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ABSTRACT
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Assuming the separable augmented density, it is alwayslpess construct a distribution
function of a spherical population with any given densityl amisotropy. We consider un-
der what conditions the distribution constructed as such fact non-negative everywhere
in the accessible phase-space. We first generalize knowessay conditions on the aug-
mented density using fractional calculus. The conditionhenradius parR(r?) (whose loga-
rithmic derivative is the anisotropy parameter) is equamato the complete monotonicity of
w™IRw™1). The condition on the potential part on the other hand ismgivy its derivative up
to any order not greater th%w— Bo being non-negative whepy is the central anisotropy pa-
rameter. We also derive a specialized inversion formul#fedistribution from the separable
augmented density, which leads tdfstient conditions on separable augmented densities for
the non-negativity of the distribution. The last genemgithe similar condition derived earlier
for the generalized Cuddeford system to arbitrary sepamsjdtems.

Key words: galaxies: kinematics and dynamics — methods: analyticark ohatter

1 INTRODUCTION

Except maybe in our imagination is nothing in our universaotly
spherically symmetric. Yet spherical models by virtue ofigiic-
ity have widely been adopted as the default route when we gmba
on something new to investigate. What is surprising is thsights
obtained from these ‘spherical cows’ appear to be helpfalldor
our understanding of the ‘real’ universe. This is particylarue
for dynamical models of stellar systems. Models of sphéstal-
lar systems are not only useful to approximate putative Hafes
or any actual roundish aggregate system found in the skylbot a
important to provide the simplest test ground for the plalgicin-
ciples and understanding of structures governed by them.

It was|Dejonghe|(1986) who had first used augmented densi-
ties (i.e., extensions of the density profile into bivariatections
of the potential and radius) of a spherical system to build/a d
namical model of spherical stellar systems. Whilst the rimiz@-
tion contained in the distribution function and the corasp
ing augmented density is mathematically equivalent, thprageh
through the augmented density, in particular for such systeith
anisotropic velocity distributions, is advantageous siits rela-
tions to directly observable quantities are simpler thawse¢hof
the distribution function. That is to say, it is in principtav-
ial to find an augmented density with desired behaviours ef ob
servables unlike distribution functions, observablesilteg) from
which are only available through moment integrals. For exam
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ple,anaugmented density(¥, r?) (and subsequently a distribution
function via algorithmic inversions) can be found from #uduiily
specified profiles of the density(r) and the anisotropy parame-
ter such that(¥,r?) = P(¥)R(r?) where P[¥(r)] = v»(r)/R(r?)
andR(r?) is given by equatiori{14) from the prescribed anisotropy
(Qian & Hunter 1995; Baes & Van Hese 2007).

A drawback of this approach is that one does not know a pri-
ori whether the spherical system described by the given antgd
density is consistent with being built by a physical disitibn,
that is, non-negative everywhere in the accessible phaseghe
phase-space consistenclfor some systems however where the in-
version algorithm reduces to a single integral quadratuch as the
constant anisotropy system (see e.g., Evans & An|2006),ritee ¢
ria on the augmented density for the phase-space considtene
been derived. For instance, Ciotti & Pelledrini (1992) héstadv-
ered necessary andfiaient conditions for the non-negativity of
thel Osipkovi=Merritt distribution function expressed imts of the
corresponding augmented density, and Ciotti & Morgantil (20
extended these to be applicable to the multicomponent gkner
ized Cuddefold system. Ciotti & Morganti (2010b) have etian
hypothesized that the necessary conditions_of Ciotti & Moty
(20104a), which concerns the behaviour of the potentiakddpnt
parts of augmented densities, may be applicable to anymyste
for which the potential and radial dependencies of the angede
density are multiplicatively separable. This has been emgilpsntly
proven byl Van Hese etlall. (2011) and!An (2011a) whereas An
(2011b) was able to find necessary conditions on the radpsde
dent parts of separable augmented densities, which reauite
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constraints on the behaviour of the anisotropy parametgrdin
be consistent with separable augmented densities.

This paper continues the study of the phase-space corsisten
teria for separable augmented densities. As its logicatlasion,
we attempt to provide an answer to the question, under what co
ditions the distribution function constructed from a sejée aug-
mented density is non-negative everywhere in the entiressilole
subvolume of the phase space. This paper is organized aw$oll
We start by reviewing the concepts of the distribution fiorcand
the augmented density in Sddk. 2, in which we also presersiudi re
(eq.[B) that leads to many of main arguments. Using this, ifirst
Sect[B we elucidate the relation amongst the distributimetion,
the augmented density, and the observables. The main fsding
this paper are provided in SeEl. 4 where necessary conslitan
separable augmented densities for the phase-space eocgistre
presented, and in Selt. 5 where correspondiffigcgent conditions
are given. In Seck.]6 we present an application on a paraireter
tion of the anisotropy suitable for practical modelling.iF paper
concludes with the summary of findings in Sédt. 7. Matherahtic
ideas used in this paper reviewed in Appendices.

2 MODELS FOR SPHERICAL DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

2.1 Distribution function

or ®(c0) is finite, it is essentially within the spheré < 2¥ since
F(E < 0,L?) = 0 for these cases. With(r) specified, the AD
yields the local density via(r) = ¥[¥(r),r?]. Similarly, the aug-
mented moment functions (n.lb.="my,) are given by

Men(¥,12) = f f o PF(E = ¥ - 12 L2 = 1%f)

2k 2n+l g 5,
=4n doy dug v7 v} F(‘I’ - =, I )
vr 20,020,(02<2¥) 2

Changing the integration variables 1, (%), these are represented
to be a set of integral transformations of the df,

(3a)

21 1
Mcn = mfj;dE dL?Kk 2 L2"F(E, L?)
21 1 (3b)
= ff dE dL20(K) |K[< 2 L*"F(E, L?).
r2v2 J Jesesi2s0
Here®(x) is the Heaviside unit-step function and
0 if rout OF ©(c0) is finite
E, = if Tou (c0) is fini @
—oo if lim o ¥(r) = —®(c0) » —0

is the lower bound of the binding energy. The transform ker-
nel is K(E,L%¥,r?) = 2(¥ - E) - L%2, which is v? ex-
pressed as a function of 4-tupl&,(?; ¥, r?). Finally, the do-
main of (€, L?) space in which the integral is performedTis=

Let F(r;v) be a steady-state phase-space distribution such that{(E, L?) | E > Ep, L2> 0,K > 0}.
Js F d d is the number of tracers in any measurable phase-space a1 (2011a) has shown that the Abel transformation of the aug-

volumeS. Herer is the position vector in the configuration space
andv = 1 is the velocity. Assuming spherical symmetry, the distri-
bution is invariant under any orthogonal transformatiohijclu im-
plies thatF(r;v) = F(r; v, ;) wherer = ||r|| is the radial distance,
vy = v-f andy = |lv — v f|| are the radial and tangential velocities
with # = r/r being the radial unit vector. If we adopt the spherical
polar coordinater( 6, ¢), these are also given tjy||> = v? = v? +v?
andv? = v3 + uf, where ¢r,v5,04) = (F.r6,r¢sing) are the veloc-
ity components projected onto the associated orthonormsikb
Moreover, the Jeans theorem indicates that if the giveniloligton
function (df) is a solution to the collisionless Boltzmarguation
with agenericstatic spherical potentid(r), it must be in the form
of F(E, L?) whereE = P(r)-v?/2 andL = ru, are the two isotropic
isolating integrals admitted by all generic static sprarigoten-
tials, namely the specific binding energy and the magnitddeeo
specific angular momentum. Here,

D(rou) — (1)
P(r) = { ®(c0) — O(r)
—@(r)

if routis finite
if royt = oo and|®(o0)| < oo
if rout = 0o and®(oo0) — oo

@)

is the relative potential with respect to the boundayy. The sys-
tem that is not confined within a finite boundary radius is eepr
sented byroy = oo with @(c0) = lim,_, O(r). If roy Or O(c0) is
finite, thenF(E < 0,L?) = 0 because by definitio& > 0 for all
tracers bound to the system (and bounded kiyr ).

2.2 Augmented density

IntegratingF (E, L?) over the velocity space results in
P, r?) = ff dbF(E =¥ - 3% L2 =r%)),

a bivariate function of¥ andr?, that is, theaugmented density
(AD). The integral is over the whole velocity subspace, burt,j:

@)

mented moment function results in an integral transforomatf
the df similar to equatiorf (3b) but with fliérent powers oK and
L2. This is generalized by means fofictional calculus(Appendix
[AT), that is, for any pair of non-negative regls u > 0,

1,V
EoD‘P”[OIrZ'E 7(1,25—_1)] (5a)
e+l 23 f Kén-1
|| dEdL? F(E.LY) (¢>n)
_] TE-p) oI sz’lz
m dL L '
Xmir%-2 f F(¥ - —, L2 =
| o (¥-57.L9)  €=n)
oDrz”(rz”EOI\yf'%f/) (5b)

2373
E7)
5 m
T f dL2LF(w -
2421242 Jo

wherel'(x) is the gamma function and the operatgkg and,D,"
are as defined in AppendixA\1. In addition,

2 _{ZrZ‘P if Eg=0
2 =

ff dE dL2KEHILHFE(E, L2) (¢ > p)
;
2

L_2 |_2)

o2 E=n

o ifEy=-oco’ ©

Derivations are provided in AppendiX B.

3 MOMENT SEQUENCES & AUGMENTED DENSITIES

The knowledge of (¥, r?) is mathematically equivalent to knowing
F(E, L?). In particular, once the potentis#f = ¥(r) is specified, the
specification of the AD completely determine a unique splaéri
dynamic system in equilibrium. In light of equatiddl (5), bexve
seek a possible ‘physical interpretation’ of the AD in ridatto the
df for describing dynamic systems.
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Consider the moment sequence of the df restricted aforg0,
(2m)

o z)wlf dL2L2F (¥ L)

\P”*lf dy " Z (¥, ¥, r?) (Eo =0, L% = 2r2p)

MY 17) =

. (7a)
f dy Y-Z(Y; ¥, 1) (Ep = —00, L2 = o0)
where
Z(Y: ¥, %) = (2 F(¥ - Y, 2r2Y). (7b)
Then equationg5) indicate that
£l 20D (%) (u > 3)
'//H ={E D\pl/z_”oDrZH([z‘u;}) (0 U< %) (8a)
v
Eo DW§+1/20|r2§(r—2£) (E=-u>0)
In particular, ifu is a non-negative integer, this results in
_ 19 (YHQr?)dQ
° \/ﬁa‘{, Eo V Q (8b)
1
My = “doer- ot [rP2"%(Q. 1)1,
" ( )n 1\/_ Eo ( )

wheren=1,2,... and @); = r[?zl(a—l+j) is therising sequential
product. In other wordsy(%, r?) directly determine the entire mo-
ment sequences along a fixed sectional lineBnLg) space. The
AD in this sense is similar to themoment generating functioor
the characteristic functiorfor the df as a probability density. With
varying (, r?), theK = 0 lines sweep the whole accessibig (?)
space, and thug'®, r?) in principle uniquely determineB(E, L?).
Explicit inversion algorithms from(¥, r?) to F(E, L?) are available
in literature utilizing either the known inverse of namedemral
transforms (e.g.. Lynden-Bell 1962; Dejonghe 1986) or demp
contour integrals (e.g.. Hunter & Qlan 1993).

Next, we consider what information on physical propertiethe
system is sficient to specify a unique AD. For this, equatinl(5b)
indicates that the even-order (augmented) velocity mosnenet re-
lated to the AD as in (Dejonghe & Merfitt 1992, eq. 13)

2 (k+ 1)
M) = = ) e

— 2k+n(:_2L):EO |‘I‘k+n[0 Drzn(ani})]’

Here notev7 (3); = I'(k+ 3). Given the potentia¥(r), specifying
the AD completely fixes every (in principle observable) witp
moment with equatio (9a) such that

Ml (1), 1]

we).re] -
Conversely, equatiofi (Pa) fok,() = (u + 1,0), that is,m,.10 =
2”+1(%);+1E0|\p”+1~ 7 at a fixed rreduces to

n+k
K (9a)

2k,2n —
rt T

(9b)

126D
7(r) = 2"(—)1
BECEl dadt 2[a¥()ir] (E = 0) (102)
[ wez@n (Eo = —0)
where
P(Qr) = HO-Qr] (10b)

w(r)
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That is, given the local densityr) and the potential(r), the in-
finite set of the radial velocity moments in every order cetssin
the moment sequence of the AD considered as a distributigh of
at fixedr. The problem is reducible to tHéausdoyf (for E; = 0)
or theStieltjes(for E; = —o0) moment problemdwith the infinite
sequence of the radial velocity moments as functions tfe AD
can then be uniquely determined at least formally by suchmas
e.g., the Hilbert basis or the Laplace gd~ourier transform (cf.,
the moment generating function and the characteristiciomyetc.

The final information required for the full specification bgtsys-
tem is the determination of the potential. T$w@f-consistenpoten-
tial may be determined through the Poisson equation: thittie
mass-to-light ratio is constan¥(r) can be fixed by solving the or-
dinary diferential equation oi¥(r) that results from the spherical
Poisson equation with the source term givervy v(¥, r?). Alter-
natively, from equatiorf{9a), we deduce fop 1 that

om
T = (K- Dmewy
o) r2n+2
% = (k- %) rznrrk—l,ml- (11a)

Consequently the total radial derivativerof,, for k > 1 results in

dme,  2me,[0log(r®™?my,) d¥ omy,,
a  r dlogr? -+ D+ 5 3w
Z(n + 1)ern - (2k - 1)rn<—1,n+l

av
=- ; +(2k - 1)m<,1,na.

(11b)

With ¥ = ¥(r) and m,[¥(r),r?] = vakvt , this may be solved
for d¥/dr if the required velocity moments as a functionroére
known. For the simplest casg, ) = (1,0), this reduces to the
spherical (second-order steady-state) Jeans equation.

4 NECESSARY CONDITIONS FOR SEPARABLE
AUGMENTED DENSITIES

In the following, we limit our concern to the cases for whibke po-
tential and the radius dependencies of the AD are multifliely
separable such that
(P, r?) = P(P)R(r?). (12)

In addition to mathematical expediency, this assumptiaisis no-
table because under the separability assumption in equiR),
the radius parR(r?) of the AD alone uniquely specifies the so-
called Binney anisotropy parameter,

n-b.l[‘{,(r)7 rZ]

i
PO =t o = oo

(13)
_,_ 1 3r*my)  dlogmio
B M 0r2  2dlogr? |yg,
such that/(Dejonghe 1986; Qian & Hunter 1995)
_ dlogR(r?) . R(?) _ " 25(9)
Br) = - dlogrz R(rg)—exp[r T ds]. (14)

Some applications are foundin Baes & Van Hese (2007) whifst A
(2011b) discusses implications of the separability assiamp
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4.1 Conditions on the radius part
An (2011b) has argued that (hereaftes r?)

Rop(0) = d”[x"R(x)]

for the radius parR(x) of equation[(IR) is necessary for the non-
negativity of the corresponding df. Here we derive sevegaiva-
lent statements of this condition.

First of these is

>0 (x>0,n=012...) (15)

DH(ER) >0 (x>0, 1> 0). (16)

This follows equation(3b), which indicates that foxQu < &

oD (X'ey e 37) = gl EP(¥) - oD [¥'R(¥)] > O (17)
given equation[{12). Since > 0 is obviously necessary, equation
(I8) follows this and LemmBg_A7, which implies th@otl.yf’% P>
0 for ¢ > 3. Itis trivial that equation[(T6) implies equation {15)
as the latter is the restriction of the former for an integet n.
The opposite implication follows Corollafy_AB5. That is tays
equation [(Ib) for a particular positive integeimplies equation
(d16) foru € [n - 1,n], and thus equatiori (16) fqr > O follows
equation[(Ib) for all positive integers

Next, equation[{A3l1) indicates that
) [XR(X)] — ( 1)n n+1d R(w) i

w=x"1

Rm(X) = (18)

XI’H—l(

where

R(w) =

Rw™) (19)

Hence equatior {15) is also equivalent to

(Xzi)"[xg(x)] >0 (x>0,n=0,12...),
d"R(w)

dw"

The last is equivalent to saying that the functiBtw) defined in
equation[(IB) is @ompletely monotoni(Definition[ATZ) function
of w. TheBernstein theorer{irheoreni ALY) then implies th@&(w)

is representable as the Laplace transform of a non-negaiige
tion. In other words, there exists a non-negative funcé¢h > 0
of t > 0 such thalR(w) = Li-.[¢(V)]. The inverse Laplace trans-
formation may be found using tiRost-Widder formuléeq.[AT1),
which, thanks to equatiofi {lL8), reduces to

(20)

>0

(-1 ——2 w>0,n=012...).

1 t
— pr-1 N H
9(0) = LR@)] = lim —Re(-). (21)
Thus we find another equivalent necessary condition,
1 d'[X"R(X)]
rl]m HT et >0 (t > 0) (22)

It is obvious that equatiof (15) implies equatibnl(22), jnled that
it converges. The converse on the other hand follows thedeim
theorem and the Post-Widder formula. However, the comitio
equivalence given its convergence may also be inferred €orol-
lary[A33. By definition, equatiori {22) indicates that thexésts a
suficiently large integefm > 0 such thaR(x) > O forall’n > m
andx > 0. Corollan[A33 then suggests tH, 1)(X) > 0 forx > 0,
and equation[{15) follows subsequent successive argumetits
descending subscripts Bfy(x).

4.2 Conditions on the potential part

Van Hese et al.| (2011) have proven that given equatlod (12),
PR(P) > 0 for all accessibleP and any non-negative integ&r

not greater tharg — Bo wherep, is the limit of the anisotropy pa-
rameter at the centre, is necessary for the df to be non-inegife
shall show that this generalizes incorporating fractiatelvatives.

If the AD is given as in equatiofi_{12), equatién](5a) resuits i
Do} () = D P o () 5 0
for 0 < pu < ¢ SinceR(x) > 0 is again trivially necessary,
ol '(x*R) > 0 for x > 0 and anyd > 0 unlessR(x) = 0 almost
everywheren x = r? € [0, o) (LemmdAT). Ignoring pathological
cases, we conclude that equation] (23) implies that

0<oh'(x'"R) <0 = gDy*P>0 w<a+3). (24)

With A = 0, this indicates that,Dy*P > 0 foru < 3. Ford >0
on the other hand, equatidn{24) implies thaixw'fR(x) dx is inte-
grable overx = 0, theng,Dy*P > 0 for u < /1+ and all accessible
Yis necessary for a non-negative df. Alternatlv@l;D\p“ P>0
with a flxed,u > 5 |s necessary for the df to be non-negative if there
existsA > such thapl,*(x'R) is well-defined.

Equation [IZH) is yet inconclusive regarding whet'gb@\p%’ﬁP >
0 is necessary for the phase-space consistency @gen~ x#
with 8 < 1 asx — 0, which is in fact necessary as shown follows.
For this, we first note that ii(t) is right-continuous at = a,

htydt
e~>04r f(t )1 € _lll)r;]*

This applied to the left-hand side of equatibnl(5a) results i
P,(¥)

(23)

ht)=h@ (a<D. (25)

M- G =19 lef_%(xfj/lm) B (262)
wheren < 1 and

P,(¥) = lim,_or XI5(¥, X). (26b)
Equation[[5h) then results in the formula,

£oDv#P,(¥) = 28 73T (1 - ) g, o 277G, (9) > 0, (26¢)
where

G,(E) = lim2_,q. LZ'F(E, L?). (26d)
Foru < 3 —n, this is derived with the limit — (3 — )~ while

maintainingu < ¢ < 2 — 5. Foru = 2 — 5 on the other hand, the
same limit is taken witht = £. Hence, equatio (26c) is valid for
u < 2—-pandy < 1, provided tha@lef%(x%*fi) is well-defined for
£< §—n (n.b., the integrability of the same fér= g —nis actually
not required for its validity). The non-negativity of equati@gtd)
follows the non-negativity of(E, L?). Of particular interests are

equation[(26c) fop = 0 and3 - 7,
P,(¥) = 2817 (1 = e, o2 75, (¥);

EoDw 2o ﬁ’n (?)
23/2—1]7-[3/21"(1 _ 77) ’

(27)
én(lP) =

which give explicit formulae fof’,](‘lf) andg,(¥) from each other.
For a separable AD given as in equatibnl(12), we have

P,(¥) = R,P(¥); R, = lim,_o- X'R(X). (28)
Therefore, equatiorh (2bc) indicates that
0<R,<0 = g,D¢*P>0 (u<%—77). (29)

© 2012 RAS, MNRASDOOO,[THI2
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That is, if there existSn < 1 such thaﬁ,] is a positive finite con-
stant, thens, Dy*P > 0 for "u < % -7 This encompasses equation
(24), which is seen as follows: R, is non-zero finite fom; < 1,
thenR ~ x asx — 0. Henceyl'(x*R) converges fon < 1 7,
andsoifu <1+ 3 andolxl(x‘R) is well-defined, them < E -n.

For example, Wlth a constant anisotropy systerR@) = x#, we
find thatR,; = 1 whilst the convergence condition reduces to

oy 1 [(x=9Ttds T(1-B-2)
OIXA(XAR)_mj(; pw = T ) < oo,

which converges for & 1 < 1 — 3. It follows that equation[{24)
indicates that,Dy*P > 0 for u < 1+ 3 < 3 - pis necessary for
the df to be non-negative whereas equationl(26¢) suggestaithe
forpu < 2-p(andg < 1).

(30)

5 SUFFICIENT CONDITIONS FOR PHASE-SPACE
CONSISTENCY

In the companion paper (Van Hese €l al. 2012), we derive tbe ne
essaryand suficient condition for the df withE, = O to be non-
negative, expressed in terms of the integredential constraints

of the AD. This is achieved by reducing the problem to the Haus
dorf moment problem, according to which the df is non-negative
if and only if the moment sequence of equatibh (7) oenpletely
monotone sequerﬂ:eSince the moment sequence is generated by
the AD using equatiori{8), this condition is expressibleeimts of
finite differences of integro-fierential operations on the AD.

With a separable AD, Van Hese ef al. (2012) also derive a sim-
ple sdficient (but not necessary) condition composed of two
pieces, each of which only involves the potential or the uadi
part separately but not together. In this paper we derivelan a
ternative sfficient condition for a separable AD to be resulted
from a non-negative df, which turns out to be equivalent i tf
Van Hese et al! (2012). The derivation here is based on thgepro
ties of completely monotonic functions and the Laplacedfam.

In the following, we only consider the case that = 0 andL2 =
2r2¥, that is, the df has a compact support &{& < 0,L?) = 0

5.1 Sdficient conditions on a separable augmented density

Inverting equation[(3b) foF (E, L?) is formally equivalent to re-
covering the two-integral even df;* (E, J?) from the axisymmetric
densityv[?(R?, ), R?] (Hunter & Qian/ 1993). One notable inver-
sion formula of this kind is that of Lynden-Bell (1962) whodcha
utilized the Laplace transform. This suggests #(} in equation
(27) should be related tB(E, L?). In Appendix[C we do in fact
find that the df that builds the separable AD of equatiod (12h w
Eo = O is recovered via the inverse Laplace transform given by

_ sgP(s) sl?
FELY) = L] (2n)3/2¢( )]. (31)
where?P(s) = Ly_[P(¥)] is the Laplace transformation &f(\¥)

andg(t) is as defined in equation (21).

By the Bernstein theorem, equatidn(31) is non-negativendf a
only if its Laplace transform is a completely monotonic ftioo
of s> 0 for all accessiblé.?. HoweverP(s) is already completely

1 A sequence dp,a3,a,...) is completely monotone if and only if
(—1)kAkaj > 0 for all non-negative integer paitsand j. Here A is the
finite difference operator such thafttla; = Akaj,1 — Akaj andA%q; = aj.

© 2012 RAS, MNRASDOO, [THI2

monotonic sincé(¥) > 0. Thus, thats%qb(st/Z) is a completely
monotonic function ok > 0 for anyL? > 0 is in fact sificient for
the df to be non-negative (LemmaA14). Equivalently, since

i o)

dtn

the condition is equivalent to the complete monotonicity%a;f(t).
Unfortunately, this is too severe to be phyﬁcaﬁhich is inferred
in reference to the constant anisotropy model giveiRpy) = x#
and¢(t) = t#/I'(1 - B). The condition for this system reduces to
B-2 1
F(l —ﬂ) tﬁ+n—3/2
which cannot be satisfied for any constant 1.

Nevertheless, the preceding discussion extends to yiedfllus
suficient conditions: that is, for any fixet] the conditions that

d"[$”¢’($)]

LZ)%fn gn

si22 ( 2 ds’ (32)

>0 (t>0,n=012...), (33)

>0

0'”[t '”¢(t)]

(-1 ——= (s>0,n=012...), (34)

1"

are Jomtly sifficient to imply equation[{d7) being completely
monotonic and consequently the df in equatibn] (31) being non
negative. With increasing, the constraint in equatiof (B4) tightens
whereas the condition in equatidn135) becomes strictlykeedn
other words, with a larget, the smaller subset of functiof¥¥)

will lead to s'P(s) being completely monotonic. At the same time
if ¢(t) satisfies equation (85) for a fixeld= 1y, the same condition
for any largerl > 1o automatically holds. Both of these are easily
inferred using Corollarf AT5.

t>0,n=012...) (35)

5.1.1 the condition on ®) equivalent to equation (35)

To translate equatiofi (B5) into a direct constraintRgr), we first
assume the existence ¢ft), the validity of equation[{21), and its
non-negativity, that isg(t) > 0 fort > 0, which are all necessary.
Substituting equatio (21) into equatiénl35) then redalts

dn[t?'l¢(t)] ) [t “IRgg( )]

ki dtn
1P DR ()
dxn wet/k

K— 00 kl kn+l 3/2
Provided that this converges, equationl (35) is equivateimsisting
that there exists an integém > 0 such that, for all integer&k > m

GRS L L

dxk
In other words, the complete monotonicity mi*/‘R(k)(x) for all
syficiently largeintegersk is equivalent to equatioh (B5), that is, the
complete monotonicity df%"*qb(t). In fact, equation[{35) is equiv-
alent to equatior (37) for not only all ficiently large integers but
also all non-negative integeks which follows successive applica-
tions of Theoreni_A36 with descending subscriktthe opposite
implication is trivial). Note that the condition as statecithis last
form, that is, equatio] {37) for all non-negative integkrss the
same as noted by Van Hese et lal. (2012).

= lim

k—oo

2"
(36)

x>0,n=012...). (37)

2 If the Laplace transform of(t) exists, thens(t) cannot diverges faster
thant™! ast — 0. Consequently, lim,ot3/2¢(t) — 0 and thust®2¢(t)
cannot be completely monotonic because the limit suggbstst¥2¢(t)
should be negative or increasing in some intetval0, t) wheredty > 0.
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5.1.2 the condition on ) equivalent to equation_(34)

Explicit constraints onP(¥) resulting from equation (34) is ex-
pressible by means of fractional calculus. First, equat{@®) and
(AT0) indicate that (n.bgly°P(0) = 0 from CorollaryA9)

s'P(s) = ¢ £ [P(P)] = ¢ £ [ole'°P(¥)]
Y-s Y-s ' (38)
= £ [oDw"'P(¥)] + X, $7%Du"P(0)
—S
whereu = [1] andé = 1 — u (0 < 6 < 1) are the integer floor and

the fractional part ofl. This suggests that for > 0, together
oDy'P(¥) > 0 (¥ > 0), (39)
ol °P(0) = oDy’P(0) = - - = oDy *P(0) = 0 (40)
are stfficient for s'P(s) to be completely monotonic. Note, pro-
vided thatP(%¥) is right-continuous a¥ = 0, thatgly*°P(0) = 0
(Corollary[A9), which is taken as granted henceforthl ¥ p+ 1

is a positive integer, equatioris {39) ahd](40) reduce to

PPDP) >0 & P(0)=---=PP(0)=0. (41)

For 0< 6 < 1 on the other hand, equatidn40) may also be replaced

with the same boundary condition as in equatiod (41). Théab is

say,PO(0) = - -- = PM(0) = 0 actually implieg Dy P(0) = O for
0< 6 <1 (LemmdA3Y), and thus it follows that far> 1,
p(O)(o) = ... = p(l/ufl)(o) (42)

also implies equatiori (40) (they are identicab it 0). Therefore,
together equation§ {B9) arld{42) also consist infAcsent condi-
tion for s'P(s) to be completely monotonic at a fixdd The condi-
tion as expressed with equatiéni42) is also useful becaysxion
(A7) indicates that equatiof (B9) is then equivalent to

1 dlﬂl—n 4 P(n)(Q) dQ
[(1-6) dyi++n J, (¥ -Q)
wheren is any non-negative integer not greater than

Again, the joint condition of equationg ([39) arid42) beceme
strictly stronger asi increases in accordance with the restric-
tion on the complete monotonicity a'P(s). This is seen with
equation [(A6) for 0< e < A given equation[{40) ol (42), that
is, oly“(oDy'P) = (D¢ P. Therefore,,Dy'P(¥) > 0 implies
oD¢*P(¥) > 0 for 0 < & < A. The similar implications of equa-
tion (42) with descending are trivial.

oDy'P = >0

(43)

5.2 Constant anisotropy models

Let us consider the constant anisotropy model given with
R =x*,  Rw)=uf?, Rn(X) = (1-B)ix*,  (44a)

which satisfies the necessary condition in SEcl. 4.1 if arid ibn
B < 1 (cf., LemmdAIB). The function(t) as defined in equation
(21) forg < 1is found using eithels ,[s*!] = t3I(a) witha > 0
or limp.(n'n?)/(1 + 2);; = (1 + 2) so that

1
#(t) = ) (B<1)

ForpB = 1, formally ¢(t) results in the Dirac delta. Although this
case will not be discussed explicitly here (see Appehdixdbeiad),
the following result actually extends f@r< 1.

Equations[(3b) and {37) now reduce to

(44b)

d”[t?’%(t)] 1 B+a-3;
-1y iz 20

. T I(1-pB) t‘;ﬁ e o (45)
(- 1)n¢ (1- ﬁ)lea/zn > 0.

B(r) =

Forg < 1 this is equivalent t@ + A > 2. It follows that if R(X) =
xB W|th s —p< B < lwherepisa non negative integer, then
P(Y¥) satlsfylng equation[{41) is fiicient for the existence of a
non- negative df (cf.,_Ciotti & Morganti 2010a). In general any
real A > 1,if R(X) = x? with -1 < 8 < 1, equationd(39) anf (42)
constltute a sfiicient condltlon for the phase-space consistency.

For a fixeds < 1, this indicates that, if there existd > g -B
such that equation§ (B9) arid{42) hold f{¥), thenv = r—p
guarantees the non-negativity of the corresponding dfe lthex ex-
istence of such further impliesonPP > 0for 0< Y¢ < #A whilst
Sect[Z4.2 suggests thgDy*P > 0 for 'u < g — Bis necessary for
the df inverted fromv™= r=*P to be non-negative. It follows that,
if ¥(¥,r2) = r-#¥P(¥), thenoDy2#P > 0 is the necessargnd
suficient condition for the phase-space consistency. In fagg h
P(¥) = Py(¥) andF(E, L?) = §s(E)L-% whereP(¥) and gs(E)
are as defined in equatiofis (26b) dnd {26d) withs. Hence equa-
tion (214) results in the inversion formula & 1),

oDngﬁP(E)
28/2-Fm3i2r(1 - B)L2#
This is just the generalized Eddington inversion formula
(e.g.,.Evans & Anl_2006) for constant anisotropy systems.t Tha

oDw%‘ﬂP(‘P) > 0 is necessary and Sicient for the existence of
a non-negative df is its trivial consequence.

F’(‘1’)

F(E, L?) = = ¥,r? = (46)

6 FAMILY OF MONOTONIC ANISOTROPY
PARAMETERS

Consider the anisotropy parameler (Baes & Van Hese 2007),

BarZ + Bor?s

P (s>0,ry>0).

(47a)

If the spherical system is characterized by a separable AD as
equation[(IP), this follows the radial function (cf., Eq) 14
R(X) = xP1(1+x%)¢  wherest =8, - f1;

Rw) = wRWw™) = 1+ w )¢ = w211+ 0¥

(47b)

Hereafter we set, = 1 (i.e.,x = r?/r2), but this has noféect on
the following discussion whatsoever.
NoteR1y(X) > 0 for x > 0 restricts81, 8> <

Theorem 6.1. (AN 2011b)R(xX) given by equation{41b) with &
s< 1 andBy, B, < 1 satisfies the necessary condition in Jecl. 4.1,

1. In fact,

which is easily deduced from Corolldry Al16. However, theiait
tion for s > 1 is inconclusive. On one hand,g6 = 1 > B;, then

R’ (w) < 0 for w® < (s— 1)/(2 — B1) and so the condition fails for
s> 1./An (2011b) on the other hand has found that the condition is
met for alls > 0if £ is zero or a negative integer. It appears that for
s > 1, there may exist proper subset of parameter combinations

B1.B2 < 1 that satisfies the necessary condition of equafioh (15),

but we have not been able to establish the concrete criteria.
The necessary condition on the potential part in $ect. 4.then
other hand is straightforward sin&¢x) ~ x#1 asx — 0. That is,

Theorem 6.2. if the AD is given by equation[{12) witlR(x) of
equation[(47b), the potential pd?{¥) must satisfy

Eo D\p’lp(lp) >0 for’a < g - (48)
in order for the df to be non-negative.

Here also not@; < 1 and thus, Dy'P > 0 for anya < %

© 2012 RAS, MNRASDOOO,[THI2



phase-space consistency of augmented densitiés

6.1 Sdficient conditions for a non-negative df with 0< s< 1
By Theoreni A2b, equatiofi (P1) results in
¢(t) = tMEg, , (-t (49)

for R(x) in equation [[47b) witts > 0 andB; < 1 (for 8, = 1 see
AppendixD). HereEg‘b(z) is as defined in equatiof (AR1).

We consider sficient conditions to guarantee the phase-space

consistency for a separable AD wiR(x) in equation [[47b) with

0 < s< 1 (andEy = 0). In Sect[5.R, we have argued that for
B1 = B2 < 1, if there exists'A > 2 — B such thapDy'P > 0 and
P(0) = --- = PLU-1(0) = 0, then the df withEy = 0 inverted from

¥ = r"#1P(¥) is non-negative everywhere. This follows from the
fact thatt3-1¢(t) = t3-4#1/1(1 - B) is completely monotonic for
> % — B1. As with ¢(t) in equation[(4B), it > 0, thent%"lqb(t) is
completely monotonic for > 2 — B (TheoreniAZY), and thus

Theorem 6.3. for E; = 0 andR(x) given by equation[(47b) with
0 < s<landB: < fB; < 1, if there exists'A > 2 - B such that
oDy'P > 0 andP(0) = --- = PLU-D(0) = 0, then the df inverted
from ¥ = P(¥)R(r?) is non-negative.

This actually extends t6; < 3, < 1 (Sect[5.2 and AppendixID).
Also the ,82) = (1,1) case results in the Cuddeford system and
thus this with an integet > 2 — 8, reproduces the $ficient condi-

tion of/Ciotti & Morganti (2010a, eq. 27 or 28 witm = Lg - B1)).
Finally if P(0) = --- = P(3-8)(0) = 0, thenoDy 2 #1P > 0 is the

of the potential and the radius dependencies like equalig, (
this results in the necessary condition stated by |An (2Q1thiaf
is, equation[(I5) for the radius part of the augmented derisle
have also discovered a few equivalent statements of thiditoom,
notably the complete monotonicity of the functififw) defined in
equation[(IP) as well as equatign}22).

e The similar argument for the potential part of a separabie au
mented density on the other hand recovers the conditiorgeder
by|Van Hese et all (2011) and /An (2011a), which are further gen
eralized with fractional calculus to indicate thgiDy*P > 0 for
all accessible is necessary ifi <  or there exists'd > u — 3
such thatl2'[r'R(r?)] is well-defined org < £ — 4 such that
lim,2_,o- r?R(r?) is non-zero and finite.

e The distribution function of an escapable system with a-sepa
rable augmented density may be inverted from the lattegingjlthe
inverse Laplace transform as in equafich 31). The non-ivyatf
the resulting distribution function is guaranteed if itplace trans-
formation is completely monotonic. From this we have foulnat t
the joint condition at a fixed composed of equatiof (B7) f&(x)
with all non-negative integer pairsandk, and equationg (39) and
(42) for P(¥) is suficient to imply the phase-space consistency of
the system corresponding 0¥, r?) = P(¥)R(r?).

o With R(x) given by equatiori{47b) with @ s< 1 andB;, 3, <
1, the condition:, Dy*P > 0 for”a < %—ﬁl is necessary in order for
the augmented densi§(¥)R(r?) to correspond to a non-negative
distribution function. For an escapable system with theesB(R),

necessaryand suficient condition for the phase-space consistency if there exists'A > 2—min(8y, 5,) such that equations (39) aid142)

givenEp = 0 andR(X) with 0 < s< 1 andB; < B2 < 1.

2
hold for P(¥), then the augmented dens®(¥)R(r?) guarantees

For < 0 on the other hand, thanks to TheordmsA28[and A29 the phase-space consistency, unlesl< g, < 81 < 1. If 1— p <

(see again Append[XID fg#; = 1),

Theorem 6.4. for E; = 0 andR(x) given by equation[{47b) with
0 < s<1andB; < B < 1, if there exists'a > g — B1 + snwhere
n = [(B1 — B2)/s] is the integer ceiling of (i.e., the smallest integer
that is not less than)3{ — 3,)/s such thayDy'P > 0 andP(0) =

.. = PLU-D(Q) = 0, then the df inverted from = P(¥)R(r?) is
non-negative.

Theorem 6.5. For Ey = 0 andR(x) given by equation {47b) with
0<s<1,B,<pB1<1, ands; <1-s,if there exists'A > 3 - B,
such thayDy*P > 0 andP(0) = --- = PLU-9(0) = 0, then the df
inverted fromv’= P(¥)R(r?) is non-negative.

7 SUMMARY
The main findings of this paper is summarized are follows:

¢ We have argued that a unique augmented denéityr?) (and
subsequently the distribution function) is specified gitiea po-
tential ¥(r) and the density profile(r) once the infinite set of the
radial velocity moments in every order (equivalently thenptete
radial velocity distribution) as a function of the radiug available
(cf.,|Dejonghe & Merritt 1992).

e \We have also shown that the set of fractional calculus opera-

tions on the augmented density listed in equatfion (8) pesvidith
the complete moment sequence of the distribution functionga
K(E, L?,¥,r?) = 0 as shown in equatiof](7). We infer from this
that the augmented density that ensures the non-negatifvitye
distribution function may be deduced by analogy to the atass
moment problem in probability theory (Van Hese €t al. 2012).

B2 < B1 < 1 on the other hand, we at this point only find a slightly
restrictive stficient condition with'A > g -B1-p > g - B2 >
S-Pr>3(b.Bi-p<l-p<fa<pi<l).

Finally, we briefly consider possible generalizations of con-
ditions to inseparable augmented densities. First we mateittis
possible to write down the necessamyd suficient condition for
the phase-space consistency of any (i.e., not necessepityable)
augmented density by means of completely monotone segsiasce
developed by Van Hese et al. (2012) although its actual ageb
expression appears to be rather cumbersome. Secondlgt wisl
necessary conditions discussed in Séct. 4 are not dirgalicable
for inseparable augmented densities, the idea behind dbeiva-
tions is none the less valid in general and straightforwaektend
for arbitrary augmented densities. Lastly, if the augmeakensity
were to given by a sum of separable components, the joffit su
cient conditions applied for each component arfigent for the
phase-space consistency of the whole system thanks todaily
of the transformation from the df to the AD (however, the $mi
argument for the necessary condition is invalid).
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APPENDIX A: MATHEMATICAL PRELIMINARY
Al Fractional calculus

Although it is not usually a part of typical curricula of math
ematical methods, the concept of fractional calculus, if by
its name, appears not infrequently in problems of dynansgat
tems (e.g., Lake 1981). For more backgrounds and details.gee
Srivastava & Saxeha (2001) and reference therein.

Definition A1. For any non-negative real > 0, the Riemann-
Liouville integral operator is defined to be

1 ) -1
I I AR (DL
f(¥) (1=0)
wherel'(x) is the gamma function.

(A1)

For 0 < A < 1, this is also recognized as the Abel transform with
the classical case correspondingite % Next we define

Definition A2. thefractional derivativefor 2 > 0 given by

d
D = ol
1 d" ™ fedy
T p e ), ogyrm A<D o
£(x) (A=1=T121)

where[ 1] and| 1] are the integer ceiling and floor @f respectively.
The definitions are extended to include a negative indexgusin
Definition A3. for arbitrary real,

aly = oD f (A3)
The basic result regarding these operators is the compogite
abé(alx'f) = al &1,

al X/ligf (
ané"’/l f (

and vice versa

anf(alx}f) = { ) (A4)

for A,& > 0, provided that all the integrals in their definitions ab-

solutely converge. These are shown by direct calculatitifizing

the Fubini theorem and the Euler integral of the first kind tfoer

beta function. Equation§ {A4) are however not valid for tizga

indicesA or £ without modification involving the boundary terms.
For proper results, we first observe fop 0 that

(x-a)f(a)
[(1+¢)
Foré > 0, this is shown via integration by part whilst the- 0 case

results from the fundamental theorem of calculus. Usingagqas
(A2) and [A5) (and Corollarfy A9), we then find that faré > 0,

A (©)aDx' ™ (a)

(%) = al F(X) - (A5)

ale(an}f) = anll(alef) - Z F(1+ f) (X_ a)f_k’
2] kz(l l)n+k(6)+ DA kf( ) (A6)
- ntk aDx” T(&
DX D) =D - ) e

k=1
wheren = [£] and§ = & — |£], assuming that all the integrals in
their definitions absolutely converge. Here

@; =Mu@-1+j); (@ =[ll@+1-])
are therising andfalling sequential products, which are related to
each other via{a); = (-1)"(a); and @), = (a — n+ 1);. Both
are also referred to as the Pochhammer symiagj: follows the
analyst's convention whilst;, does the combinatorist’s. Equation
(AS) also implies that the fractional derivative of a pasdtinon-
integer order may alternatively be given by
D) FP @)
r(1-6)(x—ayk ’

gii-n n-1

[ A2 §0) 4 Z
TAl—na'Xx
dx -

wheres = 1 — 1] is the fractional part of andn=0,1,...,[1].
We formalize a fact, which is important for our purpose, ngme

anﬂ f= (A7)

LemmaA7. for 1 > 0 andx > a, if f(y) > 0 for Yy € [a X],
thengl,* f(X) > 0, unlessf = 0 almost everywherin [a, X], that is,
provided that the support dfin (a, X) has non-zero measure.

This is trivial by the definition ofl,!. Next we note
Lemma A8. for afinitea,

f(a
r@a+1)

which is valid fora > 0 if f(x) is right-continuous ak = a or for
A= -1if f(x) is right-differentiable ak = a.

al T (X) ~ (x—a)* asx — a* (A8)

This immediately implies that

Corollary A9. if f(x) is right-continuous ak = a (a # +c0) and
f(a) is finite, thenyl,* f (a) = 0 for A > 0.

Next we examine the behaviour of fractional calculus opesat
under the Laplace transform. The basic result isifor0,

s-ﬂxgs[f(x)] = xgs[olx‘f(x)].

This is shown through direct calculations utilizing the Fultheo-
rem and the Euler integral of the second kind for the gammae-fun
tion. The Laplace transform of fractional derivatives isritfound
by combining equatio (A9) with

$* LT = LIF™VX]+ 2,9 fO)(0),

(A9)

(A10)

which is valid given that the Laplace transform convergesteN
equation[(AID) is proven fan = 0 via integration by part and the
induction completes its proof for any non-negative intager
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A2 Post-Widder formula & completely monotonic functions

Theorem Al1l. Post—Widder) If ¢(t) is continuous fot > 0 and
there exist reald3A > 0 and’b such that &¢(t)| < Aforall "t > 0,

then the Laplace transforng;_[¢(t)] = fo‘”dt e X¢(t) converges
and is infinitely diferentiable inx > b. Moreover,¢(t) may be
inverted from its Laplace transformatidifx) = £_,[#(t)] via the

differential inversion formula (Post 1930; Widder 1941),

( 1) (t)n+1f(n)(?) (t>0).

This formula is usually named after Emil Leon Post (1897 4)9%
together with David Vernon Widder (1898-1990). The proofyma
be found in a standard text on the Laplace transform.

o) = lim ——

n—oo

(A11)

Definition A12. A smooth functionf(t) of t > O is said to be&eom-

pletely monotoni¢cm henceforth) if and only if
"fP® >0 (t>0n=012...). (A12)

The archetypal example of cm functionsfig) = e™. Other ele-
mentary examples of cm functions include:

Lemma A13. f(t) = In(1 + t~%) is a cm function ot > 0 whilst
f(t) =t fort > 0 is cm if and only ifs > 0.

proof. This is shown via direct calculations. That is, fop 0

d™lin(l +th) [ 1 1
P S + | I
din+l ( l) n tn+l (1 + t)n+l ’ (A13)
- } ©)
- = Rt = (1 (A19)

Some basic properties of cm functions are:

Lemma Al4. Let f(t) andg(t) be cm functions of > 0. Then

1. (-1)"fO(t) for any non-negative integeris cm.

2. If F(t) > 0in (0,00) andf(t) = —F’(t), thenF(t) is cm.

3. ftmf(s) dsis cm, provided that it converges.

4. af(t) + bg(t) is cm wherea andb are non-negative constants.
5. f(t)- g(t) iscm.

6. If F(t) > 0in (0,00) andf(t) = F’(t), then ¢ o F)(t) is cm.

7. exp[f(t)] iscm.

Here 1-4 are trivial whilst5 follows direct calculations using the
Leibniz rule. The last two may be shown by means of the Faa di
Bruno formula, that is,

(g o F)P(1) = Tk g“[FO] - Buxl (1), (1), FON(D)]. (A15)
HereF’(t) = f(t) andB, is the Bell polynomial,

_ , n! Xo io X1 i1
Bos(0 - X0 ) = )W(F) ()

(Josizs-

where the summation is over all sequencgs j¢,...) of non-
negative integers constrained such that
Zmeo Im =K X (M+ Ljm=n. (A17)

Note thenY ..o Mjm = N—kand thusj, = 0 for Y'm> n—k (n.b., if
otherwise,j, > 1 for Im > n -k and so3 .o Mjm > N — Kk, which
is contradictory). Nexth —K— Y0 Jome1 = 2 Xm0 M(j2m + jome1)
is even. This implies that if is cm, the parity oB,x in equation
(AI5) is (-1)*. Hence, given thaj is also cm, the parity of every
term of equation[{ATl5) is<{1)", which provess. Equation [[AIb)
also indicates that

dexXPITON _ eyeprt ey - B[ 161 1),

i f (n- k+1)(t)]

(A18)
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whereB, is then-th complete Bell polynomial,

Bn(X1,..., %) = ZE:;L Bnk(Xo, - - - » Xn-k)-

Noten — 3 o joam = 2 Xm0 M(j2m-1 + j2m) IS €ven. Hence iff is
cm, the parity ofB,, in equation[[AIB) is{1)" and so follows7.

0 and

(A19)

Corollary A15. Let g(t) be cm, then both=g(t) with 5 >
g(tP) with0 < p< 1 are cm.

proof. The first is obvious thanks to Lemmnias A13 &nd 8. 4Fhe
last follows Lemmd ATW6 with F(t) = t° sinceF’ = ptP? for
0< p<1liscm.QE.D.

Corollary A16. For0< p < 1anda,b > 0, these are cm:

ft) = 3L +tP)®; f(t) = 31+ tP)°. (A20)

proof.Let F(t) = c+tP. ThenF’ = ptP-tis cmfor 0< p < 1. Hence
first (go F)(t) = (1+tP)withc = 1 andg(w) = wPfor0< p<1
andb > 0 is cm. Next, withc = 0 andg(w) = bIn(1+w™1), we find
that (g o F)(t) = bIn(1 +t™P) is cm for 0< p < 1 andb > 0, and
sois (1+ t™P)® = exppbIn(1 + t-P)]. The final conclusion follows

Corollary[AI5.q.5.p.

The fundamental result characterizing cm functians (Beins
1928; Widder 1941) is due ©Bepréu Hardnosuu Beprmrénn
(Sergei Natanovich Bernstein; 1880-1968),

Theorem A17. (Hausdoff—Bernstein—Widder)

A smooth functionf(x) of x > 0 is completely monotonic if and
only if f(x) = fom e X du(t) whereu(t) is the Borel measure on
[0, =), that is, there exists a non-negatiistribution ¢(t) > 0 of

t > 0 such thatf (x) = Li_.[(D)].

The ‘if’-part is elementary. Although the complete proof thie
‘only if’-part is beyond our scope, the partial proof follewthe
Post—Widder formula. That is, if the inverse Laplace transfe(t)
of a cm functionf(x) is well-defined, then equatiof (A1), pro-
vided that it converges, indicates tlygt) must be non-negative.

A3 Generalized Mittag-Leffler function
Let us consider a particular generalized hypergeometriction
Definition A21.

(W

Eps(2) = Z o PO (A21)
This is absolutely convergent fgqr > 0 and allz, and thus is an
entire function ofz with p > 0. The function defined as such
is the generalization of the Mittag-Heer function introduced by
Prabhakar| (1971, see also Haubold et al. 2011) \E%_Ig(z) =
Epn(2) and Eil)‘l(z) = Ep(2. If p = 1 on the other hand, the defi-
nition results in the Kummer confluent hypergeometric fiorcof
the first kind, that isEib(z) = 1F1(1; b; 2) = 1F1(2; b; 2)/T(b).

Some operational properties of the generalized Mittaffi¢le
function may be derived directly through term-by-term aédtions
on its definition. Important for our purpose amongst them are

d'E 1b( 2 Ny EAen

o - = (-1)"(A)5 Egbipn(-2), (A22)
pi

(1= Dol Epp (-2 = Epylpn(-2) - Z knrgl: p)nk+ pk)’ (A23)

dIZ'E4 (-

e Eul-2] Ed"’;( A AZEN N (-2). (A24)
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for a non-negative integer.

Our interest on the generalized Mittagfller function mostly
hinges on the particular Laplace transform, namely
Theorem A25. forb, p> 0,

1 )*/‘ B 1
T Wb P14 wP)t
This is shown by direct term-by—term integrations that heisu

k
f dte 1] (—tP) = WAL

£ Kw pkeb
and assembling back the binomial expansion of ¢1-P)~*.

Lemma A26. If0 < p<1,b> 0, andb > p4, thenEg_b(—z) >0
is non-negative for alt > 0.

LI E(-t7)] = L (l + = (A253)

wP

(A25b)

proof. By Corollary[A18, the Laplace transformation in Theorem

is a completely monotonic function af > O forO< p< 1

either ifb > 0 and < O or if b— pa > 0 anda > 0. The Bernstein
theorem then indicates that, ifOp < 1,b > 0, andb > p4, then
t1E},(~tP) > O fort > 0 and thusE} (-2 > 0 forz> 0. QE.p.

Given equation{AZ2), this further indicates that

Theorem A27.if 0 < p < 1 and O0< pa < b, then Eg_b(—z) and
Eg’b(—tp) are completely monotonic functions of- 0 andt > 0.

For A = —¢ < 0 on the other hand, we find:
Theorem A28. If 0 < p< 1,¢ > 0, andb > 0, thenz ¥1E (-2)
and subsequentiy Pr¢1 E,»(~tP) are completely monotonic.

Theorem A29. If0 < p<1,£ > 0,b> 0, andb > p(1 - £), then
Z4E, (-2 andt ™ E_{ (-t°) are completely monotonic.

For a non-negative integer = [£] = u, these are trivial since
E;fg(—z) then reduces to a-th polynomial ofz with all positive
codficients and subsequently

)

ZE(2) = Z (ﬂ) T(b+ R’

Next, equatlon[(EZIZ) forn = —¢ < 0 andn = [£] results in

a5 3
o = = Eoprpa (-2

where 0< € = [£] — ¢ < 1. Now it follows equation[{AZ13) that

[€1-1
- ¢ x
B2~ 2, (k) T+ PR’

1), this results in

(A26)

(A27a)

(1= ol Epprpra (-2 = (A27b)

Foré > 0 (n.b., therf&] >
[a-1 (1£1-K)

A () — §\

7 B2 Z(k) T+ PR

(1-e),
+ (rgf]—f;'f Q- ES,, (1. (A28)

TheorentZAZ8 (for a non-integer> 0) follows this since

dn 1 1
—f du(1 - u)*f(su) = f du (1 — u)ku" £ (su),
andE¢ b+pm( 2) is cm givenb + p[£] — pe = b+ p£ > 0 (Theorem
AZ7). Theoren@ is proven by equatién (A24), that is,
d[Z€EZ% (-2 EXf(—z) ezENEED (2
d ob )]_§ NG )_f P ( )’ (A30)
dZ Zf+1 22 €

which is cm either if 0< p < 1,b > 0, and¢ > 1 (TheoreniZAZB)
orif0 < p<1,0<é<1, andb > p(l-¢) (TheoreniAZY).

(A29)

A4 Miscellaneous

Lemma A31. (Ani2011b, theorem A3)
dy" d"(x"f)
2 — 1
(X dx) XD = X" =5

for any non-negative integerand arbitrary functiorf (x).

(A31)

This may be proven by induction an It is also equivalent to
Lemma A32. (Ani2011Db, corollary A4)

X ey (X) = dx[ Mm(X)]  wherefp(X) = % (A32)
Corollary A33. For a non-negative integer; if fn.1)(X) > 0 for

x > 0 andf,(0) is finite, thenf(,(x) > 0 for x > 0,

thanks to the fundamental theorem of calculus indicating

+Lynf(n+l)(y)dy-

LemmdA32 generalizes with fractional calculus. In pattcu

Xm:L f(n)(X) = n+1f(n)(X)|x:0 (A33)

Lemma A34. for a non-negative integerand 0< 6 < 1,

Xn+l D n+o Xn+5f =0l 1-6 Xn+5f X1,
olUx ( ) ) olx 1[ (n+1)( )] (A34)
xn+5 f(n+1)(X) — ODX —5[xn+ ODXn+5(xn+5f)].
which follows
L6ronis ey x+1 1tn+5f(xt) dt
o () = T1-0)J, (1-1p °
1 1 dt t"+e dn+l[xn+lf(xt)]
ODXn+5(xn+5f) — - —
r{1- 5) -1 dx (A35)

fx n+(5 f(n+1)(y) dy
Xr'*lr(l %) (x-yy

Note equations[{A34) fos = 0 reduce to equation§ (AB2) and
(A33). Together Lemmds A7 and (Al34) generalize CorollandA3

Corollary A35. for a non-negative integen, if fn.1)(X) > 0 for

x> 0, thengD# (3¢ f) > 0forx > 0andn< u < n+ 1.
CorollaryfA33 may in fact be generalized alternatively, eyn

Theorem A36. for a non-negative integer, if x*f.1)(X) is com-
pletely monotonic, then®f,(x) is also completely monotonic.

proof. Suppose that®f(,.1) is cm. Then by the Bernstein theorem,
there exists a non-negative functibfu) > 0 of u > 0 such that

X (X) = f due™h(u).
0

The complete monotonicity of?f,, can then be shown directly
using equatior (A33), which indicates that

X 1 00
xaf(n) = Xa*n—lf dy yn f(n+1)(y) = f dt tnfaf du e—xtuh(u),
0 0 0

dpef 1 o
w:(—l)" f dt k-2 f due”™™ufh(u) o. (A36b)

Finally, we also note

(A36a)

Lemma A37. for a non-negative integer; if f™1(a) is finite and
fO(a) = ... = f¥(a) = 0, then,D™* f(a) = 0 for 0< & < 1.

proof. Here we assuma = 0, but the similar argument holds for
any finitea accompanied by a simple translation. First,

X0 rL(xtydt

ol f(X) = o) sy (A37a)
s _ 1 1 dn+1[y1—5 f (y)] tn+5 dt
D" f(x) = - é)j(; a A= (A37b)

© 2012 RAS, MNRASDOO,[THI2
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Here the latter follows the former because

dn+l[xl 9 f (Xt)] tn+(5 dn+1[y1 3 f (y)]

dxn+1 dym—l Y= xt. (A37C)
Finally, given the Leibniz rule,
L VA 0)) I,
W =y °f ()]
n
F(1-0) Y (-1 k(” - 1) ©) fw(yk), (A37d)
k=0

which identically vanishes fay = 0 if the condition part of Lemma
[A37 with a = 0 holds. Here the conclusion follows as the integrand
of equation[{A37b) withx = 0 is also zerog.k.p.

APPENDIX B: DERIVATIONS OF EQUATION (5}

First we establish for ang> —1 anda > 0 that

r2se ff KsGdE dL?
21(s+ 1) (Y-E)¢

r2{ 2

— ffKS”G dE d|_2’ (1)

Eolu,ﬂf dE dL?K*G = ﬁf dE dL?K*G,
T

ol 2 ZSf dE dL2K SG (Bla)

o2 r2ﬂ+2f dE dL’K SG

(Blc)

provided that all integrals converge and #eandr? dependencies
of an arbitrary integrable functioB = G(E, L?) are only through
E andL? — here and henceforth trivial arguments@(E, L?) are
suppressed for the sake of brevity. In addition,

1 I'(s+1)

el TeasD O

is the generalized Pochhammer symbol. These are demaubsknat
direct calculations utilizing the Fubini theorem that ateritical to
that oflAn (2011a) except for fierent arguments involved in the
Euler integral for the beta function. We also find additiomadper-
ties of the integral transform in the form of equatibnl(3mely,
for anys > —1 and a non-negative integer> 0,

o" 21s,
dE dL°K°G
alynffT

2'(9); f dE dL2KS™"G (n<s+1)
= L2 , (B2a)
Zss'f dL?G(¥ - >3 L?) (n=s+1)
" 2
=) f ek
(s);f dE dL2KS"L2G (n<s+1)
(B2b)
f dL2L?2G( 2 —=. |_2) (n=s+1)
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With ¥ = moo (P, r?) in equation[(3b), these then result in

3 )|

2n+17.[2r25 3 Kf—n—l
Te-n desz T F(E,L?%) (n<¢&)
B dL? L2 - (B3a)
§ 263 2 _
23X fo I_25_1F(l1’—?,L) (n=29)
9\ .
(r5r2) (Feate™9)
28+n? 2 é-n-1 2n 2
F(é___n)fdedL KEIL2E(E, LY (n< &)
g (B3b)

LA
2%-fn%f0 dL2LZF(¥ - L L?) (=9

2r2’
wheren is again a non-negative integer ahgt %

Equation [(Bh) fort > % is a straightforward generalization of
equation[[B3h) from an integerto a realu < &, which is similarly
shown through direct calculations using equatidns (B1) @)
assuming all the integrals converge. Next equafioh (5a¥ fﬁr%
is identical to equatior (B3b) with = 0 (andé¢ = % — p). since
Eolqﬁ“‘%u? = EODT%‘»‘“T/. Hence, it is inferred that equatidn (B3b) is
in fact valid for not only¢ > 1 but also¢ > 0 (n.b., 0< n < ¢ and
o] |f0<f< , thenn = 0).

A generallzatlon of equatio (BBb) from an integeto a real
u (cf., eq.[A3]) and the extension of equatignl (5a¥te 0 are
possible although demonstrating them through direct &aticuns
is comparatively nontrivial. Instead, we follow an inditecute to
derive the generalization of equatidn (B3b). First, ecqpra{B30)
with (n, &) = (0, ) and equation[{Bla) witke = F and (5, 1) =
(u—-1,1-6)wheres = u — |u] together indicate that

ez raul

2K IF(E, L2)
2UJJ7LUJ|ff dL (¥ - E)15

foru > 0and 0< 6 < 1. Applying [r*(d/0r?)]¥*1 on this after
dividing by r2*! (eq[B2b) and using equatidn (A31), we find that

ol (r %, Iy 2v (B4)

s Lz L2
2u -3~ _ 2| 2u _ L 2
oDz (r ey ly#~27) = ST, L F(¥ - 519
54
= (2m)? [ dE(¥ - EFF[E,2/(¥ - E)], (B5)

Eo

which is the¢ = u case of equatio_(bb). Note, thanks to equation
(A37), this is consistent with the case= ¢ of equation [(B3D).
Thus, equatior (B5) is actually valid for apy> 0 including integer
values. Finally, let us apply, v to equation[(Bb). It then follows
the Fubini theorem that forQ u < ¢

oDrzﬂ(rz‘qulxy‘f‘L%ﬂ)

= ﬂ f 2y é—pu-1) 2u 2
- 2§r2y+21"(§_'u) dEdL"K L F(E, L )s (BG)
T

which recovers the remaining pagt ¢ u) of equation[(5b). Equa-
tions [BB) and[(Bb) together (i.e., €q./5b) constitute theegaliza-
tion of equation[(B3b) from an integerto a realu, which is valid
for any pair f1,&) with 0 < u < é.

Lastly, note that the indices transform £) — (% & %—,u) sends
equation[(5h) to[(Bb) and and vice versa. Therefore equgigh
withO < u< €< here implies that equatioh{5a) is also valid for
anyu and¢ with O Su<EL —, too.
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APPENDIX C: DERIVATION OF EQUATION (3[}]
We first apply the Laplace transform &hto equation[(3b),

{S[G(T,rz)] = fomd‘lf e S5, r?)

21 a _sr O(K)
== dE dL2F(E, sz dres¥—_ (C1
r2 fL;O,G;O ( ) 0 VIK] (1)

The inner integral in the last line reduces to

a _ O(K) ud sl?
sy O n
fo dve K] Zs 2r2]’

et exp[ (C2)

and consequently we find that
2
V2r deZexp st dee‘SEF(E L2).  (C3)

Substituting variableg,= $sL? andw = r?, this reduces to

f dE e F(E )] (C4)
t—m/
If the AD is separable as in equatidn{12), then

w £ [(.0)] = Rw) £ [P)] = (9 £ [4(0]

whereP(s) = Ly_[P(P)] andR(w) = Li_,[¢(t)]. Given that the
inverse Laplace transformation is unique, equatipns (@d){&3)
together then imply

L[] =

Y-s

L [7(¥,w )] =

(C5)

2t

P(s)qb(t)— 27‘ f dE & F(E. 5). (C6)
and reinstating = §5L2 then leads to
3
s2P(s) ,sl? f‘” sE 2 2
—) = dEeS"F(E, L) = F(E, L9)]. Cc7
a7 = | EETFEL) = LIFELL  (€D)
Equation[(31) is simply the inversion of this.
APPENDIX D: THE B; = 1 CASES
D1 Thep = 1 constant anisotropy model
Let us consider the df given by
V23 F(E, L?) = f(E)S(L?) (D1)

where f(E) is an arbitrary function o and §(L?) is the Dirac
delta. This df corresponds to the spherical system entiraily by
radial orbits, that is, th@ = 1 constant anisotropy model. Given

that(L? = 0) = 2(¥ - E), the corresponding AD is found to be
1 (2 * f(E)dE 1

WP, 1)) = SAl= | —o— =12, ly 2 (P), D2

R N e e e o T (02)

which is separable as in equatidnl(12) WREF) = EOIW% f(¥) and
R(x) = x%. The AD is easily inverted to the df(E) = EODE% P(E),
whose non-negativity is also the necessang suficient condition
for the phase-space consistency. This is consistent wathetbults
of Sect[5.2 applicable fg < 1 as isR(X) = x* the natural limit
of the constant anisotropy model in equatibn {4443 to1.

We find thatoly'x 1 — oo, ol, 1 oxt1 X"T(2)/n!, and
oDy'xtt =0fora=n+6 >0, whllstolx"X‘1 oDOxt = x° L.

Hence,R = x! satisfies the necessary condition in equation (15).

Moreover, equation$ (ba) arld {5b) still hold with non-tivtases

indicatingg, Dy*P = EOI\P%’“f(\I’), whose non-negativity fofu <
% is the same necessary condition R{i¥) discussed in Sedi. 4.2.
FromR(x) = x%, we also findR(w) = 1 andg(t) = §(t). Although
equation[(3b) strictly is then trivial a¥t) = 0 fort > 0, this in-
terpretation of equation (35) seems improper considetiag) the
Dirac delta is not dferentiable at = 0. Equation[(3]7) on the other
hand reduces ta? being cm sinceRp(X) = R(X) = x* and
R (X) = 0 for any positive integen. The sifficient condition fol-
lowing this, that is, equation§ {B9) arid142) for > 1 is in fact a
proper one, as is the natural limiting case of the constaabaopy
model forg = 1. It appears that fdR ~ x * asx ~ 0 (and lim,_.. R
being nonzero finite), we may considg(t) ~ t~* ast ~ 0 for the

purpose of applying equation (35).

D2 Equation {(Z78) withp; = 1

The discussion on necessary conditions (§éct. 4) is validsively
for g1 < 1. That is, equatior {4Tb) with; = 1 still requires to
satisfy equation(15) — if & p < 1, this is automatically met — in
order for the df to be non-negative whereas the potentiaoldgnt
part is restricted to bg, Dy 2P > 0 for the phase-space consistency.

The complication arises however 8¢ = 1 in regards to dfi-
cient conditions discussed in Séct]6.1. The mafifiadilty is due to
the fact that lim_o xR(X) = lim,_. R(w) = 1 is non-zero. Whilst
this indicateg ~ t~1 for t ~ 0, this behaviour is incompatible with
the convergence of the Laplace transform. The formal soiftl-
lows adopting lim_,;- x2/T'(1 — a) = 8(x). Then, the functiom(t)
in equation[(4B) witkg; = 1is in fact the inverse Laplace transform
of “R(w)—1" whilst the ‘true’ inverse transform ®(w) with g, = 1
is given by ‘@(t) + 6(t)". For example, since/T'(0) = 0, thek =0
term in equation[{A21) foEg does not contribute. Hence, equa-
tion (AZ5) can in fact be well-defined for the= 0 case too. In par-
ticular, Lo, [t "E}o(=t?)] = (1+wP)™ - 1. Since (kr w )™ >
forw > 0 anda < 0, it follows that, if 0< p< 1 anda < 0, this is
also cm andEg’o(—z) > 0 forz > 0. Given that£;_,[6(t)] = 1, we
also find from this thatf;.,,[6(t) + t*E 5 (~t7)] = (1 + w ).

For the specific discussion concerningfsient conditions for
the phase-space consistency, consPi@¥)R(r?) = P(¥)Ry(r?) +
r—2P(¥) whereRy(x) = R(x) — x"1. From the corresponding df with
E; = 0, it is obvious that the correspondingfiscient condition
is togetheroD\y%P > 0 and those derived in Se€l. 5 wiBy(X).

In addition, TheoremB_A2[7-A29 actually extendkio= 0 thanks
to the non-negativity oEg’O(—z) > 0. It follows that Theorems in
Sect[6.1 also hold inclusively fgh = 1
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