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Abstract. The monotonicity of the Mittag-Leffler function Eα with respect to the parameter α
is investigated, via some convex ordering properties for related random variables. In particular,
it is shown that the mapping α 7→ Eα(x

α) decreases on (0, 2) for all x > 0, that the mapping
α 7→ Eα(−xα) decreases on (0, 1) for all x ≥ 1 and that the mapping α 7→ Eα(Γ(1+α)x) decreases
on (0, 1) for all x ∈ R∗. Analogous results are presented for the two parameter Mittag-Leffler
functions Eα,β with β ≥ α, with an emphasis on the extremal case β = α. Several applications of
these results are discussed for Abelian integral equations and subdiffusions.

1. Introduction and presentation of the results

Introduced in [16], the classical Mittag-Leffler function

Eα(x) =
∑
n≥0

xn

Γ(1 + nα)

with parameter α > 0, is one of the simplest special functions. In the case when α is rational, this

function has a hypergeometric character and solves a certain linear ordinary differential equation.

In general, the Mittag-Leffler function solves an Abelian integral equation with a fractional kernel

and for this reason, it has been the object of many studies in the literature on fractional calculus.

See the recent monographs [2, 12] for comprehensive accounts. Meanwhile, some basic properties of

these functions are still unsettled.

In this paper, we wish to study some monotonicity properties of the Mittag-Leffler function with

respect to the fractional parameter α. This problem is classical for the usual special functions,

in relationship with various comparison inequalities for the involved differential equations. As an

instance, let us refer to our previous paper [9] for such comparison inequalities in the framework

of confluent hypergeometric functions. For the Mittag-Leffler functions, the second author had

obtained in [22] various stochastic ordering results for related random variables, leading to the

hyperbolic bounds
1

1 + Γ(1− α)x
≤ Eα(−x) ≤ 1

1 + x
Γ(1+α)

(1)

for all α ∈ (0, 1) and x ≥ 0. These bounds, which were later on generalized in [6] for the two

parameter Mittag-Leffler functions and the more general Kilbas-Saigo functions - can then be used

for several problems such as Van der Corput estimates [20], inverse problems for subdiffusions [13]

or boundedness properties for fractional differential equations [8].
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The purpose of this paper is to apply the notion of convex ordering for studying the monotonicity

of the mapping α 7→ Eα, in various contexts. Let us first recall that for two real random variables

X and Y, the convex ordering relationship

X ≺cx Y

means that E[φ(X)] ≤ E[φ(Y )] for all convex functions such that the two expectations exist. By

the convexity of the exponential function, this property has an immediate application for comparing

Laplace transforms or moment generating functions, which is a known feature of several Mittag-

Leffler functions or transformations thereof - see [23] for an account. The methodology we use to

obtain convex orderings in this paper is classical, and makes an extensive use of single and double

intersection properties, as displayed in the standard reference [21] on the topic. Considering the

sometimes technical arguments and the specificity of some statements in [22], our proofs will be more

transparent and our findings will also have a simpler character. Our first result is the following.

Theorem A. For every x > 0, the mapping α 7→ Eα(x
α) decreases on (0, 2).

The proof of the above result is different according as α ∈ (0, 1) or α ∈ (1, 2). In case α ∈ (0, 1),

the function Eα(x
α) is the difference of two Laplace transforms and we can apply a complete

monotonicity result of [1], which basically amounts to a non-intersection property for the kernels in

one Laplace transform. In case α ∈ (1, 2), the function Eα(x
α) is the moment generating function

of a centered random variable with an atom, and we show a double intersection property with the

help of the generalized Descartes’ rule of signs. If we consider the two-parameter Mittag-Leffler

function

Eα,β(x) =
∑
n≥0

xn

Γ(β + αn)

with α, β > 0, a direct consequence of Theorem A and of the interpolation formula

Eα,β(x
α) =

1

Γ(β − 1)

∫ 1

0
(1− t)β−2Eα((tx)

α) dt

which is valid for all β > 1 and x ≥ 0, is that the mapping α 7→ Eα,β(x
α) also decreases on (0, 2) for

all β > 1 and x > 0. However, we shall observe in Remark 1 below that the mapping α 7→ Eα,β(x
α)

may not be monotonic for β < 1, and also that the mapping α 7→ Eα(x
α) has increase points for

large α and some specific values of x. In case α ∈ (0, 1), the derivative of the function x 7→ Eα(λx
α)

appears as the fundamental solution to Abelian integral equations of the second kind, and we show

in Corollaries 1 and 2 that the proof of Theorem A leads to interesting comparison theorems for

such equations, in the expanding case λ > 0.

In the literature on fractional calculus, the completely monotonic function x 7→ Eα(−xα) with

α ∈ (0, 1) plays a central role and we refer again to [12] for an account - see in particular Chapter 8.1

therein for its connections with fractional relaxation. Our next main result shows that monotonicity

with respect to the fractional parameter has a very different character for such functions.
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Theorem B. For every 0 < α < β < 1, there exists xα,β ∈ (0, 1) such that the function

x 7→ Eα(−xα)− Eβ(−xβ)

is negative for x ∈ (0, xα,β) and positive for x ∈ (xα,β,∞). Moreover, one has the bounds(
1

Γ(1− β)Γ(1 + α)

) 1
β−α

< xα,β <

(
Γ(1 + β)

Γ(1 + α)

) 1
β−α

.

This result implies that for every x ≥ 1, the mapping α 7→ Eα(−xα) decreases on (0, 1). This

completes the main result of the recent paper [3] - see Theorem 3.5 therein, which shows that

for every α∗ ∈ (0, 1) there exists c∗ ∈ (0, 1) such that the mapping α 7→ Eα(−xα) increases on

(α∗, 1) for every x ∈ (0, c∗). In [3], this property is applied to the inverse problem of recovering

the fractional exponent of subdiffusions from observed data - see Theorem 5.4 therein. We believe

that our uniform monotonicity result could be useful for such questions, which we have not however

investigated as yet.

Another consequence of Theorem B is an alternative proof of Theorem A in the case α ∈ (1, 2) -

see Remark 3, and a precise reason why the main result of [1] must fail in general - see Proposition 2.

We also show in Proposition 1 that the single intersection property of Theorem B can be obtained

from the double intersection property for the derivative xα−1Eα,α(−xα), which however does not

imply the important bound xα,β < 1. Finally, we observe in Proposition 3 that the material used

for Theorem B also leads for α ∈ (0, 4] to optimal bounds for the difference αEα(x)− ex
1/α between

the Mittag-Leffler function and its leading term in the expansion at ∞.

Our third main result is the following improvement on the bounds given in (1).

Theorem C. For every x ∈ R∗, the function α 7→ Eα (Γ(1 + α)x) decreases on (0, 1).

Applied on the negative half-line, this result yields the uniform bounds

e−x ≤ Eβ (−Γ(1 + β)x) ≤ Eα (−Γ(1 + α)x) ≤ 1

1 + x
(2)

for all 0 < α < β < 1 and x ≥ 0, which shows that the optimal upper bound in (1) can be obtained as

an increasing limit when α ↓ 0, and also that the lower bound in (1), which is optimal when x→ ∞,

can be improved when x → 0. These bounds also specify how the function Eα

(
−Γ(1 + α)x2

)
interpolates between the Lorentzian curve 1/(1 + x2) at the limit α → 0 and the Gaussian curve

e−x2 at the limit α→ 1. This interpolation turns out to be monotonic after a rescaling that equalizes

all second derivatives at zero. Observe that the animation on this interpolation for the function

Eα(−x2) which is given at the beginning of [25] is not, despite appearances, monotonic.

Theorem C is obtained as a consequence of the convex ordering for the rescaled Mittag-Leffler

random variables Γ(1 + α)Mα, whose moment generating function is Eα (Γ(1 + α)x) - see the

introduction of our previous paper [10] and the references therein for more details on these random

variables. This convex ordering had already been derived on (1/2, 1) in [22] via some discrete
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factorization with Beta and Gamma random variables. In the present paper, we use a factorization

with Beta random variables only and an exact power transform which were already applied in [24]

for other purposes, and turn out to be particularly adapted to our problem.

The latter power beta factorization extends for all α ∈ (0, 1) and β ≥ α to the generalized

Mittag-Leffler random variables Mα,β having moment generating function Eα,β(x) - see again the

introduction of [10] for more details on such random variables. And it is equally useful for proving

our last main result dealing with the monotonicity of Eα,β with respect to the second parameter β.

Theorem D. For every α ∈ (0, 1] and x ∈ R∗, the mapping

β 7→ Γ(β)Eα,β

(
Γ(β + α)

Γ(β)
x

)
increases on (α,∞). Moreover, it converges to ∞ if x ≥ 1 and to 1/(1− x) if x < 1.

This result is also obtained via convex ordering, in a different manner than Theorem C: the

argument involves here the factorization of Mα,β with the "extremal" distribution Mα,α and the

power transformation of a single beta distribution. Similarly as above, Theorem D improves on

the hyperbolic bounds obtained in [6] for the two parameter Mittag-Leffler functions - see (11) and

Remark 8 below. In Proposition 4, we also study the monotonicity with respect to the parameter α

of the suitably rescaled extremal Mittag-Leffler function Eα,α on the positive half-line, which leads

to an improvement on the Cauchy bounds for the latter function - see again Remark 8. Finally, in

Proposition 5 we show how an argument during the proof of Theorem B combined with these optimal

Cauchy bounds can be applied for a precise variation analysis of the function x 7→ xEα,α(−x), which

is crucial in the sensitivity analysis for subdiffusions in the recent paper [13].

2. Proof of Theorem A

We start with the case α ∈ (0, 1), which is a consequence of the following integral representation:

Eα(x
α) =

ex

α
−
∫ ∞

0
e−xtfα(t) dt, x ≥ 0, (3)

with

fα(t) =
sin(πα) tα−1

π(t2α − 2 cos(πα)tα + 1)

for all t > 0. This representation is given in Formula (3.4) of [23] - see also Formulas (1.1.12) and

(1.1.16) with ρ = 1/α and µ = 1 in [19]. If 0 < α < β < 1, it follows from Lemma 2.2 and Formula

(3.3) in [1] that

fα(t)− fβ(t) >

(
β

α
− 1

)
fβ(t) > 0, t > 0.

Therefore, we obtain

Eα(x
α) − Eβ(x

β) =
ex

α
− ex

β
+

∫ ∞

0
e−xt (fβ(t)− fα(t)) dt

>
ex

α
− ex

β
+

∫ ∞

0
(fβ(t)− fα(t)) dt =

(ex − 1)(β − α)

αβ
> 0
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as required, where for the second equality we have used (3) with x = 0.

We next proceed to the case α ∈ (1, 2), which relies on convex ordering. Formula (3.6) in [23]

shows that (3) remains true in this context, but the function fα becomes here everywhere negative

so that the formula has a different meaning. Specifically, if we introduce the real random variable

Xα whose law is given by

1

α
δ−1(dt) +

(
(− sin(πα))tα−1

π(t2α − 2 cos(πα)tα + 1)
1{t>0}

)
dt,

then (3) reads as

Eα(x
α) = E[e−xXα ], x ≥ 0. (4)

Observe that Xα is integrable with E[Xα] = 0 for all α ∈ (1, 2) because

d

dx
(Eα(x

α))x=0 = 0.

Since y 7→ e−xy is strictly convex for every x > 0, it suffices to show that Xβ ≺cx Xα if 1 < α <

β < 2. Setting Fα(t) = P[Xα ≤ t] and Fβ(t) = P[Xβ ≤ t] for all t ∈ R, it is enough to prove that

the function

t 7→ Fα(t) − Fβ(t)

vanishes once on the common support [−1,∞), starting positive. To see this, apply Theorem 3.A.44

in [21] or use alternatively the formula

1

x

(
Eα(x

α) − Eβ(x
β)
)

=

∫ ∞

−1
e−xt (Fα(t) − Fβ(t)) dt

combined with Theorem 3.1.(b) p.21 in [11] and the fact that the function on the left-hand side

vanishes at zero and ∞. The function Fα(t)− Fβ(t) is clearly positive on [−1, 0], smooth on (0,∞)

and converges to zero as x→ ∞. Hence, by an elementary analysis - see also the proof of Theorem

3.A.44 in [21], we are reduced to show that the function

Fα,β(t) = F ′
α(t) − F ′

β(t)

vanishes twice on (0,∞), starting positive. Computing

Fα,β(t) =
(− sin(πα)) tα(1 + t2β) + sin(πβ) tβ(1 + t2α) + 2 sin(π(α− β)) tα+β

π t(t2α − 2 cos(πα)tα + 1)(t2β − 2 cos(πβ)tβ + 1)

shows that the number of zeroes of Fα,β on (0,∞) is that of the function

φ(t) = 1 −
(
sin(πβ)

sin(πα)
t
1−α

β +
2 sin(π(α− β))

sin(πα)
t +

sin(πβ)

sin(πα)
t
1+α

β

)
+ t2

on (0,∞). Now since
sin(πβ)

sin(πα)
> 0 and

sin(π(α− β))

sin(πα)
> 0

for 1 < α < β < 2, the generalized Descartes’ rule of signs - see Theorem 2.2 and Example 2.2 in

[14] - implies that φ vanishes at most twice on (0,∞). Let us give some details for completeness:
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one has

φ(t) =

∫ ∞

0
txf(x)µ(dx)

where µ = δ0 + δ1−α
β
+ δ1 + δ1+α

β
+ δ2 is a positive measure, the kernel (t, x) 7→ tx is strictly totally

positive on [0,∞) - see Formula (2.1) p.15 in [11], and the function

f = 1[0,1−α
β
) −

(
sin(πβ)

sin(πα)
1[1−α

β
,1) +

2 sin(π(α− β))

sin(πα)
1[1,1+α

β
) +

sin(πβ)

sin(πα)
1[1+α

β
,2)

)
+ 1[2,∞)

has at most two strict sign changes on [0,∞). The strict variation-diminishing property - see again

Theorem 3.1.(b) p.21 in [11] - implies that φ and hence Fα,β vanishes at most twice on (0,∞).

Moreover, it is clear that Fα,β is positive in the neighbourhood of zero and ∞ and hence must have

at least two strict sign changes, since otherwise the function Fα(x)− Fβ(x) would increase and not

converge to zero at ∞. This shows alltogether that the function Fα,β vanishes exactly twice on

(0,∞), and completes the proof.

□

Remark 1. (a) One might ask if the statement of Theorem A extends to higher values of α. If we

first suppose that α = n is an integer and if we set

un(x) = En(x
n) =

1

n

n−1∑
k=0

exe
2ikπ
n

where we have used Formula (3.3.4) in [12] for the second equality, then it can be proved (using

t4 − 4t+ 3 > 0 for all t > 1) that

u3(x) =
1

3

(
ex + 2e−x/2 cos

(√
3x

2

))
< cosh(x) = u2(x)

and (separating the case x ≥ π and x ≤ π and using t3 − 3t+ 2 > 0 for all t > 1) that

u4(x) =
1

2
(cosh(x) + cos(x)) < u3(x)

for all x > 0. However, using the Wolfram package we found that

u25(30) = 5.4860...× 1011 < 6.3108...× 1011 = u26(30),

so that the mapping α 7→ Eα(x
α) has increasing points on (0,∞) for some x > 0. We believe, and

simulations seem to confirm, that the mapping α 7→ Eα(x
α) still decreases on (2, 4). Observe that

in that case one has the stochastic representation

Eα(x
α) =

1

2

(
Eα/2(x

α/2) + Eα/2(−xα/2)
)

=
1

2

(
E
[
e−xXα/2

]
+ E

[
eixYα/2

])
(5)

where Xα/2 is the centered random variable used in the above proof and Yα/2 is a symmetric

random variable with density

sin(πα/4) |x|α/2−1

π(|x|α + 2 cos(πα/4)|x|α/2 + 1)
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on R. Above, we have used again Formula (3.3.4) in [12] for the first equality and for the second

equality we have applied the Fourier inversion formula to the identity∫
R
Eα/2(−|x|α/2) eiux dx = 2ℜ

(
(iu)α/2−1

1 + (iu)α/2

)
which is a direct consequence of Formula (3.7.7) in [12]. In view of the latter representation of

Eα(x
α) as the half-sum of a moment generating function and a characteristic function, it seems

that other tools are necessary in order to study the monotonicity of α 7→ Eα(x
α) for α ∈ (2, 4).

(b) The mapping α 7→ Eα,β(x
α) may not be monotonic for β < 1. For instance, the function

Eα,α(x
α) = αE′

α(x
α) = x1−α

(
ex

α
+

∫ ∞

0
e−xt tfα(t) dt

)
is such that

Eα,α(0) − Eβ,β(0) =
1

Γ(α)
− 1

Γ(β)
< 0 and Eα,α(x

α) − Eβ,β(x
β) → ∞ as x→ ∞

if 0 < α < β < 1. If we fix β ∈ (0, 1), then a consequence of Formula (1.1.16) in [19] is the integral

representation

Eα,β(x
α) = x1−β

(
ex

α
+

∫ ∞

0
tα−β e−xt

(
sin(πβ) tα + sin(π(α− β))

π(t2α − 2 cos(πα)tα + 1)

)
dt

)
for all α ∈ (0, 1), which is however not informative enough at first sight.

(c) A combination of (3) and the main result of [1] give also the rigid bounds

0 < ex − βEβ(x
β) < ex − αEα(x

α) < 1− α (6)

uniformly on x > 0. Observe that ex − βEβ(x
β) → 0 as β → 1, whereas ex − αEα(x

α) converges to

a less trivial limit as α→ 0. More precisely, we can rewrite (3) as

ex − αEα(x
α) = (1− α)E

[
e−xUα

]
where

Uα
d
=

(
Z1−α

Z1−α

) 1−α
α

is a positive power transform of the quotient of two independent copies of the positive stable random

variable Z1−α with Laplace transform E[e−tZ1−α ] = e−t1−α for all t ≥ 0 - see Proposition 7 in [22]

with α = 1 therein. On the other hand, it follows from the proof of Theorem A pp. 11-12 in [22]

that

Uα
d−→ S

S
as α→ 0

where the quotient is again independent and S is the log-stable random variable with Mellin trans-

form E[Ss] = ss for all s > 0 - see the introduction of [22] pp.2-3 for more detail on this random

variable. This shows alltogether that

ex − αEα(x
α) ↑ E

[
e−xS

S

]
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for all x > 0 as α→ 0.We will come back to the boundedness properties of the function ex−αEα(x
α)

on (0,∞) for all α ∈ (0, 4) in Proposition 3 below.

We end this section with an application of Theorem A on certain fractional differential equations.

We will prove the two following comparison theorems, which seem to have passed unnoticed in the

literature on fractional calculus. Our first result deals with an integral equation hinging upon the

standard Riemann-Liouville integral

Iα0+f(x) =
1

Γ(α)

∫ x

0
(x− y)α−1f(y) dy

for α > 0, which acts on a continuous function f : R+ → R. See e.g. Section 1.1 in [2] for more

details on this fractional integral.

Corollary 1. Let gi : R+ → R be a continuous function and fi be the unique solution to

fi(x) = gi(x) + λαi
i I

αi
0+f(x)

with λi > 0 and αi ∈ (0, 1) for i = 1, 2. Suppose α2 ≥ α1, λ1 ≥ λ2 and g1(x) ≥ g2(x) for all x ∈ R+.

Then, one has

f1(x) ≥ f2(x)

for all x ∈ R+.

Proof. Applying Formula (7.1.24) in [12], we can express the two solutions as

fi(x) = gi(x) + λαi
i

∫ x

0
gi(x− y) yαi−1Eαi,αi((λiy)

αi) dy

for i = 1, 2 and all x ≥ 0. This implies

f1(x)− f2(x) ≥
∫ x

0
g1(x− y)

(
λα1
1 yα1−1Eα1,α1((λ1y)

α1) − λα2
2 yα2−1Eα2,α2((λ2y)

α2)
)
dy.

On the other hand, it follows from the proof of Theorem A that for all 0 < α < β < 1 and x ≥ 0,

one has

Eα(x
α) − Eβ(x

β) =

(
1

α
− 1

β

)(
ex − E

[
e−xXα,β

])
where Xα,β is a positive random variable with density function

t 7→
αβ(fα(t)− fβ(t))

β − α
·

In particular, the function

Eα1((λ1y)
α1)− Eα2((λ2y)

α2) = Eα1((λ1y)
α1)− Eα1((λ2y)

α1) + Eα1((λ2y)
α1)− Eα2((λ2y)

α2)

=
∑
n≥0

(λnα1
1 − λnα1

2 )ynα1

Γ(1 + nα1)
+

(
1

α1
− 1

α2

)(
eλ2y − E

[
e−λ2yXα1,α2

])
increases on (0,∞). Taking the derivative shows that

λα1
1 yα1−1Eα1,α1((λ1y)

α1) ≥ λα2
2 yα2−1Eα2,α2((λ2y)

α2) (7)

for all y ≥ 0, and concludes the proof. □
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Our second result deals with the standard Riemann-Liouville derivative

Dα
0+f(x) =

1

Γ(1− α)

d

dx

(∫ x

0
(x− y)−αf(y) dy

)
for α ∈ (0, 1), which acts on an absolutely continuous function f : R+ → R. See e.g. Section 1.7 in

[2] for more details on this fractional derivative.

Corollary 2. Let gi : R+ → R be a continuous function and fi be the unique solution to{
Dαi

0+fi(x) − λfi(x) = gi(x)

I1−αi
0+ fi(0) = µi

with λ ≥ 1, µi ≥ 0 and αi ∈ (0, 1) for i = 1, 2. Suppose α2 ≥ α1, µ1 ≥ µ2 and g1(x) ≥ g2(x) for all

x ∈ R+. Then, one has

f1(x) ≥ f2(x)

for all x ∈ R+.

Proof. Applying Formula (2.96) in [2], we can express the two solutions as

fi(x) = µi x
αi−1Eαi,αi (λx

αi) +

∫ x

0
gi(x− y) yαi−1Eαi,αi(λy

αi) dy

for i = 1, 2. Defining λ1, λ2 ≥ 1 by λα1
1 = λα2

2 = λ, we have λ1 ≥ λ2 since λ ≥ 1 and α2 ≥ α1, and

deduce from (7) that

tα1−1Eα1,α1(λt
α1) ≥ tα2−1Eα2,α2(λt

α2)

for all t ≥ 0. This completes the proof. □

Remark 2. Applying Proposition 2.61 in [2], we see that the same comparison theorem holds for

the fractional Cauchy problem {
CDα

0+f(x) − λf(x) = g(x)
f(0) = µ

with µ ≥ 0 and λ ≥ 1, where CDα
0+ is the Dzhrbashyan-Caputo fractional derivative. Indeed, the

above proof shows that we also have Eα1(λt
α1) ≥ Eα2(λt

α2) for all λ ≥ 1 and t ≥ 0 as soon as

0 < α1 ≤ α2 < 1. Observe that the same argument shows that the comparison theorem also holds

for the integral equation

f(x) = g(x) + λIα0+f(x)

with λ ≥ 1 and α ∈ (0, 1).

3. Proof of Theorem B

We start with the standard formula which is given in e.g. in Exercise 3.9.5. of [12]:

Eα(−xα) =

∫ ∞

0
e−xtgα(t) dt, x ≥ 0, (8)

with

gα(t) =
sin(πα) tα−1

π(t2α + 2 cos(πα)tα + 1)
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for all t > 0. Beware in passing that this formula is valid for α ∈ (0, 1) only, since the function

x 7→ Eα(−xα) vanishes at least once on (0,∞) for every α > 1 - see e.g. [18, 19]. Setting Vα for

the random variable with density gα and Gα,β(x) = Eα(−xα) − Eβ(−xβ), an integration by parts

gives

Gα,β(x) = x

∫ ∞

0
e−xt (P[Vβ > t]− P[Vα > t]) dt.

On the other hand, the function t 7→ ψα,β(t) = P[Vβ > t]− P[Vα > t] has derivative

gα(t) − gβ(t) =
sin(πα) tα(1 + t2β) − sin(πβ) tβ(1 + t2α) + 2 sin(π(α− β)) tα+β

π t(t2α + 2 cos(πα)tα + 1)(t2β + 2 cos(πβ)tβ + 1)

and the fact that sin(π(α − β)) < 0 shows as in the proof of Theorem A that it has at most two

strict sign changes, starting positive. Hence, the function ψα,β which vanishes at zero and infinity,

has exactly one strict sign change on (0,∞), starting positive. Putting this together with Theorem

3.1.(b) p.21 in [11] implies that the function Gα,β(x) vanishes at most once on (0,∞). Finally, since

Gα,β(x) ∼ 1

Γ(1− α)xα
> 0 as x→ ∞ and Gα,β(x) ∼ − xα

Γ(1 + α)
< 0 as x→ 0,

we have shown that there exists xα,β > 0 with the required properties.

The lower bound on xα,β is a consequence of Theorem 4 in [22], which gives

Gα,β(x) ≤ Γ(1− β)Γ(1 + α)xβ − xα

(Γ(1 + α) + xα)(1 + Γ(1− β)xβ)
< 0

as soon as x < (Γ(1− β)Γ(1 + α))
− 1

β−α . This result also implies

Gα,β(x) ≥ xβ − Γ(1− α)Γ(1 + β)xα

(Γ(1 + β) + xβ)(1 + Γ(1− α)xα)
> 0

for x > (Γ(1− α)Γ(1 + β))
1

β−α , which yields the upper bound xα,β < (Γ(1− α)Γ(1 + β))
1

β−α . The

latter is however weaker than the one we claim, because Γ(1 + α)Γ(1 − α) = 1/ sinc(απ) > 1. In

order to get the required upper bound, we will first use a fractional differential equation argument.

Specifically, it follows from Exercise 3.9.4. in [12] and a change of variable that

Gα,β(x) =
xβ

Γ(1 + β)

∫ 1

0
β(1− t)β−1Eβ(−(tx)β) dt − xα

Γ(1 + α)

∫ 1

0
α(1− t)α−1Eα(−(tx)α) dt.

If we now set

x∗ =

(
Γ(1 + β)

Γ(1 + α)

) 1
β−α

and if we suppose x∗ ≤ xα,β, the definitions of x∗ and xα,β imply

0 ≥ Gα,β(x∗) =
xβ∗

Γ(1 + β)

(∫ 1

0
β(1− t)β−1Eβ(−(tx∗)

β) dt −
∫ 1

0
α(1− t)α−1Eα(−(tx∗)

α) dt

)
>

xβ∗
Γ(1 + β)

∫ 1

0

(
β(1− t)β−1 − α(1− t)α−1

)
Eα(−(tx∗)

α) dt

=
xβ∗

Γ(1 + β)
(E [Eα (− (x∗B1,β)

α))] − E [Eα (− (x∗B1,α)
α))]) > 0
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where in the second equality we have introduced the standard beta random variable and the second

inequality follows from the easily established fact that B1,β ≺st B1,α where ≺st stands for the usual

stochastic order, the decreasing character of the function t 7→ Eα (− (tx∗)
α) on (0, 1), and Theorem

1.A.3.(a) in [21]. This contradiction implies xα,β < x∗ as required.

We finally show that xα,β < 1, which amounts to Gα,β(1) > 0 with the above notation, and for this

we will use yet another argument based on the useful property that Vα and Vβ are self-reciprocal

random variables, that is

Vα
d
=

1

Vα
and Vβ

d
=

1

Vβ
·

The latter implies ψα,β(u) + ψα,β(1/u) = 0 for all u ∈ (0,∞) with the above notation, so that

ψα,β(1) = 0 and ψα,β is positive on (0, 1). Therefore,

Gα,β(1) =

∫ ∞

0
e−uψα,β(u) du =

∫ 1

0

(
e−u − u−2e−1/u

)
ψα,β(u) du > 0

where the last strict inequality comes from the positivity of the integrand (indeed, for all u ∈ (0, 1)

one has ρ(u) = u2e1/u−u > 1 since ρ(1) = 1 and (log ρ)′(u) < 0). This completes the proof.

□

Remark 3. (a) One might wonder whether there is a more direct proof of the decreasing character

on (0, 1) of the mapping

α 7→ Eα(−1) =
∑
n≥0

(−1)n

Γ(1 + αn)

This is equivalent to the positivity of the series∑
n≥1

(−1)n
(
ψ(1 + αn)

Γ(αn)

)
for all α ∈ (0, 1), but we could not find any simple argument for that.

(b) The bound xα,β < 1 shows that for all x ≥ 1, the mapping α 7→ Eα(−xα) decreases on (0, 1),

and this yields another proof of the decreasing character on (1, 2) of the mapping α 7→ Eα(x
α) for

all x > 0. Indeed, it implies together with Formula 3.3.4. in [12] and the case α ∈ (0, 1) that the

mapping decreases for all x ≥ 1. On the other hand, the log-concave function

α 7→ e−tsα

Γ(1 + tα)

has logarithmic derivative −t(s+ψ(1+ t)) < 0 at α = 1 for all s > 0 and t ≥ 1, so that the mapping

α 7→ xnα

Γ(1 + nα)

decreases on (1,∞) for all x < 1, which readily implies that α 7→ Eα(x
α) decreases on (1,∞) for

all x < 1 as well, and completes the argument. All in all, this second proof also relies on convex

ordering, albeit in a less direct way than the one we used for the proof of Theorem A.
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(c) It follows from Theorem 4 in [22] that Eα(−xα) → 1/2 as α → 0 for all x > 0, so that the

statement of Theorem B remains true for α = 0 and β ∈ (0, 1] with x0,β defined as the unique

solution to Eβ(−xβ) = 1/2 on (0,∞), in other words x0,β = (− logβ(1/2))
1/β where logβ is the

generalized logarithm introduced in our previous paper [10]. Observe that Theorem B remains also

true for β = 1 and α ∈ (0, 1), as a consequence of the log-convexity of the function x 7→ exEα(−xα)
which is decreasing-then-increasing, starts from 1 and tends to ∞ as x → ∞. Observe finally that

our bounds yield xα,β → e−γ as 0 < α < β ↓ 0.

The following consequence of Theorem B is a similar sign-change property for the functions

x 7→ Eα(−λxα) with λ > 0. Apart from being the fundamental solution to a contracting Abelian

integral equation - see again Exercise 3.9.4 in [12], these functions are important when λ is the

eigenvalue of a certain diffusion operator - see [15] for a pioneering work on the subject and in

particular Theorem 3.2 therein.

Corollary 3. For every 0 < α < β < 1 and λ > 0, there exists a unique xα,β,λ > 0 such that the

function

x 7→ Eα(−λxα)− Eβ(−λxβ)

is negative for x ∈ (0, xα,β,λ) and positive for x ∈ (xα,β,λ,∞).

Proof. The existence of xα,β,λ is established similarly as for Theorem B via the formula

Gα,β,λ(x) = Eα(−λxα)− Eβ(−λxβ) = λ

∫ ∞

0
e−xt gα,β,λ(t) dt,

where

gα,β,λ(t) =
sin(πα) tα(λ2 + t2β) − sin(πβ) tβ(λ2 + t2α) + 2λ2 sin(π(α− β)) tα+β

π t (t2α + 2λ cos(πα)tα + λ2)(t2β + 2λ cos(πβ)tβ + λ2)

has again at most two strict sign changes on (0,∞). Hence, the function Gα,β,λ(x) vanishes at

most twice on (0,∞) and since it is negative in the neighbourhood of zero and positive in the

neighbourhood of ∞, it vanishes once as required.

□

Remark 4. If λ < 1, choosing x = λ−1/α we have

Eα(−λxα) = Eα(−1) > Eβ(−1) > Eβ(−λ1−β/α) = Eβ(−λxβ)

where the first inequality comes from Remark 3 (a) and the second inequality from λ1−β/α > 1 and

the decreasing character of u 7→ Eβ(−u) on (0,∞). This implies the upper bound

xα,β,λ ≤ λ−1/α.

If λ > 1 and if we further suppose β ≤ β0 = 0.46163.. where Γ(1 + β0) is the minimum of the

Gamma function on (0,∞), a direct consequence of Theorem C is that

Eα(−λ) = Eα

(
Γ(1 + α)

(
−λ

Γ(1 + α)

))
> Eβ

(
Γ(1 + β)

(
−λ

Γ(1 + α)

))
> Eβ(−λ)
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for all α < β, which implies xα,β,λ ≤ 1. We believe that the upper bound

xα,β,λ ≤ 1

holds for all λ > 1 and 0 < α < β < 1. This would show the interesting property that the mapping

α 7→ Eα(−λxα) decreases on (0, 1) for all λ, x ≥ 1. See Lemma 6 in [4] for a related result, based

on a contour argument.

The next proposition is related to Theorem 3.6 in [3]. We recall that xα,β is the unique zero of

the function Eα(−xα) − Eβ(−xβ) on (0,∞).

Proposition 1. For every 0 < α < β < 1, there exists yα,β < xα,β and zα,β > xα,β such that the

function

x 7→ xβ−1Eβ,β(−xβ) − xα−1Eα,α(−xα)

is negative for x ∈ (0, yα,β) ∪ (zα,β,∞) and positive for x ∈ (yα,β, zα,β).

Proof. With the notations of the proof of Theorem B, one has

xβ−1Eβ,β(−xβ) − xα−1Eα,α(−xα) = G′
α,β(x) =

∫ ∞

0
e−xt t (gβ(t)− gα(t)) dt

and since the function t 7→ t (gβ(t)− gα(t)) has two strict sign-changes on (0,∞), the function

G′
α,β(x) vanishes at most twice. On the other hand, one has

G′
α,β(x) ∼ −x

α−1

Γ(α)
< 0 as x→ 0 and G′

α,β(x) ∼ x−α−1

Γ(−α)
< 0 as x→ ∞,

and since the function G′
α,b must vanish at least once on (0,∞) as the difference of two densities,

this implies that it vanishes exactly twice as required. Setting yα,β < zα,β for the two roots, it is

clear from the fact that

Gα,β(0) = Gα,β(xα,β) = lim
x→∞

Gα,β(x) = 0,

combined with Rolle’s theorem, that one must have yα,β < xα,β < zα,β.

□

Remark 5. (a) This result has a direct application on the Mittag-Leffler random variable M̂α

with parameter α ∈ (0, 1), which had been introduced in [17] as the positive random variable with

Laplace transform

E
[
e−λM̂α

]
=

1

1 + λα

for λ ≥ 0. Indeed, it follows from Theorem 2.1 in [17] that M̂α has density xα−1Eα,α(−xα) on (0,∞),

and from Theorem 2.2 in [17] and logarithmic differentiation at ρ = 0 that log M̂α is integrable

with E[log M̂α] = −γ for all α ∈ (0, 1), where γ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. Therefore, since

the density of log M̂α on R is eαxEα,α(−eαx), we deduce from Proposition 1 and Theorem 3.A.44.

in [21] that

log M̂β ≺cx log M̂α
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for all 0 < α < β < 1. Observe that log M̂β converges in distribution towards logL as β → 1,

where L is the unit exponential random variable, whereas log M̂α does not converge in distribution

as α → 0. The distribution function of log M̂α is 1 − Eα(−eαx), and it is worth comparing this

random variable with the fractional Gumbel random variable Gα,λ recently introduced in [7] and

having distribution function 1− Lα(−eλx), where

Lα(x) =
∑
n≥0

xn

(n!)α

is the classical Le Roy function - see Theorem 1.3 therein. It follows indeed from Proposition 10 in

[6] that

Gβ,λ ≺st Gα,λ

for all 0 < α < β < 1 and λ ≥ 0, where ≺st stands for the usual stochastic order.

(b) Using the bounds on Eα,α(x) given in Remark 8 (a) below, a lower bound on yα,β resp. an

upper bound on zα,β can be given as the smallest positive root resp. largest positive root to some

polynomial equation with fractional powers. These two roots are however non explicit. Simulations

also suggest that the mapping α 7→ Eα,α(−1) increases on (0, 1), which would imply the interesting

bound

xα,β < 1 < zα,β.

Similarly as in Remark 3 (a), this amounts to the positivity of the alternate series∑
n≥1

(−1)n
(
nψ(αn)

Γ(αn)

)
=

1

α
Eα,α(−1) +

∑
n≥1

(−1)n
(
nψ(1 + αn)

Γ(αn)

)
for all α ∈ (0, 1), but we were unfortunately unable to prove this.

Our next proposition gives a explanation why the main result of [1] cannot hold in general. See

in particular the comment after the statement of the Theorem therein.

Proposition 2. For all 1 < α < β < 2, there exists x∗α,β > xα/2,β/2 such that the function

x 7→ βEβ(x
β) − αEα(x

α)

is positive for x ∈ (0, x∗α,β) and negative for x ∈ (x∗α,β,∞).

Proof. Setting Hα,β(x) = βEβ(x
β) − αEα(x

α) for all x ≥ 0, we have the formula

Hα,β(x) =

∫ ∞

0
e−xt

(
α sin(πα)tα−1

π(t2α − 2 cos(πα)tα + 1)
− β sin(πβ)tβ−1

π(t2β − 2 cos(πβ)tβ + 1)

)
dt

as a direct consequence of (4). In particular, an easy asymptotic analysis shows that

Hα,β(x) ∼ − x−α

Γ(−α)
< 0 as x→ ∞
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and since Hα,β(x) = β − α > 0, this implies that the function Hα,β has at least one strict sign

change on (0,∞). Another consequence of the differentiation of (4) at x = 0 is that the function

hα(t) =
(−α sin(πα))tα

π(t2α − 2 cos(πα)tα + 1)

is a density function on (0,∞) for all α ∈ (1, 2). If we set X̃α for the corresponding random variable,

we have

H ′
α,β(x) = E

[
e−xX̃α

]
− E

[
e−xX̃β

]
= x

∫ ∞

0
e−xt(P[X̃β > t]− P[X̃α > t]) dt

for all 1 < α < β < 2. On the other hand, the function

hα(t) − hβ(t) =
(−α sin(πα)) tα(1 + t2β) + β sin(πβ) tβ(1 + t2α) + 2ψ(α, β) tα+β

(t2α − 2 cos(πα)tα + 1)(t2β − 2 cos(πβ)tβ + 1)

with ψ(α, β) = α sin(πα) cos(πβ) − β sin(πβ) cos(πα) < 0 has at most two strict sign changes on

(0,∞), starting positive, for the same reason as in the proof of Theorem B. The negative character

of ψ(α, β) is clear for 1 < α ≤ 3/2 and α < β < 2 since

ψ(α, β) = α sin(π(α− β)) + (α− β) sin(πβ) cos(πα),

whereas for 3/2 < α < β < 2 it comes from ψ(α, β) = cos(πα) cos(πβ)(α tan(πα) − β tan(πβ))

and the increasing character of x 7→ x tan(πx) on (3/2, 2). We can then conclude as in the proof of

Theorem B to show the existence of x∗α,β > 0 with the required properties.

Finally, the lower bound x∗α,β > xα/2,β/2 comes from the decomposition

Hα,β(x) = Hα/2,β/2(x) +
β

2
Gβ/2,α/2(x) +

(
β − α

2

)
Eα/2(−xα/2)

with the notation of the proof of Theorem B, which implies together with the main result of [1] and

the positive character of Eα/2(−xα/2) that

Hα,β(x) >
β

2
Gβ/2,α/2(x) ≥ 0

for all x ≤ xα/2,β/2, by Theorem B.

□

Remark 6. (a) Contrary to Theorem B, we could not get any relevant upper bound on x∗α,β.

Observe that x∗α,β → ∞ for all β ∈ (1, 2) as α→ 1, because of (4).

(b) Another consequence of (4) is that the statement of Proposition 2 remains true for β = 2 and

every α ∈ (1, 2), where Wα is the positive random variable with density

α

α− 1

(
(− sin(πα))tα−1

π(t2α − 2 cos(πα)tα + 1)

)
and x∗α,2 is defined as the positive solution - which is again unique by log-convexity as in Remark 3

(c) - to

ex E[e−xWα ] =
1

α− 1
·
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Our last proposition in this section connects the function Eα(x
α) and the leading term in its

asymptotic expansion at ∞. This result is certainly well-known to practitioners of the Mittag-

Leffler function, even though we could not find its precise statement in the literature.

Proposition 3. The function x 7→ αEα(x
α)−ex is bounded on (0,∞) if and only if α ≤ 4. Besides,

it converges to zero as x→ ∞ if and only if α < 4.

Proof. The only if part comes from the asymptotic behaviour

αEα(x
α) − ex = 2ex cos(2π/α) cos(x sin(2π/α)) + o

(
ex cos(2π/α)

)
as x→ ∞

for α > 4, which is given in Formula (3.4.16) of [12]. This formula also gives the if part but

we prefer to present an argument compiling our previous discussions, because it leads to optimal

bounds. Setting Gα(x) = ex − αEα(x
α), it follows indeed from (3) and (6) that for α ∈ (0, 1)

Gα(x) ∈ (0, 1− α) for all x ∈ (0,∞) with lim
x→0

Gα(x) = 1− α and lim
x→∞

Gα(x) = 0,

and from (4) that for α ∈ (0, 2) one has Gα(x) = (1−α)E
[
e−xWα

]
∈ (1−α, 0) for all x > 0 with the

above notation for the random variable Wα, so that limx→0Gα(x) = 1−α and limx→∞Gα(x) = 0.

Moreover, the decomposition (5) implies

Gα(x) ∈ (1− α, α/2) for all x ∈ (0,∞) with lim
x→0

Gα(x) = 1− α and lim
x→∞

Gα(x) = 0

for α ∈ (2, 4), the limit at infinity being a consequence of the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma. Finally,

the cases α = 1, 2 are obvious with G1(x) = 0 and G2(x) = e−x, whereas for α = 4 one has

G4(x) = −
(
e−x + 2 cos(x)

)
,

which belongs to (−3, 2) on (0,∞) but does not converge to zero as x→ ∞.

□

4. Proof of Theorem C

We begin with the classical representation Eα(x) = E[exMα ] where Mα is the Mittag-Leffler

random variable. See (5) in our previous paper [10] and also the introduction and the references

therein for more material on this random variable. Setting Hα(x) = Eα(Γ(1 +α)x), it follows from

(11) in [10] that Hα(x) = E[exTα ] where Tα is defined as the following a.s. convergent infinite

independent product of renormalized beta random variables:

Tα =
∞∏
n=0

(
n+ 1

n+ α

)
B1+n

α
, 1
α
−1.

We will now show that the mapping α 7→ Tα is non-increasing for the convex ordering, which will

show that the mapping α 7→ Hα(x) is non-increasing for all x ∈ R and hence decreasing for all
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x ∈ R∗ since it is non-constant and analytic. To obtain the convex ordering, we use the alternative

representation

Tα
d
=

∞∏
n=0

(
Γ(1 + (n+ 1)α)Γ((n+ 1)α)

Γ(1 + nα) Γ((n+ 2)α)

)
Bα

α(1+n),1−α

which is obtained in comparing (3.3) and (3.4) in [24] with γ = 1. From the stability of the convex

ordering by mixtures - see Corollary 3.A.22 in [21], it is enough to show that the mapping

α 7→
(
Γ(1 + (n+ 1)α)Γ((n+ 1)α)

Γ(1 + nα) Γ((n+ 2)α)

)
Bα

α(1+n),1−α

decreases on (0, 1) for the convex ordering for every n ≥ 0. We will show the more general fact that

the mapping

α 7→ Ta,b
α =

(
Γ(1 + (b+ 1)α) Γ(1 + (a+ b)α)

Γ(1 + bα) Γ(1 + (a+ b+ 1)α)

)
Bαa

α(1+b),1−α

decreases for the convex ordering on (0, 1) for all a, b > 0. Indeed, this implies our claim taking

a = 1, b = n and using(
Γ(1 + (n+ 1)α)Γ((n+ 1)α)

Γ(1 + nα) Γ((n+ 2)α)

)
=

n+ 2

n+ 1

(
Γ(1 + (n+ 1)α) Γ(1 + (n+ 1)α)

Γ(1 + nα) Γ(1 + (n+ 2)α)

)
.

To do so, we first show that the prefactor giving the right end of the support is a decreasing function

in α. Taking the logarithmic derivative and reparametrizing, this amounts to

cψ(1 + c) + fψ(1 + f) > dψ(1 + d) + eψ(1 + e)

for all 0 < c < d and e < f with c+ f = d+ e. Recalling

ψ(1 + z) = ψ(1) +
∑
n≥1

z

n(n+ z)

for all z > 0, this is a consequence of the strict convexity of x 7→ x2/(n + x) on (0,∞) for all

n ≥ 1. Setting tα(x) for the density of Ta,b
α over the interior of its support (0,mα), we deduce that

tα(x) > tβ(x) = 0 if x ∈]mβ,mα[, whereas tα(x) = tβ(x) = 0 if x > mα and tβ(x) → ∞ > tα(mβ)

as x ↑ mβ, for all 0 < α < β < 1. Moreover the densities tα(x) and tβ(x) cross at least once on

]0,mβ[ since otherwise we would have

Ta,b
β ≺st Ta,b

α

by Theorem 1.A.12 in [21], which is impossible by the equality of expectations. Using again Theorem

3.A.44 in [21], we are reduced to prove that these densities cross exactly once on ]0,mβ[. Evaluating

the densities and reparametrizing, this amounts to show that the function x 7→ c1(1−c2xδ)1/δ+x−1

crosses the positive axis only once on (0, 1) for all c1, c2 < 1 < δ. Computing its second derivative

−c1c2(δ − 1)xδ−2(1− c2x
δ)1/δ−2 < 0

shows that the latter function is concave, negative at zero and positive at one, which finishes the

proof.

□
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Remark 7. (a) The decreasing property holds actually on (0,∞) for all x ≥ 0, and this is very

easy to prove. Indeed, by definition one has

Eα(Γ(1 + α)x) = 1 + x +
∑
n≥2

(
(Γ(1 + α))n

Γ(1 + nα)

)
xn

and for every n ≥ 2 the mapping

α 7→ (Γ(1 + α))n

Γ(1 + nα)

has logarithmic derivative n(ψ(1+α)−ψ(1+nα)) < 0 for all α > 0 and hence decreases on (0,∞).

The above result extends the property for x ≤ 0 and α ∈ (0, 1), which is less trivial. Observe that

the decreasing property does not hold anymore for α ∈ (1,∞) because the Mittag-Leffler function

has negative zeroes. For instance, the functions E1(−x) = e−x and E2(−2x) = cos(
√
2x) are not

comparable. Observe also that contrary to the functions Lα(x) - see again Proposition 10 in [6],

the non-rescaled functions Eα(x) are not comparable either, since Eα(0) = 1 and α 7→ E′
α(0) is not

monotonic on (0, 1).

(b) It was shown in [22] that

Mα

Γ(1− α)
≺st L ∼ lim

β→0

(
Mβ

Γ(1− β)

)
in distribution

for all α ∈ (0, 1), where L is the unit exponential random variable. We believe that the mapping

α 7→ Mα

Γ(1− α)

is non-increasing for the stochastic order on (0, 1), which would lead to

1

1 + x
≤ Eα

(
− x

Γ(1− α)

)
≤ Eβ

(
− x

Γ(1− β)

)
≤ 1

for all x ≥ 0 and 0 < α < β < 1, and hence refine the lower bound in (1). It is easy to deduce from

Theorem C that the mapping

α 7→ Eα

(
x

Γ(1− α)

)
decreases on (0, 1) for all x > 0, and one can show by a log-convexity argument that the mapping

α 7→ E
[(

Mα

Γ(1− α)

)s]
resp. α 7→ E

[(
Mα

Γ(1− α)

)−s
]

decreases on (0, 1) for all s > 0 resp. increases on (0, 1) for all s ∈ (0, 1). This is all in accordance

with the above conjectured stochastic ordering property, which however still eludes us.

(c) For all d ∈ (0, 2) and p < 1/2, the random variable

L̂1 = E[L̂1]
∞∏
k=0

(
k + 1

k + α

)
Bδ(1+ k

α
),δ( 1

α
−1)

with α = 1 − d/2 ∈ (0, 1) and δ = 1 − 2p > 0 is the (non-normalized) local time at time one and

level zero of a noise-reinforced Bessel process with dimension d and reinforcement parameter p. See
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section 3 in [24], and [5] for a whole study on the underlying local time process. If we consider the

renormalized local time

L̃1(d, p) =
L̂1

E[L̂1]

d
=

∞∏
k=0

(
k + 1

k + α

)
Bδ(1+ k

α
),δ( 1

α
−1)

d
=

∞∏
k=0

(
Yk

E[Yk]

)
with Yk = B

α
δ

α(1+ k
δ
),1−α

for all k ≥ 0 - see (3.3) in [24] for the second identity in law, the above

proof shows that for each p ∈ (−∞, 1/2), the mapping d 7→ L̃1(d, p) is increasing for the convex

order on (0, 2), with

L̃1(d, p)
d−→ 1 as d→ 0 and L̃1(d, p)

d−→ (1− 2p)−1G1−2p as d→ 2

for each fixed p ∈ (−∞, 1/2), where G1−2p is the standard Gamma random variable. It is also easy

to see from Theorem 1.2 in [5] combined with the method of moments and Stirling’s formula that

for each fixed d ∈ (0, 2) one has

L̃1(d, p)
d−→ 1 as p→ −∞ and L̃1(d, p)

d−→ c−1
α B(cα) as p→ 1/2

where cα = αα/Γ(1+α) < 1 by Gautschi’s inequality on the Gamma function, and B(q) stands for

a Bernoulli random variable with parameter q ∈ (0, 1). An argument analogous to the above proof,

and actually simpler, shows that for each d ∈ (0, 2), the mapping p 7→ L̃1(d, p) is also increasing for

the convex order on (−∞, 1/2). We omit details.

5. Proof of Theorem D

Throughout, we will use the usual Pochhammer notation (a)s = Γ(a+ s)/Γ(a) for all a > 0 and

s > −a. In particular, we will sometimes set (β)α = Γ(α + β)/Γ(β) for concision. Our argument

relies on the fact that for all α ∈ (0, 1], β ≥ α and x ∈ R one has

Γ(β)Eα,β

(
Γ(α+ β)

Γ(β)
x

)
= E

[
ex (β)αMα,β−α

]
where Mα,β−α is a positive random variable for which we refer to the introduction of [10] for further

details - see especially equations (2) and (3) therein. Setting

M̃α,β = (β)αMα,β−α,

it follows from (4) in [10] that E[M̃α,β] = 1 for all α ∈ (0, 1] and β ≥ α. Reasoning as in Theorem

C, we need to show that the mapping β 7→ M̃α,β is non-decreasing for the convex ordering. To do

so, we will use the independent multiplicative factorisation

M̃α,β
d
= (β)αB

α
α,β−α × Mα,0

for all α ∈ (0, 1] and β > α, which is a direct consequence of (4) in [10], the known fact that

E
[
Bαs

α,β−α

]
=

(α)αs
(β)αs
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for all s > −1, and Mellin inversion. By Corollary 3.A.22 in [21], we are hence reduced to show

that the mapping β 7→ (β)αB
α
α,β−α increases for the convex ordering. Since

E
[
(β)αB

α
α,β−α

]
=

Γ(2α)

Γ(α)

does not depend on β, we will use again the double intersection property given in (3.A.57) of [21].

The argument is the same as in the proof of Theorem C, but it is unfortunately longer because the

involved densities exhibit more dependence on β. Fixing α ∈ (0, 1] and setting ρβ for the density of

the random variable (β)αB
α
α,β−α, we first compute

ρβ(x) = κβ

(
1−

(
x

(β)α

)1/α
)β−α−1

1[0, (β)α)(x)

with

κβ =
Γ(β)2

Γ(α+ 1)Γ(β − α)Γ(α+ β)
·

The mapping β 7→ κβ increases since its log-derivative equals

2ψ(β) − ψ(β − α) − ψ(α+ β) = 2α2
∑
n≥0

1

(n+ β)((n+ β)2 − α2)
> 0,

whereas the mapping β 7→ (β)α also increases by the log-convexity of the Gamma function. There-

fore, if we fix β2 > β1 > α, we obtain
ρβ1

(0)

ρβ2
(0)

=
κβ1

κβ2

< 1, while ρβ1
(x) = 0 and ρβ2

(x) > 0 for all x ∈ [(β1)α, (β2)α),

and we are hence reduced to show that the strict sign sequence of the function x 7→ ρβ2
(x)− ρβ1

(x)

is either +− or +−+ on (0, (β1)α). We will split the proof into four cases.

• Case β2 ≥ α + 1 > β1. Here, ρβ2
is non-increasing on (0, (β1)α), whereas ρβ1

increases

towards ∞, so that the sign sequence is +− .

• Case β2 > α+ 1 = β1. Here, ρβ1
≡ κα+1 on (0, (β1)α), whereas ρβ2

decreases towards some

positive constant which must be strictly smaller than κα+1, since otherwise ρβ2
would not

be a density. This shows that the sign sequence is again +− .

• Case β2 > β1 > α + 1. Here, ρβ1
decreases to zero on (0, (β1)α), whereas ρβ2

decreases

towards some positive constant. We show that the equation ρβ1
(x) = ρβ2

(x) has exactly

two solutions on (0, (β1)α), which implies that the sign sequence is + − +. Observe that

again, there must be at least two solutions since otherwise ρβ2
would not be a density.

Setting y = 1− (x/(β)α)
1/α, the number of solutions amounts to that of

1 − (β1)
1/α
α

(β2)
1/α
α

(1− y) − κ yµ = 0 (9)

on (0, 1), with κ = (κβ1/κβ2)
1

β2−α−1 and

µ =
β1 − 1− α

β2 − 1− α
∈ (0, 1).



MITTAG-LEFFLER FUNCTIONS AND CONVEX ORDERING 21

The function in (9) is convex and there are hence at most two solutions to the equation.

• Case α+1 > β2 > β1. Here, ρβ1
increases to ∞ on (0, (β1)α), whereas ρβ2

increases towards

some positive constant. Hence, the equation ρβ1
(x) = ρβ2

(x) has at least one solution on

(0, (β1)α) and we show that there is only one, which implies that the sign sequence is +− .

We again need to solve (9) but here one has µ > 1 so that the function is concave, positive

at zero and taking value 1− κ < 0 at one, so it vanishes only once on (0, 1).

This completes the proof of the increasing character of the mapping

β 7→ Γ(β)Eα,β

(
Γ(α+ β)

Γ(β)
x

)
on (α,∞), and we finally compute its limit at ∞. If x ≥ 1, one has

Γ(β)Eα,β

(
Γ(α+ β)

Γ(β)
x

)
≥ Γ(β)Eα,β

(
Γ(α+ β)

Γ(β)

)
= 2 +

∑
n≥2

Γ(α+ β)n

Γ(β)n−1Γ(β + nα)
→ ∞

as β → ∞, since (β)α∼ βα and each summand tends to one. If x ≤ 0, Proposition 4 in [6] yields

the bounds
1

1−
(
Γ(α+β)Γ(β−α)

Γ(β)2

)
x

≤ Γ(β)Eα,β

(
Γ(α+ β)

Γ(β)
x

)
≤ 1

1− x
(10)

and the convex ordering argument therein shows that these bounds extend to all x < 1. This

completes the proof since the lower bound of (10) converges to 1/(1− x) when β → ∞.

□

Theorem D implies the bounds

Γ(α)Eα,α

(
Γ(2α)

Γ(α)
x

)
≤ Γ(β)Eα,β

(
Γ(α+ β)

Γ(β)
x

)
≤ 1

(1− x)+
(11)

which are valid for all α ∈ (0, 1], β ≥ α and x ∈ R, with the implicit notation that the upper bound

is ∞ for x ≥ 1. The lower bound complements that of Proposition 4 in [6], which converges to zero

as β → α whereas here it converges to a non-trivial positive limit. It is natural to ask how the

lower bound in (11) behaves with respect to α and we have the following result, which is shown as

Theorem C but will give some details.

Proposition 4. For every x ∈ R∗, the mapping

α 7→ Γ(α)Eα,α

(
Γ(2α)

Γ(α)
x

)
decreases on (0, 1).

Proof. With the notation used during the proof of Proposition , we have

Γ(α)Eα,α

(
Γ(2α)

Γ(α)
x

)
= E

[
ex(α)αMα,0

]
for all x ∈ R. Moreover, it follows from the last identity in law p.327 in [10] that

(α)αMα,0 ∼
∞∏
n=0

(
n+ 1 + α

n+ 2α

)
B2+n

α
, 1
α
−1 ∼

∞∏
n=0

(
Γ(1 + (n+ 2)α)Γ((n+ 2)α)

Γ(1 + (n+ 1)α) Γ((n+ 3)α)

)
Bα

α(n+2),1−α
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where the second identity is obtained by a size-bias analysis as for (3.3) and (3.4) in [24]. Each term

in the product on the right-hand side is distributed as(
n+ 3

n+ 2

)
T1,n+1

α

with the notation used during the proof of Theorem C, where it is shown that α 7→ T1,n+1
α decreases

for the convex order. This shows that the mapping α 7→ (α)αMα,0 also decreases for the convex

order, which concludes the proof as in Theorem C.

□

Remark 8. (a) The above result implies the uniform bounds

ex ≤ Γ(α)Eα,α

(
Γ(2α)

Γ(α)
x

)
≤ Γ(β)Eα,β

(
Γ(α+ β)

Γ(β)
x

)
≤ 1

(1− x)+

for all α ∈ (0, 1), β ≥ α and x ∈ R, which complete both those of (11) and (2). Recall that

Γ(α)Eα,α

(
Γ(2α)

Γ(α)
x

)
→ ex as α→ 1

and

Γ(β)Eα,β

(
Γ(α+ β)

Γ(β)
x

)
→ 1

(1− x)+
as β → ∞,

so that these bounds are optimal. On the other hand, it is easily shown that

Γ(α)Eα,α

(
Γ(2α)

Γ(α)
x

)
→ 1(

1− x
2

)2
+

as α→ 0, (12)

which implies the better uniform bounds

ex ≤ Γ(α)Eα,α

(
Γ(2α)

Γ(α)
x

)
≤ 1(

1− x
2

)2
+

· (13)

The above upper bound was already shown in Proposition 4 of [6] by other methods, together with

the uniform lower bound

Γ(α)Eα,α

(
Γ(2α)

Γ(α)
x

)
≥ 1(

1−
√

Γ(1−α)
Γ(1+α)

Γ(2α)
Γ(α) x

)2 (14)

which holds for x ≤ 0 only. This bound is better than the above lower bound for large negative x,

but worse for small negative x or α close to 1.

(b) As mentioned in the introduction, for every α ∈ (0, 1) and β ≥ α, the function x 7→
Γ(β)Eα,β(x) is a moment generating function and hence absolutely monotonic on R. In particu-

lar, it has an inverse function which defines a bijection from (0,∞) onto R, and can hence be viewed

as a generalized logarithm. We refer to [10] for conditions ensuring that this inverse function,

denoted by logα,β, is a true logarithm, that is the function x 7→ −x logα,β(x) satisfies the three

Shannon-Khinchin principles. A combination of Theorem C and Proposition 4 yields immediately

the following uniform bounds
x

x+ 1
≤ Γ(β)

Γ(α+ β)
logα,β(1 + x) ≤ Γ(α)

Γ(2α)
logα,α(1 + x) ≤ log(1 + x)
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for all α ∈ (0, 1), β ≥ α and x > −1. Notice that the above limits for the corresponding Mittag-

Leffler functions imply
Γ(α)

Γ(2α)
logα,α(1 + x) → log(1 + x) as α→ 1 and

Γ(β)

Γ(α+ β)
logα,β(1 + x) → x

x+ 1
as β → ∞,

so that these uniform bounds are optimal. We also obtain from (12)

Γ(α)

Γ(2α)
logα,α(1 + x) → 2

(
1− 1√

1 + x

)
as α→ 0,

whence the uniform bounds
x

x+ 1
≤ 2

(
1− 1√

1 + x

)
≤ Γ(α)

Γ(2α)
logα,α(1 + x) ≤ log(1 + x)

for all α ∈ (0, 1) and x > −1.

We would like to conclude the paper with the following monotonicity result on the Mittag-Leffler

Eα,α(x) which is related to the main result of [13], and which also answers to some of the questions

raised in Remark 3.2. therein.

Proposition 5. For every α ∈ (0, 1), there exists xα ∈ (0, 1) such that the function x 7→ xEα,α(−x)
increases on (0, xα) and decreases on (xα,∞).

Proof. Differentiating (8) and integrating by parts, we obtain

xαEα,α(−xα) = x

∫ ∞

0
e−xt

(
sin(πα)

π(tα + t−α + 2 cos(πα))

)
dt

= α

∫ ∞

0
e−xt

(
sin(πα)(t−α − tα)

π t (tα + t−α + 2 cos(πα))2

)
dt,

which implies
d

dx
(xEα,α(−x)) = x1/α−1

∫ ∞

0
e−x1/αt

(
sin(πα)(tα − t−α)

π(tα + t−α + 2 cos(πα))2

)
dt. (15)

On the other hand, the function

t 7→ sin(πα)(tα − t−α)

π(tα + t−α + 2 cos(πα))2

has one strict sign-change (at t = 1) on (0,∞), starting negative. This shows, again by Theorem

3.1 p.21 in [11], that there exists xα > 0 with the required properties. Besides, we can deduce from

the identity (15), as at the end of the proof of Theorem B, that

d

dx
(xEα,α(−x))x=1 =

∫ 1

0

(
e−t − t−2e−1/t

)( sin(πα)(tα − t−α)

π(tα + t−α + 2 cos(πα))2

)
dt < 0,

which implies xα < 1.

□

Setting mα = supx≥0 (xEα,α(−x)) , we observe that (13) yields

mα ≤ Γ(2α)

2Γ(α)2
=

4α−1Γ(α+ 1/2)√
πΓ(α)

<
α

2
(16)
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where the second inequality follows from the log-convexity of the Gamma function. This upper

bound improves on Proposition 3.1 in [13]. Moreover, Proposition 5 together with (13) and (14)

implies the lower bound

mα ≥ Eα,α(−1) ≥

 e
− Γ(α)

Γ(2α)

Γ(α+ 1)
∨

(
1√

Γ(1 + α) +
√
Γ(1− α)

)2
α. (17)

The function under brackets on the right-hand side has a positive minimum µ = 0.192744... and we

hence have a lower bound mα ≥ µα for all α ∈ (0, 1). Observe finally that (16) and (17) give the

sharp estimate mα ∼ α/4 as α→ 0.
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