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Abstract
In this paper we discuss some issues that arise in the pro-
cess of writing a fractional differential equation (FDE) by
replacing an integer order derivative by a fractional order
derivative in a given differential equation. To address these
issues, we propose a dimensional regularization of the Ca-
puto fractional derivative, ensuring consistency in physical
dimensions. Then we solve some FDEs using this proposed
dimensional regularization. We show that the solutions of
these FDEs are most conveniently written using the dou-
ble gamma function. We also compare these solutions with
those from equations involving the standard Caputo frac-
tional derivative.

Dedicated to the memory of José António Tenreiro Machado

1. Introduction

The motivation for this work comes from the problem of addressing the physical di-
mensions in a FDE. Indeed, from a purely mathematical point of view, considering a
differential equation (DE) involving variables with physical dimensions is a completely
unnecessary complication. However, when we want to use these DEs to model real
problems, the variables involved in it must have physical dimensions. For DE involv-
ing (ordinary or partial) derivatives of integer order, dealing with problems involving
variables with physical dimensions does not represent a problem from the mathematical
point of view, after all it is always possible to transform a DE involving variables with
physical dimensions into a dimensionless form. This transformation relies on the process
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of nondimensionalization, where appropriate dimensionless variables and parameters are
introduced using the characteristic scales of the system.

However, we have some subtleties when we consider a DE involving non-integer order
derivatives [1, 2]. In Section 2 we will discuss some examples where we will see that
the use of a fractional derivative in a DE requires caution and can lead to problems.
Indeed, let us consider the Caputo fractional differential operator, which is widely used
in FDE. If x has physical dimension L and t has physical dimension T, then the physical
dimensional of the Caputo fractional derivative Dα

t x is LT−α. Thus, if in a DE involving
variables with physical dimensions and a derivative, for example, dx/dt, we assume its
fractional version as being the equation obtained by simply replacing dx/dt with Dα

t x ,
the result will be an unbalanced equation from the point of view of physical dimensions.
Thus, the question we must ask is: how to write a fractional version of a DE with
integer-order derivatives with the correct dimensional balance?

In addition to discussing the problems involving dimensional balancing in a FDE, we
will also discuss how to make a small modification in the use of the Caputo fractional
derivative, introducing a multiplicative term involving the independent variable in order
to maintain the same original physical dimension of the problem with integer order
derivative. This modification does not change the main characteristic of the Caputo
fractional derivative, which is its non-locality, and only corrects the problem of physical
dimension. We will see that for DE of order two (or higher) there are two natural ways
to make this modification.

In Section 3 we solve two FDE models based on these modifications (which we will call
Rule I and Rule II). An interesting thing about FDEs is that their study often leads to
the introduction of new mathematical functions, or at least functions that are not very
popular in the scientific literature. We will see that the solutions of these FDEs are given
in terms of products of gamma functions, and to write these products in a compact form,
we will show that it is convenient to use Barnes G-function G(z) or its generalization,
the double gamma function G(z; τ). In fact, some authors also refers to G(z) as double
gamma function, which is not a mistake since G(z) = G(z; 1). Therefore, unless we are
not specifically restricting ourselves to the case τ = 1, we will refer to G(z) and G(z; τ)
interchangeably as double gamma functions. Despite generalizing a very important
mathematical function, that is the gamma function, the interest in these functions was
not great, even though they appear as an exercise in Whittaker and Watson’s famous
book [3]. However, in recent decades, some applications have emerged in the literature.
We can mention, for example, their appearance in the study of the determinants of the
Laplacians on the n-dimensional unit sphere Sn [4, 5] and in a proof of the Kronecker
limit formula [6]. A great advantage of using the double gamma function instead of the
product of gamma functions is that these functions have integral representations that
can be used to compute their numerical values. Since the literature on these functions
is not large, we believe it would be useful for the reader to include an appendix on them
(Appendix A) as well as an appendix on Kilbas-Saigo functions (Appendix B), which
naturally arise in the solutions of one of these FDE models.

In section 4 we give a comparison between the functions that were found in the previous
section with other functions that arise as solutions of other FDEs, in particular with the
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Mittag-Leffler function. In Section 5 we present our concluding remarks.

2. FDE and physical dimensions

There are many different definitions of fractional derivative in the literature [7, 8], but
when we are interested in an initial value problem, certainly the best known and most
relevant is the Caputo fractional derivative, that is,

Dα
t y =

1

Γ(N − α)

∫ t

0

ϕ(N)(τ)

(t− τ)α+1−N
dτ, (1)

where y = ϕ(t) satisfying appropriate conditions, N−1 < α ≤ N (N = 1, 2 . . .), and the
initialization was chosen at a = 0. An important characteristic of the Caputo fractional
derivative is the initial conditions are the same in an initial value problem with Caputo
fractional derivative and ordinary integer-order derivative. Therefore, we will use the
Caputo fractional derivative in what follows. Furthermore, to discuss the problem we
have in mind, we believe the best approach is through examples, which is what we will
do next, where we will denote variables with physical dimensions by x, y, t, . . ., with
[x], [y], [t], . . . being the respective physical dimensions, and by x̄, ȳ, t̄, . . . the respective
dimensionless variables. We will also define characteristic quantities as, for example, tc
such that t = tct̄, and so on.

Example 1. Let us start our discussion with the decay or relaxation equation

dx

dt
+ κx = 0. (2)

where κ is a constant with physical dimension [κ] = T−1, where T = [t]. Its version in
dimensionless form is

dx̄

dt̄
+ κ̄x̄ = 0, (3)

where κ̄ is a positive constant. Eq.(3) and eq.(2) are related by the change of variables
t = tct̄ with tc = κ̄/κ and x = xcx̄ with xc arbitrary.

We want to consider a version of eq.(3) and eq.(2) in terms of the Caputo deriva-
tive of order α (0 < α ≤ 1). Since the Caputo derivative Dα

t̄ x̄ is dimensionless, the
fractional version of eq.(3) does not present any difficulty from the point of view of its
dimensionality, and it is

Dα
t̄ x̄+ κ̄x̄ = 0. (4)

However, the fractional version of eq.(2) requires a small adjustment since [Dα
t x] =

T−αL, where T = [t] and L = [x]. The fractional version of eq.(2) can be obtained from
eq.(4) using the relation between the variables, which gives

Dα
t x+ κ̄1−ακαx = 0 (5)
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or
tα−1
c Dα

t x+ κx = 0. (6)

Note that the quantity κ̄1−α is a number, and we can always choose κ̄ = 1 in eq.(5) or
tc = 1/κ in eq.(6) since this is equivalent to use a change of scale t̄→ λt̄ with λ = 1/κ̄.
Thus, without loss of generality, we can assume that the fractional version of eq.(2) is

Dα
t x+ καx = 0. (7)

On the other hand, when we think about writing a new DE with the fractional deriva-
tive of order α generalizing a given DE with derivative of order 1, what we should expect
is this new DE to be coherent from a dimensional point of view and that, in the limit
α → 1, to reproduce the original equation. Within this perspective, we have another
possibility, suggested by the form of eq.(6). Indeed, since [tα−1

c ] = Tα−1, this term re-
establishes the dimensional balancing of the equation. But another possibility is to use
t instead of tc, that is,

t̄α−1 Dα
t̄ x̄+ κ̄x̄ = 0 (8)

or
tα−1 Dα

t x+ κx = 0. (9)

Eq.(8) and eq.(9) are also related by t = tct̄ and x = xcx̄, like eq.(2) and eq.(3). But
unlike eq.(7) where we have assumed κ̄ = 1, in eq.(9) we did not have to make any choice
concerning tc or κ̄.

The fact is that both eq.(7) and eq.(9) are two dimensionally coherent FDEs and are
fractional generalizations of eq.(3). At this point there is no a priori reason to give any
preference to one of the two sets. Certainly, if we are thinking of using these equations
to model anomalous relaxation processes, for example, then there is a criterion for giving
a preference to one or the other set, which is the adequacy to the experimental results.

Example 2. Let x and t have physical dimensions L and T, respectively, and consider
the DE

dx

dt
= a+ bx+ cx2, (10)

where we assume that a, b, c > 0. The physical dimensions of a, b and c are

[a] = LT−1, [b] = T−1, [c] = L−1T−1.

Moreover, let us also consider the dimensionless DE

dx̄

dt̄
= ā+ b̄x̄+ c̄x̄2. (11)

If we write t = tct̄ and x = xcx̄, with [tc] = T and [xc] = L, we have

ā =
tca

xc
, b̄ = tcb, c̄ = tcxcc. (12)

4



From these relations it follows that we can define a dimensionless parameter κ as

κ =
ac

b2
=
āc̄

b̄2
. (13)

As a consequence, unlike in the previous example where we can always choose the pa-
rameter κ̄ = 1 in eq.(3), in eq.(11) we can only choose arbitrarily the values of any two
parameters from ā, b̄ and c̄, the other one being determined by the relation in eq.(13)
– for example, (ā, b̄, c̄) = {(1, 1,κ), (κ, 1, 1), (1,κ−1/2, 1)} – and this is due to the fact
that we have three parameters but only two variables.

Again, since the Caputo derivative Dα
t̄ x̄ is dimensionless, the fractional version of

eq.(10) is
Dα

t̄ x̄ = ā+ b̄x̄+ c̄x̄2.

For the dimensional version, using t = tct̄, x = xcx̄ and eq.(12), we obtain

Dα
t x = t1−α

c (a+ bx+ cx2). (14)

The situation is now a little more complicate because the dimensional factor t1−α
c cannot

be absorbed into powers of the terms of the equation, as in the previous example – indeed
there is no β such that aβ has dimension LT−1. On the other hand, recalling from eq.(12)
that tc = b̄/b, we can also write

Dα
t x = b̄1−α(abα−1 + bαx+ cbα−1x2).

The factor b̄1−α is dimensionless. So we have on the right hand side a term bα like
κα in the previous example, but the other ones involve also the parameter b, that is,
abα−1 and cbα−1. Note that this brings us to a problem concerning the interpretation
of the equation. If the terms a, b and c have different physical interpretations, what is
the interpretation of the terms abα−1 and cbα−1 involving combinations of terms with
different individual interpretations?

Like in the previous example, we can always choose an appropriate scale such that
b̄ = 1 (for example, related to the choices {(1, 1,κ), (κ, 1, 1)}) for (ā, b̄, c̄), so, without
loss of generality, we can assume the fractional version of eq.(10) as

Dα
t x = abα−1 + bαx+ cbα−1x2.

There is still another possibility, as seen in the previous example. Let us rewrite
eq.(14) as

tα−1
c Dα

t x = (a+ bx+ cx2).

Instead of tc, we can consider the variable t, and consequently the equations

t̄α−1 Dα
t̄ x̄ = ā+ b̄x̄+ c̄x̄2 (15)

and
tα−1 Dα

t x = a+ bx+ cx2. (16)
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Note that eq.(16) follows from eq.(15) using t = tct̄, x = xcx̄ and eq.(12). Moreover, the
terms on the right hand side have the same interpretation both in the first-order and
the fractional order derivatives.

Example 3. An important example is the damped harmonic oscillator equation,

d2x

dt2
+ 2γ

dx

dt
+ ω2x = 0,

where m = 1 for simplicity and the physical dimension of the damping constant γ and
the frequency ω are

[γ] = [ω] = T−1.

Its dimensionless form is
d2x̄

dt̄2
+ 2γ̄

dx̄

dt̄
+ ω̄2x̄ = 0, (17)

where t = tct̄, x = xcx̄ and
γ̄ = tcγ, ω̄ = tcω. (18)

The fractional version of eq.(17) is

Dβ
t̄ x̄+ 2γ̄ Dα

t̄ x̄+ ω̄2x̄ = 0,

where 1 < β ≤ 2 and 0 < α ≤ 1. Returning to the dimensional variables, we have

Dβ
t x+ 2γt1+α−β

c Dα
t x+ ω2t2−β

c x = 0, (19)

where tc is an arbitrary dimensional parameter. Using eq.(18), we can write this equation
as

Dβ
t x+ 2γβ−αγ̄1−α−β Dα

t x+ ω2γβ−2γ̄2−βx = 0, (20)

or
Dβ

t x+ 2γωβ−α−1ω̄1+α−β Dα
t x+ ωβω̄2−βx = 0, (21)

where γ̄ and ω̄ are dimensionless. Note that we also have the problem of interpreting the
terms of the above equations. In eq.(20) we have a frequency-like term ω2γβ−2 involving
the damping factor γ when β ̸= 2 and in eq.(21) we have a damping-like term 2γωβ−α−1

involving the frequency ω when β − α ̸= 1.
We can choose a specific value for γ̄ or ω̄ to simplify the equations. The most inter-

esting choice is ω̄ = 1. In this case tc = ω−1 and eq.(19) becomes

Dβ
t x+ 2γωβ−α−1 Dα

t x+ ωβx = 0. (22)

Moreover, when β = α− 1, we have

Dβ
t x+ 2γ Dβ−1

t x+ ωβx = 0.
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When γ = 0 we have
Dβ

t x+ ωβx = 0,

which resembles eq.(7), except that here 1 < β ≤ 2 while 0 < α ≤ 1 in eq.(7).
For the choice γ̄ = 1, that is, tc = γ−1, we obtain, instead of eq.(22),

Dβ
t x+ 2γβ−α Dα

t x+ ω2γβ−2x = 0.

In a similar manner to the previous examples, there is an alternative version for the
above equations, which are

tβ−2 Dβ
t̄ x̄+ 2γ̄tα−1 Dα

t̄ x̄+ ω̄2x̄ = 0, (23)

and
tβ−2 Dβ

t x+ 2γtα−1 Dα
t x+ ω2x = 0, (24)

with 1 < β ≤ 2 and 0 < α ≤ 1. Eq.(23) and eq.(24) are related by t = tct̄ and
x = xcx̄ and eq.(18). Moreover, there is an alternative to eq.(23) and eq.(24) which is
also consistent from the dimensional point of view, that is(

tα
′−1 Dα′

t̄

)2
x̄+ 2γ̄tα−1 Dα

t̄ x̄+ ω̄2x̄ = 0,

and (
tα

′−1 Dα′

t

)2
x+ 2γtα−1 Dα

t x+ ω2x = 0,

where 0 < α, α′ ≤ 1.

Remark. The above examples have shown that simply replacing an integer-order deriva-
tive by a Caputo fractional order derivative in a DE is a procedure that leads to a well-
defined FDE in the case of dimensionless variables. However, when the DE involves
variables with physical dimensions, this procedure has encountered difficulties, particu-
larly in the issue of the dimensional consistency of the equation and the interpretation
of its terms.

On the other hand, we saw in the examples that this problem of dimensional balancing
of the equation with Caputo fractional derivative can be solved with the help of the
independent variable involved in the problem. We discussed two ways to do this: one is
doing the replacement according to the rule

(I)
dN

dtN
→ tα−N Dα

t (25)

with N − 1 < α ≤ N (N = 1, 2, . . .), and the other is doing the replacement according
to the rule

(II)
dN

dtN
→
(
tα

′−1 Dα′

t

)N
(26)
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with 0 < α′ ≤ 1 (N = 1, 2, . . .). Note that for [t] = T we have[
dN

dtN

]
= [tα−N Dα

t ] =

[(
tα

′−1 Dα′

t

)N]
= T−N . (27)

In this way, we obtain a dimensionally consistent FDE without the need for major mod-
ifications to the equation and the interpretation of its terms. The fact that the physical
dimension of the quantities in eq.(27) does not depend on α suggests the interpretation
of α, or better N − α, as a measure of the degree of non-locality involved in the model.

3. FDE with dimensional regularized Caputo
derivatives and double gamma functions

Given that the FDE obtained from a DE with integer-order derivative through the
rules in eq.(25) or in eq.(26) presents the same dimensional consistency as the original
equation, the next step is to compare these FDEs, and one way to do this is by studying
their solutions. In what follows we will study the fractional versions of the integer-order
DE

dNf

dtN
+ ωNf = 0 (N = 1, 2, . . .) (28)

using the rules in eq.(25) and eq.(26). Clearly [ω] = T−1. This simple equation is enough
to illustrate the difference between the two approaches and to illustrate the usefulness
of the double gamma function in fractional calculus.

In what follows we will use

tα−N Dα
t t

m =


Γ(m+ 1)

Γ(m− α + 1)
tm−N , m > 0, m /∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1},

0, m ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1},

for N − 1 < α ≤ N (N = 1, 2, . . .), which follows directly from eq.(1). Thus, for f(t)
given by

f(t) =
∞∑
k=0

fkt
k, (29)

we have

tα−N Dα
t f =

∞∑
k=0

fk+N
Γ(k +N + 1)

Γ(k +N + 1− α)
tk. (30)

3.1. FDE using rule I

The fractional version of eq.(28) using the rule in eq.(25) is

tα−N Dα
t f = −ωNf, (31)
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where N − 1 < α ≤ N for N = 1, 2, . . . or N = ⌈α⌉, where ⌈·⌉ is the ceiling function.
We will look for analytic solutions of eq.(31). Using eq.(29) and eq.(30) in eq.(31) we
obtain that the coefficients must satisfy

fk+N
Γ(k +N + 1)

Γ(k +N + 1− α)
= −ωNfk, k = 0, 1, 2, . . .

From this recurrence relation we obtain

fmN+j =
(
−ωN

)m( m∏
r=1

Γ(1 + rN + j − α)

Γ(1 + rN + j)

)
fj,

with j = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 and m = 1, 2, . . .. Defining CN
j,m(α) as

CN

j,m(α) =


1, m = 0,

m∏
r=1

Γ(1 + rN + j − α)

Γ(1 + rN + j)
, m = 1, 2, . . .

(32)

and the constants κj as
fj = (ω)jκj,

we can write f(t) as

f(t) =
N−1∑
j=0

κjϕ
N

j,α(ωt),

where

ϕN

j,α(ωt) =
∞∑

m=0

(−1)mCN

j,m(α)(ωt)
mN+j, j = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1. (33)

The coefficients CN
j,m(α) can be conveniently written using G-Pochhammer symbol

(see Appendix A) as

CN

j,m(α) =
J1 + (1 + j − α)τ ; τKm

J1 + (1 + j)τ ; τKm
(34)

with
τ =

1

N
,

where we recall that N = ⌈α⌉ = 1, 2, . . .. Note that eq.(34) also holds for n = 0.
We can also write

ϕN

j,α(ωt) = (ωt)j
∞∑

m=0

J1 + (1 + j − α)τ ; τKm
J1 + (1 + j)τ ; τKm

(
−(ωt)N

)m
,

and comparing this series with the Kilbas-Saigo function (see Appendix B) as in eq.(57)
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we conclude that

ϕN

j,α(ωt) = (ωt)jEα,N
α
,N−α+j

α

(
−(ωt)N

)
, j = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1.

The convergence of ϕN
j,α in eq.(33) is guaranteed by Gautschi’s inequality [9], which

can be written as
1

xσ
≤ Γ(x)

Γ(x+ σ)
≤
(
1 +

1

x

)
1

(x+ 1)σ
,

for x > 0 and 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1. In fact, using x = 1 + (m+ 1)N + j − α and σ = α it follows
from this inequality and eq.(32) that

lim
m→∞

∣∣∣∣Cj,m+1(α)

Cj,m(α)

∣∣∣∣ = lim
m→∞

Γ(1 + (m+ 1)N + j − α)

Γ(1 + (m+ 1)N + j)
= 0,

and so eq.(33) converges for all values of ωt and 0 < α ≤ 1. The convergence for α such
that N − 1 < α ≤ N with N = 2, 3, . . . is a trivial consequence.

3.1.1. Examples

(i) N = 1. For 0 < α ≤ 1 the solution of eq.(31) is

ϕ1

0,α(ωt) =
∞∑

m=0

(−1)mC1

0,m(α)(ωt)
m, (35)

with
C1

0,m(α) =
J2− α; 1Km

J2; 1Km
=
G(2− α +m)G(2)

G(2− α)G(2 +m)
,

where G(·) is the Barnes G-function. In Figure 1 we have the plots of ϕ0,α(t) for α =
{1, 0.9, 0.8}. Note that when α = 1 we have

C1

0,m(1) =
G(1 +m)G(2)

G(1)G(2 +m)
=

G(1 +m)Γ(1)G(1)

G(1)Γ(1 +m)G(1 +m)
=

1

Γ(1 +m)
,

and so ϕ1
0,1(ωt) = e−ωt.

(ii) N = 2. For 1 < α ≤ 2 the solutions of eq.(31) are

ϕ2
0,α(ωt) =

∞∑
m=0

(−1)mC2
0,m(α)(ωt)

2m, (36)

with
C2

0,m(α) =
J(3− α)/2; 1/2Km

J3/2; 1/2Km
=
G[(3− α)/2 +m; 1/2]G(3/2; 1/2)

G[(3− α)/2; 1/2]G(3/2 +m; 1/2)
, (37)
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Figure 1: Plots of ϕ1
0,α(t) in eq.(35) for α = {1, 0.9, 0.8}.

and

ϕ2
1,α(ωt) =

∞∑
m=0

(−1)mC2
1,m(α)(ωt)

2m+1, (38)

with
C2

1,m(α) =
J2− α/2; 1/2Km

J2; 1/2Km
=
G(2− α/2 +m; 1/2)G(2; 1/2)

G(2− α/2; 1/2)G(2 +m; 1/2)
, (39)

where G(−;−) is the double gamma function. We have in Figure 2 the plots of ϕ2
0,α(t)

and in Figure 3 the plots of ϕ2
1,α(t) for α = {2, 1.9, 1.8}. When α = 2 we have, using

eq.(52) in eq.(37) and in eq.(39) that

C2
0,m(2) =

G(1/2 +m; 1/2)G(3/2; 1/2)

G(1/2; 1/2)G(3/2 +m; 1/2)
=

1

Γ(2m+ 1)

and
C2

1,m(2) =
G(1 +m; 1/2)G(2; 1/2)

G(1; 1/2)G(2 +m; 1/2)
=

1

Γ(2m+ 2)
,

and therefore
ϕ2
0,2(ωt) = cosωt, ϕ2

1,2(ωt) = sinωt.

It is also interesting to note that using eq.(55) with p = τ = 1 and q = 2 we can
rewrite C2

j,m(α) for j = 0, 1 as

C2
j,m(α) =

1

2αm
J(3− α + j)/2KmJ(4− α + j)/2Km

J(3 + j)/2KmJ(4 + j)/2Km
.
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In[6]:= Plot[{Cos[x], Sum[coef[0, n, 1.9] (-(x^(2)))^n, {n, 0, 20}],

Sum[coef[0, n, 1.8] (-(x^(2)))^n, {n, 0, 20}]}, {x, 0, 8},

PlotStyle  {Blue, {Magenta}, {Darker[Brown]}}, AxesLabel  MaTeX /@ {"t", "\\phi_0(t)"},

BaseStyle  texStyle, PlotLegends  LineLegend[MaTeX /@ {"\\alpha=2", "\\alpha=1.9",

"\\alpha=1.8"}, LegendLayout  {"Column", 1}]]

General : 1.09742×10292 2.645979063559250×10-332 is too small to represent as a normalized machine number; precision may

be lost.

General : 1.1288×10294 2.556479012226040×10-332 is too small to represent as a normalized machine number; precision may be

lost.

Out[6]=
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graficos_paper.nb     3

Figure 2: Plots of ϕ2
0,α(t) in eq.(36) for α = {2, 1.9, 1.8}.

In[5]:= Plot[{Sin[x], x Sum[coef[1, n, 1.9] (-(x^(2)))^n, {n, 0, 20}],

x Sum[coef[1, n, 1.8] (-(x^(2)))^n, {n, 0, 20}]}, {x, 0, 8},

PlotStyle  {Blue, {Magenta}, {Darker[Brown]}}, AxesLabel  MaTeX /@ {"t", "\\phi_1(t)"},

BaseStyle  texStyle, PlotLegends  LineLegend[MaTeX /@ {"\\alpha=2", "\\alpha=1.9",

"\\alpha=1.8"}, LegendLayout  {"Column", 1}]]

NIntegrate : Numerical integration converging too slowly; suspect one of the following: singularity, value of the integration is 0,

highly oscillatory integrand, or WorkingPrecision too small.

NIntegrate : NIntegrate failed to converge to prescribed accuracy after 9 recursive bisections in r near {r} = {0.916}. NIntegrate

obtained -1.33016×10-15 and 3.4355015366543494`*^-15 for the integral and error estimates.

NIntegrate : Numerical integration converging too slowly; suspect one of the following: singularity, value of the integration is 0,

highly oscillatory integrand, or WorkingPrecision too small.

NIntegrate : NIntegrate failed to converge to prescribed accuracy after 9 recursive bisections in r near {r} = {0.916}. NIntegrate

obtained -1.33016×10-15 and 3.4355015366543494`*^-15 for the integral and error estimates.

NIntegrate : Numerical integration converging too slowly; suspect one of the following: singularity, value of the integration is 0,

highly oscillatory integrand, or WorkingPrecision too small.

General : Further output of NIntegrate::slwcon will be suppressed during this calculation.

NIntegrate : NIntegrate failed to converge to prescribed accuracy after 9 recursive bisections in r near {r} = {0.916}. NIntegrate

obtained -1.33016×10-15 and 3.4355015366543494`*^-15 for the integral and error estimates.

General : Further output of NIntegrate::ncvb will be suppressed during this calculation.

Out[5]=
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2     graficos_paper.nb

Figure 3: Plots of ϕ2
1,α(t) in eq.(38) for α = {2, 1.9, 1.8}.

3.2. FDE using rule II

The fractional version of eq.(28) using the rule in eq.(26) is(
tα

′−1 Dα′

t

)N
f = −ωNf, (40)

where 0 < α′ ≤ 1 for N = 1, 2, . . .. In this case we have to use eq.(30) recursively, that
is, (

tα
′−1 Dα′

t

)N
f =

∞∑
k=0

fk+N

[
N∏
i=1

Γ(k + i+ 1)

Γ(k + i+ 1− α)

]
tk,

12



which in eq.(40) shows that we must have

fk+N = −ωN

k∏
i=1

Γ(k + i+ 1− α′)

Γ(k + i+ 1)
fk, k = 0, 1, 2, . . .

From this recurrence relation we obtain

fmN+j =
(
−ωN

)m mN∏
r=1

Γ(r + j + 1− α′)

Γ(r + j + 1)
fj,

with j = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 and m = 1, 2, . . ..
Defining KN

j,m(α
′) as

KN

j,m(α
′) =


1, m = 0,

mN∏
r=1

Γ(r + j + 1− α′)

Γ(r + j + 1)
, m = 1, 2, . . .

and the constants κj as
fj = (ω)jκj,

we can write f(t) as

f(t) =
N−1∑
j=0

κjψ
N

j,α′(ωt),

where

ψN

j,α′(ωt) =
∞∑

m=0

(−1)mKN

j,m(α
′)(ωt)mN+j, j = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1.

Like in the previous case, we can also use the double gamma function to write a
convenient expression for the coefficients KN

j,m(α
′), but in this case the parameter τ is

τ = 1, that is, we have the Barnes G-function G(z). We have

KN

j,m(α
′) =

Jj + 2− α′KmN

Jj + 2KmN

,

and then

ψN

j,α′(ωt) =
∞∑

m=0

(−1)m
Jj + 2− α′KmN

Jj + 2KmN

(ωt)mN+j, j = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1. (41)

Like the case of eq.(33), the convergence of eq.(41) for all values of ωt also follows
using Gautschi’s inequality.
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In[4]:= Plot[{Cos[x], NSum[coef2[0, n, 0.95] (-(x^(2)))^n,

{n, 0, Infinity}, Method  "AlternatingSigns", WorkingPrecision  10],

NSum[coef2[0, n, 0.9] (-(x^(2)))^n, {n, 0, Infinity},

Method  "AlternatingSigns", WorkingPrecision  10]},

{x, 0, 8}, PlotStyle  {Blue, {Magenta}, {Darker[Brown]}},

AxesLabel  MaTeX /@ {"t", "\\psi_0(t)"}, BaseStyle  texStyle,

PlotLegends  LineLegend[MaTeX /@ {"\\alpha^{\\prime}=1", "\\alpha^{\\prime}=0.95",

"\\alpha^{\\prime}=0.9"}, LegendLayout  {"Column", 1}]]

Out[4]=
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2     graficos_paper_2.nb

Figure 4: Plots of ψ2
0,α′(t) in eq.(42) for α′ = {1, 0.95, 0.9}.

In[8]:= << MaTeX`

In[9]:= texStyle = {FontSize  9, FontColor  Gray};

In[10]:= coef2[j_, n_, α_] :=

BarnesG[j + 2 - α + n 2] BarnesG[j + 2] / (BarnesG[j + 2 - α] BarnesG[j + 2 + 2 n]);

In[20]:= Plot[{Sin[x], NSum[coef2[1, n, 0.95] (-1)^n (x^(2 n + 1)),

{n, 0, Infinity}, Method  "AlternatingSigns", WorkingPrecision  10],

NSum[coef2[1, n, 0.9] (-1)^n (x^(2 n + 1)), {n, 0, Infinity},

Method  "AlternatingSigns", WorkingPrecision  10]},

{x, 0, 8}, PlotStyle  {Blue, {Magenta}, {Darker[Brown]}},

AxesLabel  MaTeX /@ {"t", "\\psi_1(t)"}, BaseStyle  texStyle,

PlotLegends  LineLegend[MaTeX /@ {"\\alpha^{\\prime}=1", "\\alpha^{\\prime}=0.95",

"\\alpha^{\\prime}=0.9"}, LegendLayout  {"Column", 1}]]

Out[20]=
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Figure 5: Plots of ψ2
1,α′(t) in eq.(43) for α′ = {1, 0.95, 0.9}.

3.2.1. Examples

(i) N = 2. From eq.(41) we have

ψ2
0,α′(ωt) =

∞∑
m=0

J2− α′K2m
J2K2m

(−1)m(ωt)2m

=
G(2)

G(2− α′)

∞∑
m=0

G(2− α′ + 2m)

G(2 + 2m)
(−1)m(ωt)2m

(42)
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and

ψ2
1,α′(ωt) =

∞∑
m=0

J3− α′K2m
J3K2m

(−1)m(ωt)2m+1

=
G(3)

G(3− α′)

∞∑
m=0

G(3− α′ + 2m)

G(3 + 2m)
(−1)m(ωt)2m+1.

(43)

Using eq.(51) it is not difficult to see that, for α′ → 1, we have, as expected,

ψ2
0,1(ωt) = cosωt, ψ2

1,1(ωt) = sinωt.

We have in Figure 4 the plots of ψ2
0,α′(t) and in Figure 5 the plots of ψ2

1,α′(t) for α′ =
{1, 0.95, 0.9}.

4. Comparison between solutions of FDEs

In this section we will compare the solutions of the equations with the dimensional
regularized Caputo derivative obtained in the previous section with the solutions of the
equation involving the regular Caputo derivative. For convenience we will choose ω = 1.

(i) N = 1. Let us consider the ODE

dy

dt
+ y = 0. (44)

The corresponding FDE obtained using the regular Caputo derivative is

Dα
t y + y = 0, 0 < α ≤ 1, (45)

whose solution is
y = y(0) Eα (−tα) ,

where Eα(·) is the Mittag-Leffler function. The FDE obtained using rule I or II is

tα−1 Dα
t y + y = 0, 0 < α ≤ 1, (46)

whose solution is given by ϕ1
0,α(t) as in eq.(35).

In Figure 6 we compare the solutions with y(0) = 1 of eq.(44) and its fractional
version in eq.(45) and eq.(46). We choose for comparison α = 0.8 and for simplicity we
use κ = 1. So we have in Figure 6 the plots of exp (−t), E0.8 (−t0.8) and ϕ1

0,0.8(t).
We can see that for values of t such that 0 < t < 0.84 (value obtained numerically

using Mathematica), function E0.8 (−t0.8) decays faster than exp(−t), but for t > 0.84
this behaviour changes, and for t → ∞ the function has a behaviour [10] E0.8(−t0.8) ∼
t−0.8/Γ(0.2). The function ϕ1

0,0.8(t), on the other hand, has a decay that is always
slower than exp(−t) for t > 0. At the point t = 2.01 (value obtained numerically
using Mathematica), the solution E0.8(−t0.8) begins to show values greater than those

15



In[6]:= PlotExp[-x], Sumcoef[0, n, 0.8] (- (x^ (1)))^n, {n, 0, 30}, MittagLefflerE[0.8, -x^ (0.8)],

{x, 0, 5}, PlotStyle → {{Black, Dashed}, {Blue}, {Magenta}}, AxesLabel → MaTeX /@ "t", " ",

BaseStyle → texStyle, PlotLegends → LineLegendMaTeX /@ "\\exp(-t)",

"\\phi_{0,0.8}^1(t)", "\\operatorname{E}_{0.8}(-t^{0.8})", LegendLayout → {"Column", 1}

NIntegrate: Numerical integration converging too slowly; suspect one of the following: singularity, value of the

integration is 0, highly oscillatory integrand, or WorkingPrecision too small.

NIntegrate: NIntegrate failed to converge to prescribed accuracy after 9 recursive bisections in r near {r} = {0.937484}.

NIntegrate obtained 9.306557834989146`*^-17 and 1.930045526822876`*^-15 for the integral and error

estimates.

NIntegrate: Numerical integration converging too slowly; suspect one of the following: singularity, value of the

integration is 0, highly oscillatory integrand, or WorkingPrecision too small.

NIntegrate: NIntegrate failed to converge to prescribed accuracy after 9 recursive bisections in r near {r} = {0.937484}.

NIntegrate obtained 9.306557834989146`*^-17 and 1.930045526822876`*^-15 for the integral and error

estimates.

NIntegrate: Numerical integration converging too slowly; suspect one of the following: singularity, value of the

integration is 0, highly oscillatory integrand, or WorkingPrecision too small.

General: Further output of NIntegrate::slwcon will be suppressed during this calculation.

NIntegrate: NIntegrate failed to converge to prescribed accuracy after 9 recursive bisections in r near {r} = {0.937484}.

NIntegrate obtained 9.306557834989146`*^-17 and 1.930045526822876`*^-15 for the integral and error

estimates.

General: Further output of NIntegrate::ncvb will be suppressed during this calculation.

Out[6]=
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Figure 6: Plots of the solution of eq.(44), that is, exp (−t), and its fractional version in
eq.(45) and eq.(46) (with κ = 1) for α = 0.8, that is, E0.8 (−t0.8) and ϕ1

0,0.8(t),
respectively.

of ϕ1
0,0.8(t), and after that these graphs never cross again. For t → ∞ the we have

ϕ1
0,0.8(t) ∼ t−1/Γ(0.2) [11].

(ii) N = 2. Let us consider the ODE

d2y

dt2
+ t = 0. (47)

The corresponding FDE version obtained using the regular Caputo derivative is

Dα
t y + y = 0, 1 < α ≤ 2, (48)

whose solution is
y = y(0) Eα,1 (−tα) + y′(0) tEα,2 (−tα) ,

where Eα,β(·) is the two-parameter Mittag-Leffler function,

Eα,β(z) =
∞∑
n=0

zn

Γ(nα + β)
,

and such that Eα(·) = Eα,1(·) . The FDE obtained using rule I is

tα−2 Dα
t y + y = 0, 1 < α ≤ 2, (49)

whose solution is a linear combination ϕ2
0,α(t) and ϕ2

1,α(t) given by eq.(36) and eq.(38),
respectively. On the other hand, the FDE obtained using rule II is(

tα
′−1 Dα′

t

)2
y + y = 0, 0 < α′ ≤ 1, (50)
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whose solution is a linear combination ψ2
0,α′(t) and ψ2

1,α′(t) given by eq.(42) and eq.(43),
respectively.

Let us consider in separate the solutions for the initial conditions (i) y(0) = 1 and
y′(0) = 0, and (ii) y(0) = 0 and y′(0) = 1. For (i) y(0) = 1 and y′(0) = 0, the solutions
of eq.(47), eq.(48), eq.(49) and eq.(50) are, respectively, cos t, E1.9 (−t1.9), ϕ2

0,1.9(t) and
ψ2
0,0.95(t), whose plots are in Figure 7.

In[23]:= Plot[{Cos[x], MittagLefflerE[1.9, -x^(1.9)],

Sum[coef[0, n, 1.9] (-(x^(2)))^n, {n, 0, 20}], NSum[coef2[0, n, 0.95] (-(x^(2)))^n,

{n, 0, Infinity}, Method  "AlternatingSigns", WorkingPrecision  10]},

{x, 0, 8}, PlotStyle  {{Black, Dashed}, Darker[Brown], {Blue}, {Magenta}},

AxesLabel  MaTeX /@ {"t", " "}, BaseStyle  texStyle, PlotLegends  LineLegend[

MaTeX /@ {"\\cos{t}", "\\operatorname{E}_{1.9}(-t^{1.9})", "\\phi_{0,1.9}^2(t)",

"\\psi_{0,0.95}^2(t)"}, LegendLayout  {"Column", 1}]]

General : 1.09742×10292 2.645979063559250×10-332 is too small to represent as a normalized machine number; precision may

be lost.

Out[23]=
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-0.5

0.5

1.0

In [ ] := FindRoot[MittagLefflerE[1.9, -x^(1.9)], {x, 1.7}]

Out[ ]=

{x  1.56115}

In [ ] := FindRoot[MittagLefflerE[1.9, -x^(1.9)], {x, 5}]

Out[ ]=

{x  4.73364}

In [ ] := TableForm[Table[{n, FindRoot[MittagLefflerE[1.9, -x^(1.9)], {x, n}],

FindRoot[Cos[x], {x, n}]}, {n, 2, 14, 3}]]

Out[ ] //TableForm=

2 x  1.56115 x  1.5708
5 x  4.73364 x  4.71239
8 x  7.87794 x  7.85398
11 x  11.0354 x  10.9956
14 x  14.1838 x  14.1372

graficos_paper_5.nb    5

Figure 7: Plots of the solutions of eq.(47), eq.(48), eq.(49) and eq.(50) with initial con-
ditions y(0) = 1 and y′(0) = 0.

For the initial conditions (ii) y(0) = 0 and y′(0) = 1, the solutions of eq.(47), eq.(48),
eq.(49) and eq.(50) are, respectively, sin t, tE1.9 (−t1.9), ϕ2

0,1.9(t) and ψ2
0,0.95(t), whose

plots are in Figure 8.

Plot[Φ[x] - Ψ[x], {x, 0, 8},

AxesLabel  MaTeX /@ {"t", "\\phi_{1,1.9}^2(t)-\\psi_{1,0.95}^2(t)"},

BaseStyle  texStyle, PlotRange  {-0.06, 0.1}, PlotStyle  {Blue}]

In[22]:= Plot[{Sin[x], x MittagLefflerE[1.9, 2, -x^(1.9)],

x Sum[coef[1, n, 1.9] (-(x^(2)))^n, {n, 0, 20}],

NSum[coef2[1, n, 0.95] (-1)^n (x^(2 n + 1)), {n, 0, Infinity},

Method  "AlternatingSigns", WorkingPrecision  10]}, {x, 0, 8},

PlotStyle  {{Black, Dashed}, Darker[Brown], {Blue}, {Magenta}},

AxesLabel  MaTeX /@ {"t", " "}, BaseStyle  texStyle, PlotLegends  LineLegend[

MaTeX /@ {"\\sin{t}", "t \\operatorname{E}_{1.9,2}(-t^{1.9})", "\\phi_{1,1.9}^2(t)",

"\\psi_{1,0.95}^2(t)"}, LegendLayout  {"Column", 1}]]

NIntegrate : Numerical integration converging too slowly; suspect one of the following: singularity, value of the integration is 0,

highly oscillatory integrand, or WorkingPrecision too small.

NIntegrate : NIntegrate failed to converge to prescribed accuracy after 9 recursive bisections in r near {r} = {0.916}. NIntegrate

obtained -1.33016×10-15 and 3.4355015366543494`*^-15 for the integral and error estimates.

NIntegrate : Numerical integration converging too slowly; suspect one of the following: singularity, value of the integration is 0,

highly oscillatory integrand, or WorkingPrecision too small.

NIntegrate : NIntegrate failed to converge to prescribed accuracy after 9 recursive bisections in r near {r} = {0.916}. NIntegrate

obtained -1.33016×10-15 and 3.4355015366543494`*^-15 for the integral and error estimates.

NIntegrate : Numerical integration converging too slowly; suspect one of the following: singularity, value of the integration is 0,

highly oscillatory integrand, or WorkingPrecision too small.

General : Further output of NIntegrate::slwcon will be suppressed during this calculation.

NIntegrate : NIntegrate failed to converge to prescribed accuracy after 9 recursive bisections in r near {r} = {0.916}. NIntegrate

obtained -1.33016×10-15 and 3.4355015366543494`*^-15 for the integral and error estimates.

General : Further output of NIntegrate::ncvb will be suppressed during this calculation.

Out[22]=
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Figure 8: Plots of the solutions of eq.(47), eq.(48), eq.(49) and eq.(50) with initial con-
ditions y(0) = 0 and y′(0) = 1.

Comparing the different plots in Figures 7 and 8, we see that, as t increases, the
solutions of a FDE show a kind of damping, causing the amplitude of the functions
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E1.9 (−t1.9), ϕ2
0,1.9(t) and ψ2

0,0.95(t) in Figure 7 and of tE1.9 (−t1.9), ϕ2
0,1.9(t) and ψ2

0,0.95(t)
in Figure 8 to decrease. However, we note that these functions have a behaviour different
than that of the solutions of the damped harmonic oscillator for large values of t. For the
solutions of the damped harmonic oscillator, in addition to the decrease in the amplitude
of the oscillations, these solutions also vanish at regularly spaced instants according to
the period π/Ω, where Ω is the damped frequency, and the oscillations continue until
vanishing for t → ∞. But this is not exactly what happens with the solutions of
eq.(48), eq.(49) and eq.(50). Indeed the intervals between successive instants where
these solutions vanish are not regularly spaced like those of the solutions to the damped
harmonic oscillator equation. In fact, for some large value t∗, although these solutions
may still show a small oscillation, they will not vanish for t > t∗ because they tend to
fit the asymptotic behaviour ∼ 1/tµ (for the appropriate value of µ in each case).

5. Concluding remarks

We have seen that the process of writing a FDE by replacing an integer order derivative in
a given DE by a fractional order derivative has some issues. The naive replacement of an
integer order derivative by a fractional order derivative in a DE involving variables with
physical dimensions leads to an equation with dimensional inconsistency. One way to try
to get around this problem is to introduce parameters into the equation that compensate
for the dimensional imbalance, but this introduces an element of arbitrariness into the
FDE that is absent in the integer-order DE. On the other hand, an approach that does
not need to resort to such parameters is to explore the dimensionless version of a DE.
In fact, if the variables in a DE are dimensionless, the problem of dimensional balancing
simply does not exist. In this case the naive replacement of an integer order derivative
by a fractional order derivative does not bring any dimensional problems. However, in
this case, when we reintroduce the physical dimensions into the fractional version of the
DE, we have problems interpreting the terms of the FDE. We also have to make some
choices involving characteristic values of the physical variables that introduce an element
of arbitrariness into the process. But it is precisely the presence of this characteristic
value with the same physical dimension as the independent variable of the DE that
suggests to us how to define a version of Caputo fractional derivative that does not
present the problems discussed. The dimensional regularized version of the Caputo
fractional derivative we have discussed has the same physical dimension as the integer-
order derivative for which it tends when α → N , and so the terms in the DE and in
its fractional version have the same interpretation. We solved some FDEs obtained
using two possible rules for using this dimensional regularization and we have seen that
the solutions can be conveniently written using the double gamma function and the G-
Pochhammer symbol. We also compared these solutions with the ones for the analogous
equation with the usual Caputo fractional derivative. The differences between these
solutions were illustrated by some plots. Nevertheless these solutions present the same
deviation characteristics from the solution of the integer order equation, such as a type
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of damping for the solutions of the equations of a harmonic oscillator, and also similar
asymptotic behaviours.

A. The Barnes G and double gamma functions

Around the turn of the 20th century, E. W. Barnes and others studied how to generalize
the properties of the gamma function [12, 13, 14, 15]. Examples of functions defined in
this context are the Barnes G-function G(z) and its generalization G(z, τ), the so-called
double gamma function, with G(z, 1) = G(z). Firstly let us define the function G(z).
The Barnes G-function G(z) was introduced in [12] as a generalization of the gamma
function Γ(z). To see this, we begin by recalling the Weierstrass definition of the gamma
function:

1

Γ(z)
= zeγz

∞∏
k=1

(
1 +

z

k

)
e−

z
k ,

where γ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. This representation clearly shows that 1/Γ(z)
is an entire function in the complex plane and that has simple zeros at z = −k (k =
0, 1, 2, . . .). Barnes defined the G-function as

G(1 + z) = (2π)z/2 exp

(
−z + z2(1 + γ)

2

) ∞∏
k=1

{(
1 +

z

k

)k
exp

(
z2

2k
− z

)}
.

Similar to 1/Γ(z), the function G(z) is an entire function in the complex plane. However,
the zeros of G(z) at z = −k have order k + 1 at z = −k (k = 0, 1, 2, . . .).

Equivalent definitions are

G(z + 1) =(2π)z/2 exp

[
(γ − 1/2) z − z2

2

(
π2

6
+ 1 + γ

)]
zΓ(z)

·
∏

m,n∈N2
∗

[(
1 +

z

m+ n

)
exp

(
− z

m+ n
+

z2

2(m+ n)2

)]
,

and

G(z + 1) = (2π)z/2 exp

(
−z + z2(1 + γ)

2

) ∞∏
k=1

{
Γ(k)

Γ(k + z)
exp

[
zψ(k) +

z2

2
ψ′(k)

]}
where ψ(·) is the digamma function and N∗ = N \ {0}.

From these definitions we obtain the functional relation

G(z + 1) = Γ(z)G(z). (51)

Additionally, the definition implies that

G(1) = 1.
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As a result, we have

G(n+ 2) = 0! 1! 2! · · ·n! (n = 0, 1, 2, . . .).

Denoted by G(z; τ), the double gamma function is a generalization of the G-function.
It is defined as [16]

G(z; τ) =
z

τ
exp

[
a(τ)

z

τ
+ b(τ)

z2

2τ

]
·
∏

m,n∈N2
∗

[(
1 +

z

mτ + n

)
exp

(
− z

mτ + n
+

z2

2(mτ + n)2

)]
,

where a(τ) and b(τ) are given by

a(τ) = γτ +
τ

2
log (2πτ) +

1

2
log τ − τC(τ),

b(τ) = −π
2τ 2

6
− τ log τ − τ 2D(τ),

with

C(τ) = lim
m→∞

[
m−1∑
k=1

ψ(kτ) +
1

2
ψ(mτ)− 1

τ
log

(
Γ(mτ)√

2π

)]
,

D(τ) = lim
m→∞

[
m−1∑
k=1

ψ′(kτ) +
1

2
ψ′(mτ)− 1

τ
ψ(mτ)

]
.

Another definition of double gamma function is

G(z; τ) =
1

τΓ(z)
exp

[
ã(τ)

z

τ
+ b̃(τ)

z2

2τ 2

] ∞∏
m=1

Γ(mτ)

Γ(z +mτ)
exp

[
zψ(mτ) +

z2

2
ψ′(mτ)

]
,

where
ã(τ) = a(τ)− γτ, b̃(τ) = b(τ) +

π2τ 2

6
.

Barnes G-function G(z) is a particular case of the double gamma function G(z; τ) for
τ = 1. Note that C(1) = 1/2 and D(1) = 1 + γ, as shown in [12].

The double gamma function is defined in such a way that

G(1; τ) = 1.

It satisfies the functional relations

G(z + 1; τ) = Γ(z/τ)G(z; τ) (52)
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and
G(z + τ ; τ) = (2π)

τ−1
2 τ−z+ 1

2Γ(z)G(z; τ), (53)

which generalize eq.(51). A straightforward consequence of these properties is

G(1 + τ ; τ) = G(τ ; τ) = (2π)(τ−1)/2τ−1/2.

Moreover, using eq.(52) and eq.(53) recursively, we obtain

G(z + k; τ) = G(z; τ)
k−1∏
j=0

Γ[(z + j)/τ ] (54)

and

G(z + kτ ; τ) = (2π)k(τ−1)/2τ k(−z+(1−τ(k−1))/2)

[
k−1∏
j=0

Γ(z + jτ)

]
G(z; τ),

respectively. Another interesting relations are

G(z; τ) = (2π)z(1−1/τ)/2τ [(z−z2)/(2τ)+z/2−1]G(z/τ ; 1/τ).

and, for p, q ∈ N,

G(z; pτ/q) = q
1

2pτ
(z−1)(qz−pτ)(2π)−(q−1)(z−1)/2

p−1∏
i=0

q−1∏
j=0

G[(z + i)/p+ jτ/q; τ ]

G(1 + i)/p+ jτ/q; τ ]
. (55)

An integral representation for G(z; τ) was provided in [17], namely

lnG(z; τ) =

∫ 1

0

[
rz−1

(r − 1)(rτ − 1)
− z2

2τ
rτ−1 − zrτ−1

(
2− rτ

rτ − 1
− 1

2τ

)
− rτ−1 +

1

r − 1
− rτ−1

(r − 1)(rτ − 1)

]
dr

ln r
.

It is convergent for Re z > 0 and δ > 0.
Finally, let us recall that the Pochhammer symbol is defined as (a)n = a(a+1) · · · (a+

n− 1) with (a)0 = 1, or

(a)n =
Γ(a+ n)

Γ(a)
.

Since the double gamma function generalizes the gamma function, it is natural to gen-
eralize the definition of the Pochhammer symbol using G(z; τ) [11]. So we define

Ja; τKn =
G(a+ n; τ)

G(a; τ)
. (56)

From eq.(54) it follows that the usual Pochhammer symbol can be written in terms of
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the G-Pochhammer symbol as

(a)n = τn
Ja+ τ ; τKn

Ja; τKn
.

B. The Kilbas-Saigo function

Let α,m > 0 and l > −1/α. The Kilbas-Saigo function Eα,m,l(z) is defined by the series
[18]

Eα,m,l(z) =
∞∑
k=0

ckz
k

with

c0 = 1, ck =
k−1∏
j=0

Γ[α(jm+ l) + 1]

Γ[α(jm+ l + 1) + 1]
, (k = 1, 2, . . .).

Let Ja; τKk be the G-Pochhammer symbol defined in eq.(56). Using eq.(54) it follows
that the Kilbas-Saigo function Eα,m,l(z) can be written as

Eα,m,l(z) =
∞∑
k=0

J(αl + 1)/(αm); 1/(αm)Kk
J(α(l + 1) + 1)/(αm); 1/(αm)Kk

zk. (57)
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