arXiv:2405.19361v1 [math.GM] 24 May 2024

DECREASING AND COMPLETE MONOTONICITY OF TWO FUNCTIONS DEFINED BY THREE DERIVATIVES OF A COMPLETELY MONOTONIC FUNCTION INVOLVING THE TRIGAMMA FUNCTION

HONG-PING YIN, LING-XIONG HAN, AND FENG QI*

Abstract. In the paper, by convolution theorem of the Laplace transforms, a monotonicity rule for the ratio of two Laplace transforms, Bernstein’s theorem for completely monotonic functions, and other analytic techniques, the authors verify decreasing property of a ratio between three derivatives of a function involving trigamma function and find necessary and sufficient conditions for a function defined by three derivatives of a function involving trigamma function to be completely monotonic. These results confirm previous guesses posed by Qi and generalize corresponding known conclusions.

1. Introduction

In the literature [1, Section 6.4], the function

Γ(z) = ∫_∞ 0 t^{z−1} e^{−t} d t, ℜ(z) > 0 and its logarithmic derivative ψ(z) = [ln Γ(z)]^′ =^{Γ′ (z)}_{Γ(z)} are called Euler’s gamma function and digamma function respectively. Further, the functions ψ^′(z), ψ^{′′}(z), ψ^{′′′}(z), and ψ^{(4)}(z) are known as the trigamma, tetragamma, pentagamma, and hexagamma functions respectively. All the derivatives ψ^{(k)}(z) for k ≥ 0 are known as polygamma functions.

Recall from Chapter XIII in [2], Chapter 1 in [3], and Chapter IV in [4] that, if a function f(t) on an interval I has derivatives of all orders on I and satisfies inequalities (−1)^nf^{(n)}(t) ≥ 0 for t ∈ I and n ∈ {0} ∪ N, then we call f(t) a completely monotonic function on I. There have been plenty of literature dedicating to the study and applications of completely monotonic functions, logarithmically completely monotonic functions, and completely monotonic degrees. For better motivation of this paper, we would like to recommend three papers [5–7] in 2018, three papers [8–10] in 2019, three papers [11–13] in 2020, three papers [14–16] in 2021, three papers [17–19] in 2022, three papers [20–22] in 2023, and the newlypublished expository, survey, and review article [23] in 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 33B15; Secondary 26A48, 26D07, 33B10, 44A10, 44A35.

Key words and phrases. decreasing monotonicity; complete monotonicity; completely monotonic function; trigamma function; derivative; ratio; convolution theorem; inequality; monotonicity rule; Laplace transform; Bernstein’s theorem; exponential function; guess.

*Corresponding author.

This paper was typeset using AMS-L^ATEX. 1

Let Φ(x) = xψ^′(x) − 1 = x [ ψ^′(x) −^1_x ] on (0, ∞). Lemma 2 in [26] reads that the function (−1)^kΦ^{(k)}(x) for k ≥ 0 is completely monotonic on (0, ∞).

In [24, Theorem 4] and [25, Theorem 4.1], Qi turned out the following necessary and sufficient conditions and double inequality:

(1) if and only if α ≥ 2, the function H_α(x) = Φ^′(x) + αΦ^2(x) is completely monotonic on (0, ∞);

(2) if and only if α ≤ 1, the function −H_α(x) is completely monotonic on (0, ∞);

(3) the double inequality −2 <^{Φ′ (x)}_{Φ2 (x)} < −1 is valid and sharp in the sense that the lower and upper bounds −2 and −1 cannot be replaced by any bigger and smaller ones respectively.

In [25, Theorem 1.1], Qi found the following necessary and sufficient conditions and limits:

(1) if and only if β ≥ 2, the function H_β (x) =^{Φ′ (x)}_{Φβ (x)} is decreasing on (0, ∞), with the limits

lim_{x→0+} H_β (x) = { −1, β = 2 0, β > 2 and lim_{x→∞} H_β (x) = { −2, β = 2 −∞, β > 2; (2) if β ≤ 1, the function H_β (x) is increasing on (0, ∞), with the limits H_β (x) → { −∞, x → 0^+ 0, x → ∞. For k ∈ {0} ∪ N and λ_k, μ_k ∈ R, let

J_{k,λk} (x) = Φ^{(2k+1)}(x) + λ_k [ Φ^{(k)}(x)

]_2

and J_{k,μk} (x) =

Φ^{(2k+1)}(x) [ (−1)^kΦ^{(k)}(x) ]_{μk} on (0, ∞). In [26, Theorems 1 and 2], Qi presented the following necessary and sufficient conditions, limits, and double inequality:

(1) if and only if λ_k ≥^{(2k+2)!}_{k!(k+1)!} , the function J_{k,λk} (x) is completely monotonic on (0, ∞);

(2) if and only if λ_k ≤^1_2^{(2k+2)!}_{k!(k+1)!} , the function −J_{k,λk} (x) is completely monotonic on (0, ∞);

(3) if and only if μ_k ≥ 2, the function J_{k,μk} (x) is decreasing on (0, ∞), with the limits

lim_{x→0+} J_{k,μk} (x) = − 1 2 (2k + 2)! k!(k + 1)!

, μ_k = 2

0, μ_k > 2 and lim_{x→∞} J_{k,μk} (x) = − (2k + 2)! k!(k + 1)!

, μ_k = 2 −∞, μ_k > 2; (4) if μ_k ≤ 1, the function J_{k,μk} (x) is increasing on (0, ∞), with the limits J_{k,μk} (x) → { −∞, x → 0^+ 0, x → ∞;

(5) the double inequality − (2k + 2)! k!(k + 1)! < Φ^{(2k+1)}(x) [ Φ^{(k)}(x)

]_2 < − 1 2 (2k + 2)! k!(k + 1)!

is valid on (0, ∞) and sharp in the sense that the lower and upper bounds cannot be replaced by any larger and smaller numbers respectively.

For k ≥ m ≥ 0, let J_{k,m}(x) = Φ^{(2k+2)}(x) Φ^{(k−m)}(x)Φ^{(k+m+1)}(x) on (0, ∞). In [26, Remark 3], Qi guessed that the function J_{k,m}(x) for k ≥ m ≥ 0 should be decreasing on (0, ∞) and that the double inequality − 2(2k + 2)! k!(k + 1)! < J_{k,0}(x) < − (2k + 2)! k!(k + 1)! (1) for k ≥ 0 should be valid on (0, ∞) and sharp in the sense that the lower and upper bounds cannot be replaced by any larger and smaller numbers respectively. For m, n ∈ {0} ∪ N and ω_{m,n} ∈ R, let Y_{m,n}(x) = Φ^{(m+n+1)}(x) Φ^{(m)}(x)Φ^{(n)}(x) (2) and Y_{m,n;ωm,n} (x) = Φ^{(m+n+1)}(x) + ω_{m,n}Φ^{(m)}(x)Φ^{(n)}(x). (3) It is clear that Y_{m,n}(x) = Y_{n,m}(x), Y_{m,n;ωm,n} (x) = Y_{n,m;ωn,m} (x), Y_{k−m,k+m+1}(x) = J_{k,m}(x), Y_{k,k;ωk,k} (x) = J_{k,ωk,k} (x), Y_{0,0;ω0,0} (x) = H_{ω0,0} (x). In this paper, we will prove decreasing property of the function Y_{m,n}(x) and find necessary and sufficient conditions on ω_{m,n} for ±(−1)^{m+n+1}Y_{m,n;ωm,n} (x) to be completely monotonic on (0, ∞). These results confirm the above guesses and generalize corresponding ones in [24–26] mentioned above.

2. Lemmas The following lemmas are necessary in this paper.

Lemma 1 (Convolution theorem for the Laplace transforms [4, pp. 91–92]). Let f_k(t) for k = 1, 2 be piecewise continuous in arbitrary finite intervals included in (0, ∞). If there exist some constants M_k > 0 and c_k ≥ 0 such that |f_k(t)| ≤ M_k e^{ck t} for k = 1, 2, then ∫_∞ 0 [ ∫_t 0 f_1(u)f_2(t − u) d u ] e^{−st} d t = ∫_∞ 0 f_1(u) e^{−su} d u ∫_∞ 0 f_2(v) e^{−sv} d v.

Lemma 2 ( [27, Lemma 4]). Let the functions A(t) and B(t) ≠ 0 be defined on (0, ∞) such that their Laplace transforms ∫_∞ 0 A(t) e^{−xt} d t and ∫_∞ 0 B(t) e^{−xt} d t exist. If the ratio^{A(t)}_{B(t)} is increasing, then the ratio ∫_∞ 0 A(t) e^{−xt} d t ∫_∞ 0 B(t) e^{−xt} d t is decreasing on

(0, ∞).

Lemma 3. Let x, y ∈ R such that 0 < 2x < y.

(1) When y > 2x > 2 ( 2 +^1_{ln 2} ) = 6.885390 . . . , the function F (x, y) = 2 ( 1 x − 1 y − x ) + 1 2 ( 2^{y−x} y − x − 2^x x ) − 2^{y−x} − 2^x (y − x)x is positive.

(2) For k, m ∈ N such that 6 ≤ 2m < k, the sequence F (m, k) is positive.

Proof. The function F (x, y) can be rearranged as F (x, y) = 2(y − 2x) + 2^{x−1} [ 2 − y + x + (x − 2)2^{y−2x} ] x(y − x) . Therefore, it suffices to prove 2 − y + x + (x − 2)2^{y−2x} > 0, that is, 2^{y−2x} > y − x − 2 x − 2 . (4)

Replacing y − 2x by t in (4) leads to

2^t > t + x − 2 x − 2 = 1 + t x − 2 (5) for t > 0 and x > 2. The inequality (5) can be reformulated as x > 2 +^t_{2t−1} . Since the function^t_{2t−1} is decreasing from (0, ∞) onto ( 0,^1_{ln 2} ) , it is sufficient for x > 2 +^1_{ln 2} = 3.442695 . . . .

Repeating those arguments before the inequality (4) hints us that, for proving F (m, k) > 0, it is sufficient to show 2^{k−2m} > k − m − 2 m − 2 = 1 + k − 2m m − 2 which can be rewritten as k − 2m 2^{k−2m} − 1

< m − 2 (6)

Since^t_{2t−1} is decreasing in t ∈ (0, ∞) and k − 2m ≥ 1, the largest value of the left hand side in the inequality (6) is^1_{21 −1} = 1 which means that the strict inequality (6) is valid for all m ≥ 4. As a result, the sequence F (m, k) is positive for all m ≥ 4.

When m = 3, the sequence F (3, k) is

F (3, k) =

2^k − 32k + 128 48(k − 3) = 2^5 [ 2^{k−5} − (k − 4) ] 48(k − 3) which is positive for all k > 2 · 3 = 6. The proof of Lemma 3 is complete. □

Lemma 4. Let h(t) = e^t(e^t −1 − t)

(e^t −1)^2 , t ≠ 0 1 2 , t = 0

on (−∞, ∞). Then, for any fixed s ∈ (0, 1), the ratio^{h(st)}_{hs(t)} is increasing in t from (0, ∞) onto

(_1

2^{1−s} , 1 ) . Proof. It is easy to see that

lim_{t→0} h(st) h^s(t) = lim_{t→0} h(st) lim_{t→0} h^s(t) = 1 2 1 2^s = 1 2^{1−s} and lim_{t→∞} H_s(t) = lim_{t→∞} h(st) lim_{t→0} h^s(t) = 1 1^s

= 1.

Direct differentiating and expanding to power series give

d d t [ h(st) h^s(t) ] = − s e^{(1+s)t}

(t − 2) e^{(1+2s)t} +(t + 2) e^{2st} +(2 − st) e^{(2+s)t}

+4(s − 1)t e^{(1+s)t} −(2st^2 + 3st + 2) e^{st}

−(st + 2) e^{2t} + ( 2st^2 + 3t + 2 ) e^t +(s − 1)t

(e^t −1)^3(e^{st} −1)^3h^{s+1}(t)

= s e^{(1+s)t ∞} ∑ k=7

(3k + 2)s^k + 2(2s + 1)^k + ks(s + 2)^{k−1}

+2k^2s^{k−1} + 4k(s + 1)^{k−1} +2k ( 1 + 2^{k−2} ) s + 2^{k+1} − [ 2^{k+1}s^k + 2(s + 2)^k

+4ks(s + 1)^{k−1} + 2k ( 1 + 2^{k−2} ) s^{k−1} +k(2s + 1)^{k−1} + 2k^2s + 3k + 2 ] t^k k!

(e^t −1)^3(e^{st} −1)^3h^{s+1}(t)

= s e^{(1+s)t ∞} ∑ k=7

k−1∑ m=1 [ k2^{k−m} (_{k−1} m−1 ) + 4k (_{k−1} m ) + 2^{m+1} (_k m )] s^m +2k ( 1 − k + 2^{k−2} )( s − s^{k−1} ) −^{k−1} ∑ m=1 [ k2^m (_{k−1} m ) + 4k (_{k−1} m−1 ) + 2^{k−m+1} (_k m )] s^m t^k k!

(e^t −1)^3(e^{st} −1)^3h^{s+1}(t)

= s e^{(1+s)t ∞} ∑ k=7 k−1∑ m=1 [ k2^{k−m} (_{k−1} m−1 ) + 4k (_{k−1} m ) + 2^{m+1} (_k m )]( s^m − s^{k−m} ) +2k ( 1 − k + 2^{k−2} )( s − s^{k−1} ) t^k k! (e^t −1)^3(e^{st} −1)^3h^{s+1}(t)

= s e^{(1+s)t ∞} ∑ k=7

∑ 3≤m<^k_2 [ k2^{k−m} (_{k−1} m−1 ) − k2^m (_{k−1} k−m−1 ) +4k (_{k−1} m ) − 4k (_{k−1} k−m ) +2^{m+1} (_k m ) − 2^{k−m+1} (_k k−m )]( s^m − s^{k−m} ) t^k k! (e^t −1)^3(e^{st} −1)^3h^{s+1}(t)

= s e^{(1+s)t ∞} ∑ k=7 2 ∑ 3≤m<^k_2 k! (m−1)!(k−m−1)! [ 2 (_1 m −^1_{k−m} )

+^1_2 (_2k−m k−m −^{2m}_m ) −^{2k−m−2m} (k−m)m ]( s^m − s^{k−m} ) t^k k! (e^t −1)^3(e^{st} −1)^3h^{s+1}(t)

= s^4 e^{(1+s)t} 1−s 36 t^7 +^{1−s2}_{45} t^8 +^{22(1−s3 )+15(s−s2 )}

2160 t 9 +^{52(1−s4)+63(s−s3 )}

15120 t 10 +^{285(1−s5 )+470(s−s4 )+238(s2 −s3)}

302400 t

11 + · · ·

(e^t −1)^3(e^{st} −1)^3h^{s+1}(t) . Utilizing Lemma 3 reveals that the derivative^d_{d t} [_{h(st)} h^s(t) ] is positive for s ∈ (0, 1) and

t > 0. Consequently, for s ∈ (0, 1), the ratio^{h(st)}_{hs(t)} is increasing in t > 0. The proof

of Lemma 4 is complete. □

Lemma 5 ( [26, Lemma 2]). For k ≥ 0, the function (−1)^kΦ^{(k)}(x) is completely monotonic on (0, ∞), with the limits

(−1)^kx^{k+1}Φ^{(k)}(x) → k!, x → 0^+; k! 2 , x → ∞. (7)

Lemma 6 (Bernstein’s theorem [4, p. 161, Theorem 12b]). A function f(x) is completely monotonic on (0, ∞) if and only if f(x) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−xt} d σ(t), x ∈ (0, ∞), (8) where σ(s) is non-decreasing and the integral in (8) converges for x ∈ (0, ∞).

3. Decreasing property In this section, we prove that the function Y_{m,n}(x) defined in (2) is decreasing.

Theorem 1. For m, n ∈ {0} ∪ N, the function Y_{m,n}(x) defined in (2) is decreasing in x from (0, ∞) onto the interval ( −^{2(m+n+1)!} m!n! , − (m+n+1)! m!n! ) . Consequently, for m, n ∈ {0} ∪ N, the double inequality − 2(m + n + 1)! m!n! < Y_{m,n}(x) < − (m + n + 1)! m!n! (9) is valid on (0, ∞) and sharp in the sense that the lower and upper bounds cannot be replaced by any larger and smaller numbers respectively.

Proof. In the proof of [24, Theorem 4], Qi established that

Φ(x) = ∫_∞ 0 h(t) e^{−xt} d t. (10)

Then the ratio Y_{m,n}(x) can be rewritten as Y_{m,n}(x) = − ∫_∞ 0 t^{m+n+1}h(t) e^{−xt} d t ∫_∞ 0 t^mh(t) e^{−xt} d t ∫_∞ 0 t^nh(t) e^{−xt} d t = − ∫_∞ 0 t^{m+n+1}h(t) e^{−xt} d t ∫_∞ 0 [∫_t 0 u^m(t − u)^nh(u)h(t − u) d u ] e^{−xt} d t , where we used Lemma 1. Basing on Lemma 2, in order to prove decreasing property of Y_{m,n}(x), it suffices to show that the ratio

Y_{m,n}(t) = t^{m+n+1}h(t) ∫_t 0 u^m(t − u)^nh(u)h(t − u) d u (11)

is decreasing in t ∈ (0, ∞). By changing the variable u =^{1+v}_2 t, the denominator of Y_{m,n}(t) becomes ( t 2 )_{m+n+1} ∫_1 −1 (1 + v)^m(1 − v)^nh ( 1 + v 2 t ) h ( 1 − v 2 t ) d v.

Accordingly, we obtain 1 Y_{m,n}(t) = ∫_1 −1(1 + v)^m(1 − v)^nh

(_{1+v} 2 t ) h (_{1−v} 2 t ) d v 2^{m+n+1}h(t) = 1 2^{m+n+1}

∫_1 −1 (1 + v)^m(1 − v)^n h (_{1+v} 2 t ) h (_{1−v} 2 t ) h(t) d v = 1 2^{m+n+1}

∫_1 −1 (1 + v)^m(1 − v)^n h(st) h^s(t) h((1 − s)t) h^{1−s}(t) d v, (12)

where s =^{1+v}_2 ∈ (0, 1). From Lemma 4, we find that the function^{h(st)}_{hs(t)}^{h((1−s)t)}_{h1−s(t)} is increasing in t ∈ (0, ∞) for any fixed s ∈ (0, 1). Hence, the function Y_{m,n}(t) is decreasing on (0, ∞). Therefore, the function Y_{m,n}(x) for m, n ∈ {0} ∪ N is decreasing on (0, ∞).

Making use of the limits in (7) in Lemma 5 yields Y_{m,n}(x) = − (−1)^{m+n+1}x^{m+n+2}Φ^{(m+n+1)}(x) [(−1)^mx^{m+1}Φ^{(m)}(x)][(−1)^nx^{k+m+2}Φ^{(n)}(x)]

→ − (m + n + 1)! m!n! , x → 0^+; − 2(m + n + 1)! m!n! , x → ∞. The proof of Theorem 1 is complete. □

4. Necessary and sufficient conditions of complete monotonicity In this section, we discover necessary and sufficient conditions on ω_{m,n} for the function ±(−1)^{m+n+1}Y_{m,n;ωm,n} (x) defined in (3) to be completely monotonic.

Theorem 2. For m, n ∈ {0} ∪ N and ω_{m,n} ∈ R,

(1) if and only if ω_{m,n} ≤^{(m+n+1)!}_{m!n!} , the function (−1)^{m+n+1}Y_{m,n;ωm,n} (x) is completely monotonic on (0, ∞);

(2) if and only if ω_{m,n} ≥^{2(m+n+1)!}_{m!n!} , the function (−1)^{m+n}Y_{m,n;ωm,n} (x) is completely monotonic on (0, ∞);

(3) the double inequality (9) is valid on (0, ∞) and sharp in the sense that the lower and upper bounds cannot be replaced by any larger and smaller numbers respectively.

Proof. As done in the proof of Theorem 1, by virtue of the integral representation (10) and Lemma 1, we acquire (−1)^{m+n+1}Y_{m,n;ωm,n} (x) = [∫_∞ 0 t^{m+n+1}h(t) e^{−xt} d t − ω_{m,n} ∫_∞ 0 t^mh(t) e^{−xt} d t ∫_∞ 0 t^nh(t) e^{−xt} d t ]

= ∫_∞ 0 [ t^{m+n+1}h(t) − ω_{m,n} ∫_t 0 u^m(t − u)^nh(u)h(t − u) d u ] e^{−xt} d t = ∫_∞ 0 [ 1 − ω_{m,n} Y_{m,n}(t) ] t^{m+n+1}h(t) e^{−xt} d t, where Y_{m,n}(t) is defined by (11) and it has been proved in the proof of Theorem 1 to be decreasing on (0, ∞). From Lemma 4, we conclude that the function h(st) h^s(t) h((1−s)t) h^{1−s}(t) is increasing in t from (0, ∞) onto

(_1 2 , 1 ) . Accordingly, by virtue of (12), we arrive at the sharp inequalities 1 2^{m+n+2}

∫_1 −1 (1 + v)^m(1 − v)^n d v < 1 Y_{m,n}(t) < 1 2^{m+n+1}

∫_1 −1 (1 + v)^m(1 − v)^n d v.

Since

∫_1 −1 (1 + v)^m(1 − v)^n d v =

∫_1 0 [ (1 + v)^m(1 − v)^n + (1 − v)^m(1 + v)^n ] d v = 2^{m+n+1}B(m + 1, n + 1)

= 2^{m+n+1} m!n! (m + n + 1)! , where we used the formula

∫_1 0 [ (1 + x)^{μ−1}(1 − x)^{ν−1} + (1 + x)^{ν−1}(1 − x)^{μ−1} ] d x = 2^{μ+ν−1}B(μ, ν) = 2^{μ+ν−1}

Γ(μ)Γ(ν) Γ(μ + ν) for ℜ(μ), ℜ(ν) > 0 in [28, p. 321, 3.214], the double inequality 1 2 m!n! (m + n + 1)! < 1 Y_{m,n}(t) < m!n! (m + n + 1)!

is valid and sharp on (0, ∞). Consequently, by virtue of Lemma 6, if and only if ω_{m,n} ≤^{(m+n+1)!}_{m!n!} , the function (−1)^{m+n+1}Y_{m,n;ωm,n} (x) is completely monotonic on (0, ∞); if and only if ω_{m,n} ≥^{2(m+n+1)!}_{m!n!} , the function (−1)^{m+n}Y_{m,n;ωm,n} (x) is completely monotonic on (0, ∞).

The double inequality (9) follows from complete monotonicity of the functions ±(−1)^{m+n+1}Y_{m,n;ωm,n} (x). The proof of the sharpness of the double inequality (9) is the same as done in the proof of Theorem 1. The proof of Theorem 2 is complete. □ 5. Remarks In this section, we list several remarks related to our main results and their proofs in this paper.

Remark 1. Lemma 4 in this paper generalizes a conclusion in [25, Lemma 2.3] which reads that the function^{h(2t)}_{h2 (t)} is decreasing from (0, ∞) onto (1, 2).

Remark 2. The function F (x, y) discussed in Lemma 3 can be reformulated as F (x, y) = ( 1 x − 1 y − x )[ 2 − 1 2 2^{y−x} y−x −^{2x}_x 1 y−x −^1_x − 2^{y−x} − 2^x (y − x) − x ] , in which the functions 2^{y−x} y−x −^{2x}_x 1 y−x −^1_x and 2^{y−x} − 2^x (y − x) − x can be regarded as special means [29, 30].

Let x, y ∈ R such that 0 < x <^y_2 . Motivated by Lemma 3, we guess that, (1) when 2 < x <^y_2 , the function F (x, y) is positive; (2) when y > 4 and 0 < x < 2, the function F (x, y) is negative.

Furthermore, one can discuss positivity and negativity of the function F (x, y) for all x, y satisfying 0 < x <^y_2 .

Remark 3. When taking m = k and n = k + 1, the double inequality (9) in Theorem 1 becomes the double inequality (1) guessed by the corresponding and third author in [26, Remark 3].

Remark 4. For m, n ∈ {0} ∪ N, direct differentiation gives Y^′_{m,n}(x) = Φ^{(m+n+2)}(x) [ Φ^{(m)}(x)Φ^{(n)}(x) ] − Φ^{(m+n+1)}(x) [ Φ^{(m)}(x)Φ^{(n)}(x) ]_′ [Φ^{(m)}(x)Φ^{(n)}(x)]^2 on (0, ∞). The decreasing monotonicity of Y_{m,n}(x) in Theorem 1 implies that, for m, n ∈ {0} ∪ N, the inequality

Φ^{(m+n+1)}(x) [ Φ^{(m)}(x)Φ^{(n)}(x) ]_′ > Φ^{(m+n+2)}(x) [ Φ^{(m)}(x)Φ^{(n)}(x) ] , equivalently, [ Φ^{(m)}(x)Φ^{(n)}(x) ]_′ Φ^{(m)}(x)Φ^{(n)}(x) < Φ^{(m+n+2)}(x) Φ^{(m+n+1)}(x) , is valid on (0, ∞).

We guess that, for m, n ∈ {0} ∪ N, the function

Φ^{(m+n+1)}(x) [ Φ^{(m)}(x)Φ^{(n)}(x) ]_′ − Φ^{(m+n+2)}(x) [ Φ^{(m)}(x)Φ^{(n)}(x) ] is completely monotonic in x ∈ (0, ∞).

One can also consider necessary and sufficient conditions on Λ_{m,n} ∈ R for m, n ∈ {0} ∪ N such that the function

Φ^{(m+n+1)}(x) [ Φ^{(m)}(x)Φ^{(n)}(x) ]_′ − Λ_{m,n}Φ^{(m+n+2)}(x) [ Φ^{(m)}(x)Φ^{(n)}(x) ] and its opposite are respectively completely monotonic on (0, ∞).

Remark 5. This paper is a revised version of the electronic preprint [31], was reported online by Qi between 09:30–09:45 on 21 November 2020 and on the 3rd International Conference on Mathematical and Related Sciences: Current Trends and Developments (ICMRS 2020) held in Turkey, and is the sixth one in a series of works including the articles [24–26, 32–38] and the review article [23].

6. Authors’ statements

Conflict of interest. The authors declare that they have no any conflict of competing interests.

Funding information. Not applicable.

Author contribution. All authors contributed equally to the manuscript and read and approved the final manuscript.

Data availability statement. Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no new data were created or analyzed in this study.

Ethical approval. The conducted research is not related to either human or animal use.

Informed consent. Not applicable.

Acknowledgements. The authors appreciate anonymous referees for their careful corrections to, helpful suggestions to, and valuable comments on the original version of this paper.

References

[1] M. Abramowitz and I. A. Stegun (Eds), Handbook of Mathematical Functions with Formulas, Graphs, and Mathematical Tables, National Bureau of Standards, Applied Mathematics Series 55, 10th printing, Washington, 1972.

[2] D. S. Mitrinović, J. E. Pečarić, and A. M. Fink, Classical and New Inequalities in Analysis, Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht-Boston-London, 1993; available online at

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-017-1043-5.

[3] R. L. Schilling, R. Song, and Z. Vondraček, Bernstein Functions, 2nd ed., de Gruyter Studies in Mathematics 37, Walter de Gruyter, Berlin, Germany, 2012; available online at

https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110269338.

[4] D. V. Widder, The Laplace Transform, Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1941. [5] J. E. Kamel and K. Mehrez, A function class of strictly positive definite and logarithmically completely monotonic functions related to the modified Bessel functions, Positivity 22 (2018), no. 5, 1403–1417; available online at https://doi.org/10.1007/s11117-018-0584-3.

[6] Z.-H. Yang and J.-F. Tian, A class of completely mixed monotonic functions involving the gamma function with applications, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 146 (2018), no. 11, 4707–4721; available online at https://doi.org/10.1090/proc/14199.

[7] F. Qi, Integral representations for multivariate logarithmic polynomials, J. Comput. Appl.

Math. 336 (2018), 54–62; available online at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2017.11.047. [8] D. Xu, Second-order difference approximations for Volterra equations with the completely monotonic kernels, Numer. Algorithms 81 (2019), no. 3, 1003–1041; available online at

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11075-018-0580-5.

[9] F. Qi and A.-Q. Liu, Completely monotonic degrees for a difference between the logarithmic and psi functions, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 361 (2019), 366–371; available online at

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2019.05.001.

[10] P. Gao, Some completely monotonic functions involving the polygamma functions, J. Inequal. Appl. 2019, Paper No. 218, 9 pages; available online at

https://doi.org/10.1186/s13660-019-2172-x.

[11] F. Qi, D.-W. Niu, D. Lim, and B.-N. Guo, Some logarithmically completely monotonic functions and inequalities for multinomial coefficients and multivariate beta functions, Appl. Anal. Discrete Math. 14 (2020), no. 2, 512–527; available online at

https://doi.org/10.2298/AADM191111033Q.

[12] X.-F. Wang, M. E. H. Ismail, N. Batir, and S. Guo, A necessary and sufficient condition for sequences to be minimal completely monotonic, Adv. Difference Equ. 2020, Paper No. 665, 6 pages; available online at https://doi.org/10.1186/s13662-020-03051-8.

[13] F. Qi, Completely monotonic degree of a function involving trigamma and tetragamma functions, AIMS Math. 5 (2020), no. 4, 3391–3407; available online at

https://doi.org/10.3934/math.2020219.

[14] C. Berg, A. Çetinkaya, and D. Karp, Completely monotonic ratios of basic and ordinary gamma functions, Aequationes Math. 95 (2021), no. 3, 569–588; available online at

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00010-020-00767-6.

[15] M. E. H. Ismail and R. Zhang, Completely monotonic Fredholm determinants, New sinc methods of numerical analysis—Festschrift in honor of Frank Stenger’s 80th birthday, 299–321, Trends Math., Birkhäuser/Springer, Cham, 2021; available online at

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-49716-3_11.

[16] F. Qi and B.-N. Guo, From inequalities involving exponential functions and sums to logarithmically complete monotonicity of ratios of gamma functions, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 493 (2021), no. 1, Article 124478, 19 pages; available online at

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2020.124478.

[17] K. Mehrez and S. Das, Logarithmically completely monotonic functions related to the qgamma function and its applications, Anal. Math. Phys. 12 (2022), no. 2, Paper No. 65, 20 pages; available online at https://doi.org/10.1007/s13324-022-00678-6.

[18] V. Jovanović and M. Treml, An application of a moment problem to completely monotonic functions, Bull. Int. Math. Virtual Inst. 12 (2022), no. 1, 169–173.

[19] M. Mahmoud and F. Qi, Bounds for completely monotonic degrees of remainders in asymptotic expansions of the digamma function, Math. Inequal. Appl. 25 (2022), no. 1, 291–306; available online at https://doi.org/10.7153/mia-2022-25-17.

[20] Z.-X. Mao and J. Tian, Delta complete monotonicity and completely monotonic degree on time scales, Bull. Malays. Math. Sci. Soc. 46 (2023), no. 4, Paper No. 142, 23 pages; available online at https://doi.org/10.1007/s40840-023-01533-y.

[21] H. Taghavian, R. Drummond, and M. Johansson, Logarithmically completely monotonic rational functions, Automatica J. IFAC 155 (2023), Paper No. 111122, 11 pages; available online at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.automatica.2023.111122.

[22] X. Wang and S. Guo, Some conditions for sequences to be minimal completely monotonic, AIMS Math. 8 (2023), no. 4, 9832–9839; available online at

https://doi.org/10.3934/math.2023496.

[23] F. Qi and R. P. Agarwal, Several functions originating from Fisher–Rao geometry of Dirichlet distributions and involving polygamma functions, Mathematics 12 (2024), no. 1, Art. 44, 21 pages; available online at https://doi.org/10.3390/math12010044.

[24] F. Qi, Some properties of several functions involving polygamma functions and originating from the sectional curvature of the beta manifold, São Paulo J. Math. Sci. 14 (2020), no. 2, 614–630; available online at https://doi.org/10.1007/s40863-020-00193-1.

[25] F. Qi, Necessary and sufficient conditions for a ratio involving trigamma and tetragamma functions to be monotonic, Turkish J. Inequal. 5 (2021), no. 1, 50–59.

[26] F. Qi, Necessary and sufficient conditions for complete monotonicity and monotonicity of two functions defined by two derivatives of a function involving trigamma function, Appl. Anal. Discrete Math. 15 (2021), no. 2, 378–392; available online at

https://doi.org/10.2298/AADM191111014Q.

[27] Z.-H. Yang and J.-F. Tian, Monotonicity and inequalities for the gamma function, J. Inequal. Appl. 2017, Paper No. 317, 15 pages; available online at

https://doi.org/10.1186/s13660-017-1591-9.

[28] I. S. Gradshteyn and I. M. Ryzhik, Table of Integrals, Series, and Products, Translated from the Russian, Translation edited and with a preface by Daniel Zwillinger and Victor Moll, Eighth edition, Revised from the seventh edition, Elsevier/Academic Press, Amsterdam, 2015; available online at https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-384933-5.00013-8.

[29] P. S. Bullen, Handbook of Means and Their Inequalities, Mathematics and its Applications, 560, Kluwer Academic Publishers Group, Dordrecht, 2003, available online at

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-017-0399-4.

[30] F. Qi and D. Lim, Integral representations of bivariate complex geometric mean and their applications, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 330 (2018), 41–58; available online at

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2017.08.005.

[31] F. Qi, L.-X. Han, and H.-P. Yin, Monotonicity and complete monotonicity of two functions defined by three derivatives of a function involving trigamma function, HAL preprint (2020), available online at https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr/hal-02998203.

[32] F. Qi, Lower bound of sectional curvature of Fisher–Rao manifold of beta distributions and complete monotonicity of functions involving polygamma functions, Results Math. 76 (2021), no. 4, Paper No. 217, 16 pages; available online at

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00025-021-01530-2.

[33] F. Qi, Necessary and sufficient conditions for a difference constituted by four derivatives of a function involving trigamma function to be completely monotonic, Math. Inequal. Appl. 24 (2021), no. 3, 845–855; available online at https://doi.org/10.7153/mia-2021-24-58.

[34] F. Qi, Decreasing properties of two ratios defined by three and four polygamma functions, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris 360 (2022), 89–101; available online at

https://doi.org/10.5802/crmath.296.

[35] F. Qi, Decreasing property and complete monotonicity of two functions constituted via three derivatives of a function involving trigamma function, Math. Slovaca 72 (2022), no. 4, 899–910; available online at https://doi.org/10.1515/ms-2022-0061.

[36] F. Qi, Necessary and sufficient conditions for a difference defined by four derivatives of a function containing trigamma function to be completely monotonic, Appl. Comput. Math. 21 (2022), no. 1, 61–70; available online at

https://doi.org/10.30546/1683-6154.21.1.2022.61.

[37] F. Qi, Two monotonic functions defined by two derivatives of a function involving trigamma function, TWMS J. Pure Appl. Math. 13 (2022), no. 1, 91–104.

[38] F. Qi, Alternative proofs for monotonicity of some functions related to sectional curvature of Fisher–Rao manifold of beta distributions, in: H. Dutta, N. Ahmed, R. P. Agarwal (eds), Applied Nonlinear Analysis and Soft Computing, ANASC 2020; Advances in Intelligent Systems and Computing, Vol. 1437, Chapter 23, pp. 401–418; Springer, Singapore, 2023; available online at https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-19-8054-1_23.

College of Mathematical Science, Inner Mongolia Minzu University, Tongliao, Inner Mongolia, 028043, China

Email address: hongpingyin@qq.com URL: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7481-0194

College of Mathematical Science, Inner Mongolia Minzu University, Tongliao, Inner Mongolia, 028043, China

Email address: hlx2980@163.com, hanlingxiong@outlook.com URL: https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1346-9943

School of Mathematics and Physics, Hulunbuir University, Hulunbuir, Inner Mongolia, 021008, China; School of Mathematics and Informatics, Henan Polytechnic University, Jiaozuo, Henan, 454010, China; Independent researcher, University Village, Dallas, TX 75252, USA

Email address: qifeng618@gmail.com URL: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6239-2968