0, 1] with respect to
the variable ¢ to obtain

/01 f(ta+m(1— )b)E(wtf; p)dt
+ Alf((l — t)a + mtb)t" LE(wt; p)dt
+ /Olf(tb +m(1 - D) E(wt®; p)dt
+ [ F( = 0+ iy B ot
< D (@g(a) + f)gO)] [ hO) Bt p)ai
o+ D @g@) + F0g®)] [ 0~ 0wt p)at

For the left side of the inequality we need several substitutions. For instance, if we set
u = ta+ m(1 —t)b, then we get

/Olf(ta (1 — ) E(wt; p)dt

= m amf(u)(mb—u)‘r 1E((mb 7 5 (mb —u)P; p)du.
Hence,

m [ ) B On— s

Sa P / F(0) (1~ )" B (1 — )P p)il

+ﬁ F(0) (1 — ma) B (s (1 — ma)?; p)d
b ma / f M) 71/[)‘7 lE((b ma)f (bfu)p;p)du
< (m+1)[f(a)g(a) + f(b)g(b)](1-1)(0; p)

+(m+1)[f(a)g(a) + f(b)g(b)](eg: h) (1; p),
that is

w<su(+mb_”)pf)(1nb;r7)+ M(st>(a;p)

1 Gomay , 1 (AT
+ ©—ma) <€b f> (ma; p) + = ma) <5m+ f> (b;p)
< (m+1)[f(a)g(a) + f(b)g(b)][(eh)(0; p) + (e 1) (1;p)]-
This provides the require inequality. [

Remark 4. With an extended generalized Mittag-Leffler function from Definition 1 and a class of
(h, g; m)-convex functions as in Definition 3, for different parameters p, T, r, q, w and for different
choices of functions h, g and parameter m, we obtain corresponding upper bounds of different
fractional operators for different classes of convexity.
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5. Conclusions

This research was on Hermite-Hadamard-type inequalities existing in a more gen-
eral setting. We used a fractional integral operator containing an extended generalized
Mittag-Leffler function in the kernel, and obtained Hermite-Hadamard fractional inte-
gral inequalities for a class of (I, g; m)-convex functions. Furthermore, we presented the
upper bounds of the fractional integral operators for (1, g; m)-convex functions. The ob-
tained results generalize and extend the corresponding inequalities for different classes of
convex functions.
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Abstract: This paper proposes a new fractional Poisson process through a recursive fractional
differential governing equation. Unlike the homogeneous Poison process, the Caputo derivative on
the probability distribution of k jumps with respect to time is linked to all probability distribution
functions of j jumps, where j is a non-negative integer less than or equal to k. The distribution
functions of arrival times are derived, while the inter-arrival times are no longer independent
and identically distributed. Further, this new fractional Poisson process can be interpreted as a
homogeneous Poisson process whose natural time flow has been randomized, and the underlying
time randomizing process has been studied. Finally, the conditional distribution of the kth order
statistic from random number samples, counted by this fractional Poisson process, is also discussed.

Keywords: fractional differential equations; Mittag-Leffler functions; Fox H function; subordinator
and inverse stable subordinator; Lamperti law; order statistic

1. Introduction

Since the inter-arrival times of a Poisson process being independent and exponentially
distributed are not supported by real data (see [1,2] and references therein), the fractional
Poisson processes have received various attention. There are several different approaches
to this concept. Jumarie [3] studies the fractional version of the Poisson process through
the fractional master equation. Laskin [4] modifies the differential equation governing the
probability distribution function of a homogeneous Poisson process through the Riemann-—
Liouville fractional derivative.

Another approach, followed by [5] is to generalize the inter-arrival times of a homoge-
neous Poisson process through the Mittag—Leffler distribution (see [6]). Later, Reference [7]
shows that this fractional version is a true renewal process, without the independent and
stationary increments.

If we denote the homogeneous Poisson process as {N; };>¢ with intensity A, where

A >0,and P as the Caputo fractional derivative, where g € (0,1), i.e.,

otP
op 1 t _of d
S50 = i h =9 (30

then one fractional method, proposed by [8] and denoted as {Mf3 }i>0, is to generalize the
probability distribution function of N; from

%P(N, —K) = —AP(N; = k) —P(N; =k—1)), ke N, (1)
to
9P
wJP(ME —k) = f)\(]P’(Mf =k —P(MF =k— 1)), k € Ny, @)

Fractal Fract. 2022, 6, 418. https:/ /doi.org/10.3390/ fractalfract6080418
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i.e., it is the time being fictionalized from a calculus point of view. More interestingly, if we
consider the inverse p-stable subordinator {E§3 }i>0, where g € (0,1), i.e.,

E[e=5] = Eg(—qtf), ®)

where

[ Zj
Eg(z) :/;) B +1) BeC R(P)>0

is the Mittag-Leffler function of one variable, and assume that {N; };>¢ and {Ef3 }i>0 are
independent, then

d
M £ N, )
t
i.e., it is the time being randomized from a probability point of view. Beghin and Orsingher [9],

Meerschaert et al. [10] prove that {M?} t>0 is still a renewal process with inter-arrival
times being independent and identically Mittag-Leffler distributed random variables, and
study the case where Equation (2) is generalized to the nth order differential equation. The

probability distribution function of {Mf H>o s,

P =) = (1) B (a2, kem
where

Oy 2

Efy(2) = kgo T(Bk + ) K’

B,v,6€C, R(B) >0

is the Mittag—Leffler function of three variables. Later, [11] describe the non-homogeneous
version of this fractional Poisson process through its non-local governing equation. This
fractional Poisson process has been applied in various fields. We refer to [12] for its
applications in the transport of charged carriers, and [13] for its applications in risk theory.

Another type of fractional Poisson process, proposed by [14,15], is constructed through
the integral representation, by replacing the Gaussian measure in the definition of fractional
Brownian motion with the Poisson counting measure. This fractional version displays long
range dependence, has a fatter tail than the Gaussian process, and converges to fractional
Brownian motion in distribution. Wang et al. [16] study the non-homogeneous versions of
this fractional process.

This paper defines a new fractional Poisson process, denoted as {NfS }>0, through a
governing equation, which generalizes Equation (1) by connecting P(N{g =k)to [P’(Ntﬁ =7)
for all j < k through Caputo fractional derivative, i.e.,

%owﬁ:k) :’Aﬁé%P(Nf=kfj), i,k € No.
=

Since IP’(NE =k) = 0 for k ¢ Ny, then the upper bound of the summation on the right
hand side can be extended to infinity. Thus, the fractional differentiation on the time of
the probability distribution function is related to the probabilities of all possible values
this new process could take. Particularly, when g = 1, the above equation goes back to
Equation (1).

We first study the probability properties of this fractional Poisson process. Later,
we find this fractional process can be interpreted as a homogeneous Poisson process
whose natural time flow has been randomized, and the underlying time process at time
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one follows a Lamperti distribution. The transforms of this underlying time process
have also been studied. Finally, we discuss the order statistics counted by this fractional
Poisson process.

2. Main Results

Theorem 1. Let {N,'f3 }i>0 be a fractional Poisson process with parameter A > 0and p € (0,1),
which satisfies the governing equation

%P(Nﬁ . k) Y 2 ’P(Nﬁ j), ik e Ny, ®)

where ]P’(Nf; = k) = 0 for k ¢ Ny. Then the probability distribution function of this process is
—1)k
P(Nf - k) = %E‘Bll,k<f/\/5tﬂ'>, k € No, )
where

)’ ,vy<€C, R(B) >0
]+7 By B)

Eﬁw Z

is the Mittag—Leffler function of two variables, and the probability density function of its arrival
times { Ty }ren is

_1)\k+1
fr(t) = ( rl&; A(At)ﬁflEﬁ,ﬁﬂ,k(fAﬁtﬁ), keN. @)

Proof. From the definition, we may write the right hand side of the governing equation

into an infinite series,
oP B B /5)] B .
—atﬁIP’<Nt 7k) = P(Nt 7k—]),

and therefore the Laplace transform of Ntﬁ is

o B
Ny | — _ AP
atﬁE{e f} A ,'Z

=0
—_ AP i (liljg*ﬂfE {e*'ﬂ\hﬁ]
j=o0 7

(—j/!g)j]E {efq(l\lfﬂ)}
—B)
)

=— /\ﬁ(l — e*q)ﬁE {e*thﬁ}.

Taking Laplace transform from t to s gives

e ffe ]} ol ] - cope o)

-1
)
B+ AB(1 —e—1)P
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This leads to
E{e*ﬂfﬂ :Eﬁ,l< M(1—e q)ﬁtﬁ> ®)
& (ARA)
’Eor(ﬁnﬂ)(l_e ’)

e (AP ()
Le qkz T(n+1) K X

k=0

and therefore

1 & (=AP)"(—pn)
P<Nf5:k> :Hn;ﬂ T(Bn+1) ‘

L1 & (DR
*HZ [(Bn+1—k)
(

- _.) Egyi(—APHF).

For the arrival times {Tj }ren, since {Nt/3 > k} and {Ty < t} are equivalent, then

we have

=
=
A\
I
11e
=
Y
=z
=™
I
~
SN—

Fmeus

—ABtE)" i 1T(—pn+j)
(Bn+1) =t T(=pn)

W) ﬁn)

Il
™e
C/‘

-
Il
~
-

I
e

3
Il
o

Il
o

Aﬁtﬁ) (=pm)i L1+ K)T(pn)
(Bn+1) Kk T()I(L+ pn)
( DF & (AR 1

NEP ﬁn+1— k) pn’

I [
012 102
'ﬂ/—\ /’:]/—\ 'ﬂ/—\
‘m
+
:

I
—_

where o F; (&, B,,z) is the Hypergeometric function; see [17] (Chapter 9). The proof is
completed after differentiating it with respect to f once. [J

Remark 1. 1. When g =1,

B[enf] = é % — exp{At(e 1~ 1)}
s o (=AD" 1 & (—DR(=APF)" (an)k
p(Nf _k) ; n+1fk) i?g Tmn+i-k K © "

which goes back to a homogeneous Poisson process.
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Since B € (0,1), the integral representation of the Mittag—Leffler function remains [18]
(Lemma 2.2.2), and we have

P(N = 0) = [ RO (o)

] 63w )

(ai, Ai)y,p
(b jr Bj ) 1,9
integral can be checked by [19] (Equation (1.13)) The integral representation, by closing the
contour in two different directions, leads to

is the Fox’s H function. The convergence of this contour

mn
where Hyg' |z

Epr(2) ; ﬁ1+7 Zr“r Bi)’

j=1

which determines the asymptotic behavior of these probability functions.
Equation (8) indicates that

B
E{e*‘*’”wz} —Eps (—/\/5(1 —e )Py + tz)ﬁ)

#Epa (—AP (1= e )P ) Ega (-AP (1 - e7)P)
aff )

ie., {Ntﬁ }=0 no longer possesses independent increments and therefore loses the lack of
memory property of the homogeneous Poisson process.
Since

:—qE{e_‘?Nfﬂ} = e 11— e—ﬂ)“tﬁ)\ﬁlzﬁ,ﬁ(%ﬂ(l - e—ﬂ)“tﬁ),

which tends to co as q tends to 0, then E[(Ntﬁ) n] does not exist for all n € N, unlike
‘B n

E[(M) ]- | -

Given Equation (6), Equation (5) can be verified directly.

F o)1 CDFAA)" TBn+1) g
atﬁP<Nf*k> *k*; ﬁn+l—) (ﬁn—ﬁ+1)tﬁ( !
_AB)"
=-AE E le)(—ﬁn — Bt
18 (AR &
-y ¥y ‘Bn+1§)< > (—pn)i

ko okt 1.& (AR (“DFIT(Bn+1) 4,
—A‘*gm-w %go FEn )T +1- (7))
1 & (D=0
k*i)!,gf(ﬁnﬂf(kfj))t

].,0 7'

/\/52 ’P(Nﬁ = k).
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We present a few numerical examples of IF’(Nt’5 = k) and fr, (t) from Figures 1-6.

P(N{=K)
0.20
— B=05
0.15 g0z
0.10 — p=09
— =t
0.05
I 10 2 30 40 50 '
Figure 1. P(Nf = 3) with A = 1.
P(N/=k)
0.30
0.25
— k=1
0.20 — k=3
0.15 — k=5
— k=7
0.10
0.05F
5; 1‘0 1‘5 2‘0 25 30 t
B 09 _ i _
Figure 2. P(N{? = k) with A = 1.
P(N{=K)
0.15
— A=0.7
0.10 — A=1
A2
— =4
0.05
I é 10 15 20 25 0 !
Figure 3. P(N?° = 3).
.0
0.6
05
— p=05
04 — p=07
03f — B=0.9
— =1
0.2
0.1
. . ; R
2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Figure 4. fr, () with A = 1.

238



Fractal Fract. 2022, 6, 418

fr,(t)

15F
— k=1
1.0
— k=3
— k=5
05 — k=7
1 2 s s 5
Figure 5. fr, (t) with A = 1and g = 0.9.
0
— A=07
— A=1
— A=2
— A=4
1‘ 2‘ 3 4 5 !
Figure 6. fr,(t) with f = 0.9.
The Laplace transform of Ty is
E|e T LAP(T, < y A 9
[ = aty(P(Te < 0} ; ﬁn+1fk)( qﬂ) ©)

which allows us to determine whether {N}B }>o is still a renewal process. Fork =1,

AB

= —qn0
e =B

E [e*'ﬂl} =
i.e., 7y is Mittag—Leffler distributed with survival function

P(t > t) = Eg, (—Aﬁtﬁ).

Fork =2,
2
E[e“ﬂz] _ AB(gP(1— B) +AP) _ ( AP ) - p) ABgP .
(qF + AP)>2 qP + AP (P +AP)

If 7y and 1; are independent, then

AP 2 _ APgP

_ E[e 172] <qﬁ+Aﬁ) +@ ﬁ)<( B128)? ) B

]E[E qu} = E[e—qu] = 2P = /Bq‘BJF/\‘B + (1 716)’

q.ﬁ+/\ﬂ

which implies that 1 is a mixture of Mittag-Leffler distributed random variable with prob-
ability B and a mass point at zero with probability 1 — B. So, if 7y and 1, are independent,
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then they are not equal in distribution and the mass point at zero implies the multiple
jumps at one time. Particularly, when g = 1, Equation (9) turns out to be

)= B () = (750)-

which is the Laplace transform of a gamma distribution and goes back to a homogeneous
Poisson process.

If we denote a B-stable subordinator as {Df3 tso, le.,
E {e*qu = e*tqﬁ,
then based on the definition,
Ef:inf{uzo:DE>t}, t>0.

{Ef }>0 is non-decreasing and its sample paths are almost surely continuous if {Dt’B Hso is
strictly increasing. From Equation (3), it can be seen that {Ef }>0 possesses non-Markovian
with non-stationary and non-independent increments. The probability functions of {Df3 tHo

and {Et’B }>0 are usually in complicated forms, and [20] find the densities of the product,
quotient, and power of them in terms of the Fox’s H function. Since

=[] -5

(1+5)
_ B B i
= Ta—pratp) ‘W eBp. (10)

B\P
If we denote L = (%) , then L is a Lamperti random variable and its probability

2t
density function with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R is

sin(7tp) 1
B x%+2xcos(mp) +1’

frlx) =

x> 0. (11)

See [21,22] for a detailed discussion on the Lamperti law and the stable law. Meanwhile,
the Mellin transform of {Eﬁs b0 is

[ (E)'] = i gy

From [23], for p € (0, 1), the Mellin transform and the Laplace transform of a positive
random variable can be connected through

E[XF] = 17 / qF 1 [e qx])dq, p€(0,1).

Replacing X with Ef gives

/Ow g0 (1 Ega (—atP) )dg = 70 7r(r’)()lril ﬁ;)p ), (12)
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The next theorem gives a parallel result to distributional equality Equation 4.

Theorem 2. Let {Nf }>0 be a fractional Poisson process with parameter A > 0 and g € (0,1). If
{U,ﬂ }i>0 is a non-negative process such that

11
11 91 |x 1*3:3 (0,1)

=_--HM|Z , >0, 13
futﬁ(x) ﬁt 2,2|:t gl_lr] (0’1) X ( )

BB

and independent with {NfS }i>o, then
d

NF = N/ (14)

t

Proof. If Equation (14) is true, then
E{e’thﬂ] = E[}E {e*ﬂNﬁuﬁH = E{e%(l%"’)uﬂ = Ega (M (1—e)¥F),
which gives
E[e qu; } - Eﬁl( qﬁtﬁ). (15)

Applying Equation (12) gives

B(uf)] =gy [ (1= B () Jag
“tapph o (0B (s))as
(

p tﬁﬁr F)r(-4)
R

:WFO*B)< +5)

F1—p)r(1+p) ’

Finally, applying the inverse Mellin transform gives

fug @) =5 [ E[(W) ]

R(p) € (=B, B)- (16)

11/W’W*r@+@do
B2 Jeio | T(—p)T(1+p) P
_111/c1+,wr<;—és>r( —%-ﬁ-%s) (E)isds
T Bt2mi Jo—ico T(1—s)I(s) t
x| (1 3) 0
- 22

izt (1-11) (o)

|

Remark 2. 1. From Equation (15), {Utﬁ }i>0 does not possess independent and stationary
increments.
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2. Comparing Equation (10) and Equation (16), it can be seen that

B\ F
+ Elt

B |

E2,t

which leads to a simpler form of Equation (13) after a change of variable in Equation (11),

Df )
uf 4 % 4415
iy

IES

Fosx) = i xP~1sin(7pB)
uf Nt T 2B 1 0xBth cos(mtp) + 1267

x> 0. (17)
Meanwhile, this expression can be seen from Equation (13) directly,

1— (0,1)

1- (0,1)

c+loorlfy 1*l+y _
=2 ) . (ﬁr< /s<> ) )(f) Vi

:%,gyii‘gln< 55 ) 117};) <2/><X>ﬁy

‘Da\»—' E\H
<

= =

fuf(x) llzinz |:t

v

n=0

,7%(£) Zsm nmnp) ( %>ﬁ>7n
11 (;)ﬁsm(nﬁ)
X ()% L o(3)F cos(mp) + 1

P xP~1sin(7p)
T x2 4 2xPtP cos(mtB) + 12

L Farse (1)
(

With this simplified expression, we can see that when t — 0, f s (x) — 0 and when x — 0,
t
3. From Equation (16), the Mellin transform only exists for R(p) € (—pB, B), and therefore Uf'

does not have the first moment for t > 0. This fits our observation in Theorem 1 that Nf does
not have the first moment for t > 0 either.

We give a few numerical examples of f, s (x) from Figures 7-10. In the first two figures,
t

there is a clear sign that the density functions approach to infinity as the variable x tends to
zero. In the last two figures, the density functions approach to zero as the variable t tends
to zero. These behaviors fit the theoretical analysis on Equation (17).
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— p=03
— p=05
— B=07
— p=09
Figure 7. f s (x).
1
0
— t=0.5
— =1
— t=15
— t=2
x
5
Figure 8. fu?-9 (x).
0
— B=03
— =05
— B=0.7
— p=09
‘ ‘ : —
2 4 6 8
Figure 9. f ;5 (x).
1
0
20
15 — x=0.5
— x=1
10 — x=1.5
— x=2
05
L t
2 4 6 8
Figure 10. fi00 (x).

243



Fractal Fract. 2022, 6, 418

Equation (13) can be checked through the Laplace transform directly
05) (©
E[e—quf] :%%tHgg qt' (03) ©D
01 (04) O

1
1
P
1
1. 11 ‘ O’E
=—H" gt
g2 [q EO,; (0,1)

=Hy) [(qt)ﬁ] Eg B

=Ega(~(at)F).
With the distributional equality Equation (14), Equation (6) can be calculated directly,
B_ 1) = _
P(Nf =) =P (Nuﬁ = k)

t
© k
- /0 (Ak’j) e M (uf € dx)

B oo(/\x)k *Mlli c+ico r(%f%s>r(l—%+%s) (f)isdsdx
T K B t27i Je—ico T(1—s)I(s) t
11 1 et r(%u)r(l— %u)r(k-i—u) o
—Hgﬁ/q,m O R
ST Ry GO ol PSS (TS| AV
TR B2 Joy i T(1—u) T(—u+1—k) "
NNy (LGl DY
Tk B2mi Je—ie  T(1—k—u) "

(

_(_1)k 1 jetioc T(s)I(1—s)
Tk ﬁ/crioo T(1—k—ps)

:(—kpk Epai (1),

(At)~Psds

Corollary 1. The Laplace and Mellin transforms of the density function of {uf }i>0, where
B € (0,1), with respect to the time variable are

- 1-11
et x)dt =HV! | (sx ﬁ‘ b’ , x>0,
/0 fup®) 12| (6%) 1-5,1) (0,p)

and
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Proof. We first rewrite the density function of L[f’ as

1o x| (L-fp) OD
furﬁ(x) 7EH;,; ? él %’% (0,1)
_1 1,1 X ]/% (1’1)
px 221t (1h) (1)
1ot (0F) ©1)
B Pxl (o) o) |

_11
bl 0oFE) o
px = (0,1
11
1 41 1_3/3
=—H;, |sx
g2 Eléé (0,1)
1-11
—H4 |ef| ,
’ 1-41) (0,p)

and the Mellin transform is

s—1 _ s I—Hl’l 7
/0 B ()t /0 A

Cpx T(s)I(1—s)
TR 5)
N T(1+s)T(1-s) ’

which completes the proof. [

Let (X3, Xy, ..., Xy) be a series of n independent and identically distributed random
variables with probability density function fx. Denote (X(l), Xy X (n>) as the order

B
statistics of this series if X << X K<< X<n), and X(Nkf) as the kth order statistic

from Ntﬂ samples, fork € {1,..., Ntﬁ }. The following result is an application of {Ntﬂ }>0 on

B
the order statistics, which shows that the probability of {X(Nk’) | N{g > k} can be expressed
as the ratio of probabilities of a fractional Poisson process.

Theorem 3. Let {Nf3 Y=o be a fractional Poisson process with parameter A > 0, € (0,1) and
{Xi}ien be a sequence of i.i.d. random variables with probability distribution function Fx,

P(Nf > k)

W, keN,

NP
P(x(kg <x|Nf 2k> =

245



Fractal Fract. 2022, 6, 418

where {Ntﬁ}tzo is a fractional Poisson process with parameter AFx > 0and B € (0,1).

Proof. By the conditional probability law,

B
z;‘;w(x% <x N = n)

P(Nf =)

NP
]P’(X<k*) <x|Nf 2k> =

0 Nf
Zn:kﬁb(X(k’) <ux| Ntﬁ = n)IP(Ntﬁ = n)

P(Nf > k)
The numerator could be computed as
y ]P’(X(kf) <x|Nf= n>P(Nf =n)
P

i (ZD)" S (AP
n! (T(Bm—+1—n)

(%) Fena - reto)

n=k j=k m=|
B 0 0 oo 1 . i " (_/\ﬁtﬁ)m
f]gm; ; O s O e ey

0

L) & s S (L-Fx(x)"  (~Dm
= ) mZ::o( . n;) n! L(pm+1—n—j)
' B (-D)IF" (2)

Al I(pm+1—j)

This completes the proof. [

3. Conclusions and Future Work

In this paper, we discuss a new fractional Poisson process governed by a recursive
fractional differential governing equation. The probability distribution function and the
Laplace transform of this process are derived. Moreover, this process is equivalent in
distribution with a homogeneous Poisson process whose natural time flow is randomized
by a Lamperti process. Finally, order statistic from random number samples counted by
this fractional Poisson process is studied.

Further research may focus on investigating the distribution properties of the inter-
arrival times, generalizing from the first-order differential equation to the nth-order differ-
ential equation, and the applications in the risk theory, e.g., the discounted sum counted by
this point process.
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