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COMPLETE MONOTONICITY OF FUNCTIONS INVOLVING
THE g-TRIGAMMA AND ¢-TETRAGAMMA FUNCTIONS

FENG QI

ABSTRACT. Let vq(z), ¥y(x), and 9y (x) for ¢ > 0 stand respectively for
the g-digamma, ¢-trigamma, and g-tetragamma functions. In the paper, the
author proves along two different approaches that the functions [1&&(90)]2 +
Y (x) for ¢ > 1 and [ (z) — Inq]?® + ¢/ (z) for 0 < ¢ < 1 are completely
monotonic on (0,00). Applying these results, the author derives monotonic
properties of four functions involving the g-digamma function ¥4 (z) and two
double inequalities for bounding the g-digamma function g (z).

1. INTRODUCTION

Recall from [14, Chapter XIII] that a function f is said to be completely mono-
tonic on an interval I if f has derivatives of all orders on I and

0<(—1)"f™(z) < 00 (1.1)

for x € I and n > 0. For more information about properties and applications
of completely monotonic functions, please refer to [14, Chapter XIII] and closely
related references therein.

It is common knowledge that the logarithmic derivative of the classical Euler’s

gamma function T'(z), denoted by ¢ (z) = 1;/((;)) , the derivatives ¢’ (z) and ¥ (z) are

respectively called the digamma, trigamma and tetragamma functions. As a whole,

the derivatives 9 (x) for i € N are respectively called polygamma, functions.
Recall from [2, pp. 493-496] and [7, Section 1.10] that the ¢-gamma function,

the g-analogue of the gamma function I'(z), is defined for z > 0 by

i
(1-¢)t U= 0<g<l1
To(@) = § (4 _ 1y1-eg@) 77 LoV (1.2)
(g—1)'"7q\2 il;lol—q*(”f”)’ g>1
F(ZE), q =1
and satisfies
z—1
Ty(x) = q( 2 )Fl/q(x). (1.3)
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The ¢-digamma function 14(x), the g-analogue of the digamma function ¥ (x), is
defined for ¢ > 0 and z > 0 by

L@
Yola) = { (@) 170 (1.4)
1#(30)7 qg=1.

The functions wék) (z) for k € N, the g-analogues of polygamma functions (¥ (z),
are called g-polygamma functions. In particular, the functions vy (z) and ()
are respectively called the g-trigamma and g¢-tetragamma functions. From (1.2),
we obtain that

(1) when 0 < g < 1 and z € (0, 00),

+z

o~ ¢
Ye(r) = —In(l —gq) + (Ing) Zl e
k=0

—In(1—¢q) + (Inq) Zlq
k=1

(2) when ¢ > 1 and = € (0, ),

Pq(x) = —In(g — 1) + (Ingq) [x———zl_q ] (1.6)
The inequality
¢ (@) + [ (@)]? >0, =>0 (1.7)
was deduced or recovered in [3, Theorem 2.1] and [5, Lemma 1.1], employed in [1,
Theorem 4.3], [3, Theorem 2.1], and [5, Theorem 2.1], and generalized in [4,
Lemma 1.2 and Remark 1.3]. In [8, 18, 19], among other things, the inequal-
ity (1.7) was generalized to complete monotonicity of the function ¥ (z) + [¢' (x)]?.
Recently, some other results in this field were published in [17, 20] and closely
related references therein.
In [1, pp. 80-81, Lemma 4.6], the inequality (1.7) was generalized as

2
[0 ()] + 4y (z) >0 (1.8)
for ¢ > 1 and & > 0. Applying this inequality, the following conclusion was es-

tablished in [1, p. 82, Theorem 4.8]: for ¢ > 1 and 0 < a < b < oo, the double
inequality

exp{a[er(I)(w () — 1) + 1}} < ( )

< exp{B[e” ) (g (x) — 1) +1]}
q(xO)
is valid on (a, b), with the best possible constant factors
) Qq(b), ifb<oo
o, if b= oo

and 8 = Q4(a), where xg = z(q) is the unique positive zero of the function v, for
0<q#1, and
InTy(z) — InTy(xo)

xT) — ewq(w) ’
Qula) = { Wal@) e 51

Yy (o)’

T # X,

Tr = Xg.
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For more information on the subject of g-gamma and g-polygamma functions, please
refer to [2, 9, 12] and closely related references therein.

The aim of this paper is to extend and generalize along two different approaches
the inequality (1.8) to the following complete monotonicity.

Theorem 1.1. The functions

Fo(x) = [y(z) —Ing® + 4y (z), 0<qg<1 (1.9)
and
Fo(@) = [W(@)] +¢l(x), q>1 (1.10)

are completely monotonic on (0,00).

As consequences of Theorem 1.1, the following monotonicity and inequalities
may be derived.

Corollary 1.1. The functions

¢q(z) —wq(x)+1n{exp%—l}, qg>1, (1.11)
<pq(a:)—1/)q(:17)+1n<exp qin_ql _1), g>1, (1.12)
D,(z) = ¢4(z) — Ing)z +1n [exp (;r:q_)q: - 1}, 0<g<l, (1.13)

1
O4(z) = Yy(z) — (Ing)z + In (exp qxn_ql

are increasing on (0,00). Consequently, the double inequalities

—1), 0<g<1 (1.14)

X

(Ing)q

Ye(1) + (Ing)z —In {exp g — 1] < g(x)

1 1 *
<In nql + (Ing)z — In [exp % - 1] (1.15)
¢ —

for0<g<1 and

1
Pe(l) —lng—In <exp qmn_ql — 1) < ()
e e (o M) (g
—1 2 P '
Jor ¢ > 1 hold on (0,00), where the constants ¥4(1) and In( lnq) (1.15) and the

scalars ¥q(1) —Ing and In lnq lan in (1.16) are the best possible.

2. FIRST PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

For ¢ > 1, using the expression (1.6) gives

, /, oo i—1 0
@) + vy D1 r Y e, a.n) - Y6 - Delan. @21)

(lnq) =2 j=1 i=1

where
ilng

—i 0.
1—q* i1

ci(q, ) =
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In order to prove complete monotonicity of the function (1.10), by definition, it
suffices to show

2
d* [ [wg(@)]” +vy(2)
—1)* g g >0, k>0. 2.2
(1) dxk{ (Inq)? =7 - (2.2)
For k = 0, the inequality (2.2) is equivalent to (1.8). For k > 1, it is equivalent to
e 9, 2)eimj(g. @ = 9*[ci(q, )]
I\ i—j\4, T k 1\
p3 Y Yot M REILAC LIRS
=2 j=1 =1
In order to prove (2.3), it is sufficient to verify
i—1
9*[ej(g, v)ei—j (g, )] 0*[ci(g, )]
k J\4> 1—J\Y> k- i\{q5 .
Z 8:10’“ > (_1) (1_2)T5 1237
j=1
that is,
i—1 i(l1—x)+7
T Z DRk (i — j)(Ing)F+2g 04
et (¢ =1)(¢ —q")
VLR (] )k i)
> (i - g C T AT s
1—¢q
which can be further simplified as
i—1 . .
- —2
Z =y (=2 . (2.4)
= (@ —1 )1 =¢=7) ~ (Ing)(1 —q")
Since
i—1
Ji=)a —d) _,
(@ -D@ -1 7
we have
i— i—1
i —j)(g" — 1) i —5)(¢ +1)
. 2.5
71qﬂ—l)zﬂ—l Z ¢ —1 (25)
The inequality
2 —~ k-1
TH1-Z(e—1)= >0 =jl 0
e’ + 7'(e ) kZ:Q(k+1)!T >0, 7=jlng>
implies that ‘
i@+l 2
¢ —1 Ingq
This leads to
i—1 i—1 . i
g —4)( qJ—i—l) 2 o ie—=1) (i —2)
Z d—1 Ing qZ_X V=g ~mg
Substituting this inequality into (2. ) yields
i—1 L.
-1 -2
qﬂ—l(q”—l) Ing

j=1
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which is equivalent to the strict inequality in (2.4). Thus, the inequality (2.3) is
proved. Hence, the function §,(z) is completely monotonic on (0, c0).

For 0 < ¢ < 1, taking the logarithm and differentiating on both sides of (1.3)
reveal

(o) = () (2= 3) + 0140, (2.7
¥)(2) = Ing + 9}, (), 2.8)
Vi (@) = ) (2), k>2 (2.9)

Therefore, when 0 < ¢ < 1, we have

F1/a(@) = [¥@)]" + 01, (2) = [ (2) — ng)? + ¢ () = Fy(2) (2.10)

on (0,00). As a result, the function Fy(x) is completely monotonic on (0, c0). The
first proof of Theorem 1.1 is complete.

3. SECOND PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

The formula (1.11) in the paper [11] and its corrected preprint [12] reads that

xt

wle) ==t~ [ a0 (31)

for 0 < ¢ <1 and = > 0, where

—Ilng ) 6(t+klng), 0<g<1
Vq(t) = kz::l (32)

t, g=1
and 0(¢t) represents the Dirac delta function, that is, dv,(¢) is a discrete measure

with positive masses |Ing| at the positive points k|Ing| for k € N. Differentiating
on both sides of the equation (3.1) acquires

< te— ot
vle) = [, 0<a<t (33)
o l—e
By the definition of v4(t), we obtain that
* s ¢"Ing
| etangn - = (3.4)
and )
. ¢*(Ing)

for 0 < ¢ <1 and z > 0. It was presented in [9, p. 1245, Theorem 4.4, (4.15)], [15,
Lemma 2.3 and Remark 2.1], [16, Theorem 7.2, (7.5)], and [21, p. 152, Theorem 4.22,
(4.20)] that, when 0 < ¢ < 1, the identity

B B qk1 m
@) - v e+ ) = o (7 ) (3.6)
is valid for z € (0,00) and k € N. Accordingly, it follows that
Folz) — Fylz +1) = [wg(x) — z/J;’(:v + 1)]
+ [y (z) — ¢y (z 4+ 1)] [¢)(x) + ¢} (x + 1) — 2Ing]



T 2 z(1n 2 X[ T n 3
qu(l— %2 [21/):1(:1:) - Zﬂ(l %2 2! ] - (q(q:r - )1()13 :
¢“(ng)? [, , ¢”(Ing)? (¢* +1)(Ing)
=l e |2 e o1 ]

~ 2¢%(Ing)? _/"O t 1 ot 1
=zl T 2t 1)e " dn,(t) 2lnq

h t 1 —at 1 o0 ot
_2[/0 (1—€‘t_§t_1)e d%(t)—glan]/O te ™t dy,(t).

By [22, p. 161, Theorem 12b] which reads that a function f(z) is completely mono-
tonic on (0, 00) if and only if it can be represented in the form

@) = /Ooo e~ dalt), (3.7)

where «(t) is non-decreasing and the integral converges for 0 < 2 < oo, and by the
fact that the sum and product of finitely many completely monotonic functions are
all still completely monotonic, we obtain that the difference Fy(x) — Fy(x + 1) is
completely monotonic on (0, 00), that is,

0 S(_l)kil[]:q(x) — Fo(z + 1)](1671)
_ (_l)k—l]_-ék—l)(x) _ (_1)k—1f(§k—1)(x + 1)
on (0,00) for k € N. Consequently, by induction,
k—1 r(k—1 k—1r(k—1 k—1r(k—1
(CDMEY@) > (COMER Y@+ D) > ()RR D e+ 2)
k—1 (k-1 k—1 (k-1
> ()R @43 2 2 (GO FER @ ) 0

as £ — oo. This means that the function F,(x) is completely monotonic on (0, c0).
By (2.10), it is immediately deduced that the function §4(z) is completely mono-
tonic on (0, 00). The second proof of Theorem 1.1 is complete.

4. PROOF OF COROLLARY 1.1

4.1. Substituting (2.8) and (2.9) into (3.6), we easily procure that

(k—1) (k—1) N &g
wl/q (z) - wl/q (z+1)=(Ing)

dak—1\1—-¢*

for0<g<1,k>2 and z > 0. Replacing g by % in the above identity leads to

d"! 1
k—1 k—1 _
FE (@ 4+ 1) =D (@) = (M)W<ﬁ) (4.1)
for ¢ > 1 and k > 2. Similarly, combining (2.7) with (3.6), we obtain
(Ing)q”

Yg(z + 1) = Yy(z) =

o (4.2)

forg > 1 and = > 0.
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When 0 < g # 1, we have

(Ing)q”
expi (o] = exply o] exp {20 1

= exp {wq (x) + %} — exp[iy(z)]
= exp[Yhy(x + 1)] — exp[iy(z)],

in which the last equality is obtained by (3.6) and (4.2). Further differentiating
gives

% = (@ + 1) expltrg(x + 1)] — ¥ () exp[trg ()],
d{vy (@) ZX;’[%@” = {0/ (x) + [h ()]} exptrg()].

The complete monotonicity of the function §,(z), obtained in Theorem 1.1, implies

the positivity of F4(z) on (0, 00), that is, the inequality (1.8). Hence, the function

Vg () exp[thy ()] is increasing, and so % > 0 for ¢ > 1on (0,00). As a

result, the function exp[¢q(z)], and thus ¢4(x), is increasing for ¢ > 1 on (0, c0).
For 0 < q # 1, we also have

exp[,(x)] = explirg(z) — (lnq)a] [exp (ng)” _ 1}

q* —1

x

_ (Ing)q
—exp | vyfe) + SV~ (tng)e| — exply (o) - (1))

= expthg(z + 1) — (Ing)a] — exp[vog(x) — (Ing)a],
in which the last equality is deduced by using (3.6) and (4.2). A direct computation
gives
d exp[®,(z)]
dixq = [¢py(x 4+ 1) — Ing] exp[thy(x + 1) — (Ing)z]

— [, (z) — Inq]exp[thy(x) — (Ingq)x]
and
d{[}(x) — Inq] exp[thy(x) — (Inq)z]}
dzx
= {9/ (z) + [} (x) — Inq]*} exp[tyg () — (Ing)z].

The complete monotonicity of the function F,(z), obtained in Theorem 1.1, implies
the positivity of F,4(z) on (0,00). Hence, the function

{[vg(x) —Ing] exp[tg(x) — (Inq)a]}

is increasing, and so dexp(gm <l > 0 for 0 < g < 1on (0,00). As a result, the

function exp[®,(x)], and thus ®,(z), is increasing for 0 < ¢ < 1 on (0, c0).
For 0 < g < 1, utilizing (2.7) yields

w

(Ing)g® 1]

®,(z) = (Ing) ( —) —l—wl/q lnq)x—l—ln[exp 1

[\]

3
=114 —|—ln[ ]—ilnq
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In(1/q) 3.1
= x—i—ln[expi—l 4+ —1In-—.
1/al®) W —1 172"
Replacing % by ¢ in the above equation leads to increasing monotonicity of the
function g, (z) for ¢ > 1 on (0, 00).
For ¢ > 1, employing (2.7) gives

dg(@) = 1 /g(x) — (m 2) (w - g) n [exp (;lq_)q: - 1}

1 In(1/q) 3

= YPy/4(x —(ln—)x—i—ln{expi—l + =

val®) = {Ing -1 '] "3

Substituting % by ¢ in the above equation reduces to increasing monotonicity of
the function O4(z) for 0 < ¢ < 1 on (0, 00).

1
In —.
q

4.2. From (1.5), it is easy to see that

Jim_ pg(2) = —In(1 —g), ¢€(0,1). (4.3)

(Ing)q® _
M —In (ln l) )
q” q

Combining them with increasing monotonicity of ®,(z), we acquire
| * 1 |

e(x) — (Ing)z + In [exp % — 1} <In (ln —) —In(l—¢q) = ln( nql)
q” — q q

for ¢ € (0,1) on (0, 00), which is equivalent to the right-hand side of (1.15).
From (3.6) for kK =1 and the limit

lim ,(z) = —o00 (4.4)

z—0t

In addition, for ¢ € (0,1), we have

lim {ln [exp (ng)g” 1} — (In q)x} = lim In
qw

T—00 —1 T—00

for 0 < g < 1, it follows that

(Ing)q”

Ye(z) +1n [exp 1 (h:ﬂ — 1}

_ 1] — In explit, ()] +1n[exp prat
- ln{ [exp (ngg” _ 1} exp[%(ﬂ@)]}

q* —1

(4.5)

= oo 0L 1y, )] - explve(o}

= ln{exp [wq(x + 1)} - exp[wq(w)]} — wq(l)

as x — 07, so the limit lim, ,o+ ®,(z) = 14(1) for 0 < ¢ < 1. Combining this
with increasing monotonicity of ®,(z), we acquire ®4(x) > 14(1) for 0 < ¢ < 1 on
(0, 00), that is,

X

(Ingq)q

1 —1} > (1), 0<g<1l, =ze€/(0,00).

(o) = (e +1nexp

The required inequality in the left-hand side of (1.15) is proved.
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For 0 < g < 1, by using (3.6) for &k = 1, we have

(Ing)g” _ (Ing)q” Ing
O4(z) = Yy(x) + -1 -1 (Inq)x —Hn(exp o1 1)
exp[lng/(¢* = 1)] -1 (4.6)

q” exp[(Ingq)q*/(¢* — 1)]

=tg(z+1) +In

— ¥4(1) —Ing

as x — 0T. Since ©,4(z) is increasing on (0, 00), we obtain that

Ye(z) — (Ing)z + ln(exp qin_ql — 1> > (1) —Ing

for 0 < ¢ < 1 on (0, 00), which is included in the left-hand side of (1.15).
For ¢ > 1, by a similar argument as in (4.6), we have

exp[lng/(¢® —1)] -1 I
el ) (@ — 1] Vo) ~Ina

as £ — 07. Furthermore, from (2.7) and (4.3), it follows that

pa(@) = 1/q(@) + (Ing) (ac - g) +1n (exp qin_ql - 1)

pq(2) = Pg(z +1) +1n

_ 3lngq . Ingq
= 1y /4(x) 5 +1n[q (equm_1 1)}

1 1
— —ln(l - —> _3 ;q +1In(lng)
q

Ingq Ing
=In - —
qg—1 2
as r — oo. Hence, we have
Ingq Inq
Yg(1) —lng < @q(x) < 1In 1 2

for ¢ > 1 on (0,00). The required double inequality (1.16) is proved.

For ¢ > 1, the limits (4.4) and (4.5) are still valid, then lim, .o+ ¢q(z) = 1¥4(1)
for ¢ > 1, and so ¢4(x) > 1p4(1) which is contained in the left-hand side of (1.16).
The proof of Corollary 1.1 is complete.

5. REMARKS
Finally we remark some closely related concerns.

Remark 5.1. It is easy to see that
lim 6, () = lim ¢, () = lim @y(2) = lim O (x) = ¥(z) +In(e/* =1).  (5.1)

It is known [10, 13] that the function (5.1) is increasing and concave on (0, 00) and
that

a— ln(el/x —1) <tp(z) <b-— 1n(el/x —1) (5.2)
if and only if a < —vy and b > 0, where v = 0.577 ... stands for Euler-Mascheroni’s
constant. The inequality (5.2) may also be derived from taking the limit ¢ — 1
in (1.15) or (1.16). We conjecture that the functions ¢, (), ¢q(x), @4(z), and O4(x)
should be concave on (0, c0).
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Remark 5.2. From the proof of Corollary 1.1, it may be obtained that the functions
1/)(’1(3:)6%(9“) for ¢ > 1 and [¢y(z) —In gle¥a@)~na)z for 0 < g < 1 are increasing on
(0,00). In [5, Lemma 1.2] and [6, pp. 241-242], it was obtained that the function
Y/ (x)e?®) is increasing and less than 1 on (0,00). Can one find bounds of the
functions wé(x)el/’q(x) for ¢ > 1 and [y (x) — In gleva@ -z for 0 < ¢ < 17
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