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Abstract

I show that a hypergeometric function Fp q(a1, . . . , ap; b1, . . . , bq; · ) with p ≤ q
belongs to the Laguerre–Pólya class LP+ for arbitrarily large bp+1, . . . , bq > 0
if and only if, after a possible reordering, the differences ai− bi are nonnegative
integers. This result arises as an easy corollary of the case p = q proven two
decades ago by Ki and Kim. I also give explicit examples for the case F1 2.
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The hypergeometric series Fp q is defined by

Fp q

(
a1, . . . , ap

b1, . . . , bq

∣∣∣∣x) =
∞∑
n=0

an1 · · · anp
bn1 · · · bnq

xn

n!
, (1)

where we have used the notation an = a(a+ 1) · · · (a+n−1). In order that the series
be well-defined, we assume that b1, . . . , bq /∈ −N (i.e. no denominator parameter is a
negative integer or zero); and in order that the series not reduce to a polynomial, we
also assume that a1, . . . , ap /∈ −N. Then, when p > q + 1, the series has zero radius
of convergence; when p = q + 1, it has radius of convergence 1 and has an analytic
continuation to the cut plane C\ [1,∞); and when p ≤ q, it defines an entire function
of order 1/(q − p+ 1). We are interested here in this latter case, where Fp q is entire.
We henceforth use the shorthand notations a = (a1, . . . , ap) and b = (b1, . . . , bq), and
write a > 0 to denote that ai > 0 for all i (and other similar inequalities).

A polynomial with complex coefficients is said to be negative-real-rooted if it is
either identically zero or else has all its zeros in (−∞, 0]. An entire function belongs to
the Laguerre–Pólya class LP+ if it can be obtained as a limit, uniformly on compact
subsets of C, of a sequence of negative-real-rooted polynomials. Laguerre [19] showed
in 1882 that an entire function f belongs to LP+ if and only if it can be written in
the form

f(x) = Cxmeσx
∞∏
i=1

(1 + αix) (2)

with C ∈ C, m ∈ N, σ, αi ≥ 0 and
∑
αi < ∞. See [21, Chapter VIII] for more

information on the Laguerre–Pólya class LP+.
It is natural to investigate the conditions under which the hypergeometric function

Fp q (p ≤ q) belongs to the Laguerre–Pólya class LP+. A first result, handling the
case p = 0, was found by Hurwitz [13] in 1890, in a paper that is unfortunately
little-known; this result was independently rediscovered by Hille [12]:

Theorem 1 (Hurwitz 1890). Fix an integer q ≥ 0. Then for all b1, . . . , bq > 0, the

function F0 q

(
—

b1, . . . , bq

∣∣∣∣ ·) is an entire function of order 1/(q+1) that belongs to the

Laguerre–Pólya class LP+.

Theorem 1 is a straightforward consequence of a (nontrivial) classical result of
Laguerre [20, sections 16 and 17] [24, Theorem 5.6.12 and Corollary 5.6.14]. See
also [4] for related work.

This result, along with its method of proof, can be extended to the general case
p ≤ q under the condition that all the parameter differences ai − bi are nonnegative
integers. For p = q this was sketched by Hille [12] and shown in detail by Ki and
Kim [17]; for general p ≤ q it was obtained implicitly by Richards [25, pp. 477–478]
and explicitly by Kalmykov and Karp [15, Theorem 4]:

Theorem 2 (Richards 1990, Kalmykov–Karp 2017). Fix integers p ≤ q. Then for

all b1, . . . , bq > 0 and all m1, . . . ,mp ∈ N, the function Fp q

(
b1 +m1, . . . , bp +mp

b1, . . . , bq

∣∣∣∣ ·)
is an entire function of order 1/(q − p + 1) that belongs to the Laguerre–Pólya class
LP+.
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Finally, when p = q, Ki and Kim [17, Theorem 3] proved a strong converse to
Theorem 2:

Theorem 3 (Ki–Kim 2000). Fix an integer p ≥ 1. If a1, . . . , ap ∈ R \ (−N) and
b1, . . . , bp > 0, then the following are equivalent:

(a) Fp p(a; b; · ) has only a finite number of zeros.

(b) Fp p(a; b; · ) has only real zeros.

(c) Fp p(a; b; · ) ∈ LP+.

(d) The a can be re-indexed so that ai = bi +mi for 1 ≤ i ≤ p, with all mi ∈ N.

It is perhaps worth remarking that in the above situation there is an explicit

formula writing Fp p(a; b;x) as ex times a polynomial of degree |m| def= m1 + . . .+mp:
namely,

Fp p

(
b1 +m1, . . . , bp +mp

b1, . . . , bp

∣∣∣∣x) = (−1)|m|

(
p∏
i=1

1

bmi
i

)
ex L(b1−1,...,bp−1)

m1,...,mp
(−x) , (3)

where L
(α)
m (x) is the (monic) multiple Laguerre polynomial of the first kind of type II

[14, section 23.4.1] [29] with parametersα = (α1, . . . , αp) and indices m = (m1, . . . ,mp).
When α1, . . . , αp > −1 with αi−αj /∈ Z for all pairs i 6= j, these polynomials are mul-
tiple orthogonal [14, Chapter 23] with respect to the collection of measures xαie−x dx
on (0,∞) with 1 ≤ i ≤ p; and it follows from the general theory of multiple or-
thogonal polynomials that all their zeros lie in (0,∞) [14, Theorem 23.1.4]. This
reasoning provides an alternate proof of (d) =⇒ (c) in Theorem 3. (In the case p = 1,
corresponding to the ordinary Laguerre polynomials, this was observed long ago by
Hille [12, p. 52].)

In view of the foregoing results, and buttressed by some numerical calculations
involving the extended Laguerre inequalities [8,22], Kalmykov and Karp [15, Conjec-
ture 3] went on to conjecture that when p < q, Theorem 2 could be strengthened to
allow bi − ai to equal any positive number, not necessarily an integer:1

Conjecture 4 (Kalmykov–Karp 2017). Suppose that p < q, b > 0, and ai ≥ bi for

1 ≤ i ≤ p. Then the function Fp q

(
a

b

∣∣∣∣ ·) is an entire function of order 1/(q − p+ 1)

that belongs to the Laguerre–Pólya class LP+.

The main purpose of the present note is to show that Conjecture 4 is false. But
what makes the situation interesting is not only that the conjecture is false; rather, it
is as false as it can possibly be. Namely, Theorem 2 is best possible for all p < q, just
as it is for p = q according to Theorem 3. We will show this by proving the following
extension of Theorem 3 to p < q:

1Kalmykov and Karp [15, Conjecture 3] asserted only that all the zeros of Fp q(a;b;x) are real
and negative; but for an entire function of order < 1, this is equivalent (by Hadamard’s factorization
theorem) to being in the class LP+. Also, Kalmykov and Karp wrote the strict inequality ai > bi;
but if ai = bi, then the Fp q trivially reduces to a Fp−1 q−1, so there is no harm in writing ai ≥ bi.
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Theorem 5. Fix integers 1 ≤ p ≤ q. If a1, . . . , ap ∈ R \ (−N) and b1, . . . , bp > 0,
then the following are equivalent:

(a) For all bp+1, . . . , bq > 0, Fp q(a; b; · ) has only real zeros.

(a ′) For all sufficiently large bp+1, . . . , bq > 0, Fp q(a; b; · ) has only real zeros.

(a ′′) For some sequence of tuples (bp+1, . . . , bq) tending to +∞ in all coordinates,
Fp q(a; b; · ) has only real zeros.

(b) For all bp+1, . . . , bq > 0, Fp q(a; b; · ) ∈ LP+.

(b ′) For all sufficiently large bp+1, . . . , bq > 0, Fp q(a; b; · ) ∈ LP+.

(b ′′) For some sequence of tuples (bp+1, . . . , bq) tending to +∞ in all coordinates,
Fp q(a; b; · ) ∈ LP+.

(c) The a can be re-indexed so that ai = bi +mi for 1 ≤ i ≤ p, with all mi ∈ N.

Proof. (c) =⇒ (b) is Theorem 2, and the implications

(b) =⇒ (b′) =⇒ (b′′)w� w� w�
(a) =⇒ (a′) =⇒ (a′′)

are trivial. On the other hand, we have

lim
bp+1,...,bq→∞

Fp q

(
a1, . . . , ap

b1, . . . , bq

∣∣∣∣ bp+1 · · · bq x
)

= Fp p

(
a1, . . . , ap

b1, . . . , bp

∣∣∣∣x) (4)

uniformly on compact subsets of C. So if Fp q(a; b; · ) has only real zeros (or is in
LP+)2 for some sequence of tuples (bp+1, . . . , bq) tending to +∞ in all coordinates,
then the same holds for Fp p(a; b1, . . . , bp; · ). In this situation Theorem 3 implies that
the a can be re-indexed so that ai = bi +mi; so (a′′) or (b′′) implies (c). �

In other words, Theorem 5 is an almost trivial corollary of Theorem 3. But since
the proof [17] of Theorem 3 is far from trivial, it is also of some value to exhibit
explicit counterexamples to Conjecture 4; we do this in the Appendix.

Of course, Theorem 5 does not exclude that, for noninteger values of bi − ai
(1 ≤ i ≤ p), the function Fp q(a; b; · ) can belong to LP+ for some bounded range of
values of bp+1, . . . , bq. For instance, Driver et al. [9, proof of Theorem 8] have observed
that

F1 2

(
a− 1

2

a, 2a− 1

∣∣∣∣x) =

[
F0 1

(
—

a

∣∣∣∣x/4)]2 (5)

2In fact, for an entire function of order < 1 (as is the case when p < q), having only real
nonpositive zeros is equivalent to being in LP+. And a hypergeometric function with p ≤ q and
parameters a,b > 0 obviously cannot have positive real zeros.

On the other hand, when the entire function is of order 1 (as it is when p = q), this equivalence
does not hold, so the equivalence of (b) and (c) in Theorem 3 is a nontrivial fact.
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and hence (by Theorem 1) that F1 2

(
a− 1

2

a, 2a− 1

∣∣∣∣ ·) ∈ LP+ for all a > 0. More

generally, they observe that [2, eq. (2.03)]

F2 3

(
(a+ b)/2, (a+ b− 1)/2

a, b, a+ b− 1

∣∣∣∣x) = F0 1

(
—

a

∣∣∣∣x/4) F0 1

(
—

b

∣∣∣∣x/4) (6)

and hence that F2 3

(
(a+ b)/2, (a+ b− 1)/2

a, b, a+ b− 1

∣∣∣∣ ·) ∈ LP+ for all a, b > 0. Likewise,

Pólya [23, p. 379] and Hille [12, p. 53] have shown that F1 2

(
1

a, a+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ ·) ∈ LP+

for 0 < a ≤ 3/2 (but has no real zeros when a > 3/2); see also [7, Theorem 3.6]
for the special case a = 1/4, and [5, 6] for further cases of the absence of real zeros.
Finally, Craven and Csordas [7, Proposition 3.11 and Theorem 3.13] have shown that

F1 2

( 1
2

1
3
, 2

3

∣∣∣∣ ·) ∈ LP+. (See also [3, pp. 219–220] for a F3 4 that belongs to LP+.)

It would be interesting to determine the exact set of parameters (a1, b1, b2) ∈ R3 for
which the function F1 2(a1; b1, b2; · ) belongs to LP+; but this is probably a hopeless
task, as the boundary of this set is probably not given by any simple formula. If that
is the case, then the best we can do is to find decent inclusion or exclusion regions, or
monotonicities guaranteeing that F1 2(a1; b1, b2; · ) ∈ LP+ implies F1 2(a

′
1; b
′
1, b
′
2; · ) ∈

LP+ under suitable conditions relating (a1, b1, b2) to (a′1, b
′
1, b
′
2). Indeed, I am unaware

of any 2-dimensional or 3-dimensional sets of (a1, b1, b2) ∈ R3 for which F1 2 has been
proven to belong to LP+. These are interesting tasks for future research, which are
complementary to work [5, 6] on the absence of real zeros.

A Explicit counterexamples to Conjecture 4

In order to exhibit counterexamples to Conjecture 4, we proceed as follows. To
test whether a function f belongs to LP+, we will use the following criterion3:

Proposition 6 (Logarithmic-derivative criterion for f ∈ LP+). For an entire func-
tion f with f(0) 6= 0, the following are equivalent:

(a) f ∈ LP+.

(b) The sequence
(

(−1)n [xn]
f ′(x)

f(x)

)
n≥0

is a Stieltjes moment sequence.

(c) The sequence
(

(−1)n [xn]
f ′(x)

f(x)

)
n≥0

is a Stieltjes moment sequence with a unique

representing measure of the special form

µ = σδ0 +
∑
i

miαi δαi
(7)

3Results similar to Proposition 6 go back at least to the work of Grommer [11, especially pp. 157–
158] in 1914. See also the article of Krein [18] for a very useful survey.
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for a sequence α1 > α2 > . . . > 0 satisfying
∑
i

αi < ∞, integers mi ≥ 0, and

σ ≥ 0.

Here we write [xn] g(x) to denote the coefficient of xn in the Taylor expansion of
g(x); and we recall that a sequence is called a Stieltjes moment sequence if it is the
moment sequence for some positive measure on [0,∞). The proof of Proposition 6 is
not difficult: logarithmic differentiation of (2) leads to

f ′(x)

f(x)
= σ +

∞∑
i=1

αi
1 + αix

, (8)

which shows that (a)⇐⇒ (c); (c) =⇒ (b) is trivial; and a short argument shows that
(b) =⇒ (c) holds because of the assumption that f is entire. In what follows we will
use only the elementary fact (a) =⇒ (b).

As a test for when a sequence of real numbers is a Stieltjes moment sequence, we
will use the following criterion, due to Stieltjes [31] in 1894:

Proposition 7 (Continued-fraction criterion for Stieltjes moment property).
A sequence a = (an)n≥0 of real numbers is a Stieltjes moment sequence if and only if
its ordinary generating function has a continued-fraction expansion

∞∑
n=0

ant
n =

α0

1−
α1t

1−
α2t

1− · · ·

(9)

in the sense of formal power series, with nonnegative coefficients α1, α2, . . . .

We refer to [1, 26–28] for further information on the moment problem.

We will use the combination of Propositions 6 and 7 to show that certain entire
functions f do not belong to LP+. Please observe that in order to show, using
Proposition 7, that a given sequence a is not Stieltjes, we will need to show not only
that some αn < 0 but also that α1, . . . , αn−1 6= 0 (so that the continued fraction does
not terminate prematurely). But in our applications each αi will vanish (if at all)
on a subvariety of codimension 1 in the parameter space, so this vanishing will be
harmless if we can show that αn < 0 on a nonempty open set.

We will consider here the simplest case of Conjecture 4 that is not contained
in Theorem 1, namely p = 1 and q = 2. The logarithmic derivative of f(x) =

F1 2

(
a1

b1, b2

∣∣∣∣x) is

f ′(x)

f(x)
=

a1
b1b2

− a1[a1(1 + b1 + b2)− b1b2]
b21(b1 + 1)b22(b2 + 1)

t

+
a rather complicated expression

b31(b1 + 1)(b1 + 2)b32(b2 + 1)(b− 2 + 2)
t2 − . . . (10)

6



We divide this series by the leading coefficient a1/(b1b2), introduce the signs (−1)n,
and then use the Euler–Viscovatov algorithm [10,32] [16, pp. 27–31] [30] to compute
the continued-fraction coefficients α1, α2, . . . . They are rational functions

αi(a1, b1, b2) =
Ni(a1, b1, b2)

Di(a1, b1, b2)
, (11)

and the first two are

α1 =
a1(1 + b1 + b2)− b1b2
b1(b1 + 1)b2(b2 + 1)

(12a)

α2 =
(1 + a1)

[
a1(2 + 3b1 + 3b2 + b21 + b1b2 + b22) − b1b2(3 + b1 + b2)

]
(b1 + 1)(b1 + 2)(b2 + 1)(b2 + 2)

[
a1(1 + b1 + b2)− b1b2

] (12b)

The subsequent αi become increasingly complicated.
It is convenient to write a1 = b1 + γ. Then Conjecture 4 states that, for all i,

αi ≥ 0 whenever b1, b2 > 0 and γ ≥ 0. We will now show that this is false, by looking
at α3. The denominator polynomial

D3 = (b1 + 2)(b1 + 3)(b2 + 2)(b2 + 3)
[
b1(b1 + 1) + (1 + b1 + b2)γ

]
×[

b1(b1 + 1)(b1 + 2) + [(b1 + 1)(b1 + 2) + (3 + b1 + b2)b2]γ
]

(13)

has nonnegative coefficients and is therefore strictly positive whenever b1, b2 > 0 and
γ ≥ 0. The numerator polynomial N3 is a polynomial of degree 4 in b2, and its
highest-order term is

[b42]N3 = γ2(γ − 1) , (14)

which is negative whenever 0 < γ < 1 (and also when γ < 0). It follows that,
whenever b1 > 0 and 0 < γ < 1 (or γ < 0), we have N3 < 0 and hence α3 < 0 for all
sufficiently large positive b2. For instance, if b1 = 1 and γ = 1/2, then α3 < 0 for all
b2 > 52.4865 . . . . By Propositions 6 and 7, it follows that F1 2(b1 + γ; b1, b2; · ) /∈ LP+

in these cases.
Though the LP+ property fails for 0 < γ < 1, one might hope that it is restored

when γ ≥ 1. But this too is false, as we can see by looking at α5. One can verify, using
Mathematica’s function Reduce, that the denominator polynomial D5 is strictly
positive whenever b1, b2 ≥ 0 and γ ≥ 1. (Unlike what occurred for D3, it is not
coefficientwise nonnegative in b1, b2 and γ − 1.) On the other hand, the numerator
polynomial N5 is a polynomial of degree 11 in b2, and its highest-order term is

[b112 ]N5 = γ4(γ − 1)2(γ − 2) , (15)

which is negative whenever 1 < γ < 2 (and also when γ < 0 or 0 < γ < 1). It follows
that, whenever b1 > 0 and 1 < γ < 2, we have N5 < 0 and hence α5 < 0 for all
sufficiently large positive b2. For instance, if b1 = 1 and γ = 3/2, then α5 < 0 for all
b2 > 574.8859 . . . .

This pattern appears to continue. Using Mathematica’s function FindInstance,
I found (and the reader can easily verify) that α7 < 0 when b1 = 1, γ = 5/2 and
b2 = 72053, and that α9 < 0 when b1 = 1, γ = 7/2 and b2 = 750232. More precisely,
it appears that:

7



Conjecture 8 (Sufficient conditions for F1 2 /∈ LP+).

(a) The denominator polynomial Dn is strictly positive whenever b1, b2 > 0 and
γ ≥ b(n− 2)/2c.

(b) The numerator polynomial Nn is of degree
(
n
2

)
+ 1 in b2, and its highest-order

coefficient is

[b
(n
2)+1

2 ]Nn =


(γ − k)

k−1∏
i=0

(γ − i)2k−2i if n = 2k + 1

(b1 + γ + k + 1)
k∏
i=0

(γ − i)2k−2i+1 if n = 2k + 2

(16)

and hence

(c) For any b1 > 0 and any γ ∈ (k − 1, k), we have α2k+1 < 0 for all sufficiently
large b2.

(d) For any b1 > 0 and any noninteger γ > 0, we have F1 2(b1 + γ; b1, b2; · ) /∈ LP+

for all sufficiently large b2.

I have checked part (a) for 1 ≤ n ≤ 5, and part (b) for 1 ≤ n ≤ 10.
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[3] Á. Baricz, C.G. Kokologiannaki and T.K. Pogány, Zeros of Bessel function
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