
ar
X

iv
:2

30
7.

06
81

7v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

PR
] 

 1
3 

Ju
l 2

02
3

On the distribution of a random variable

involved in an independent ratio

Roberto Vila ∗1, 2, Narayanaswamy Balakrishnan †2, and Marcelo Bourguignon ‡3

1Department of Statistics, University of Braśılia, Braśılia, Brazil
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Abstract

In this paper, using inverse integral transforms, we derive the exact distribution of the

random variableX that is involved in the ratio Z
d
= X/(X+Y ) whereX and Y are independent

random variables having the same support, and Z and Y have known distributions. We
introduce new distributions this way. As applications of the obtained results, several examples
are presented.
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1 Introduction

Let X, Y and Z be (absolutely) continuous and positive random variables such that

Z
d
=

X

X + Y
, (1.1)

being
d
= equality in distribution, and the ratio in (1.1) has support in the unit interval (0, 1). The

random variable Z = X/(X + Y ) is known in the literature as type I ratio (Johnson et al., 1995;
Bekker et al., 2009).
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The distributions of ratios of random variables are of interest in many fields
(Nadarajah and Kotz, 2006). An important recent example of ratios of random variables is in
the case fatality rate of Covid-19 (Bourguignon et al., 2022), where X ∈ R

+ and Y ∈ R
+ are two

random variables representing the number of confirmed Covid-19-related deaths and Covid-19 cases
with no death result, respectively. The sum X + Y represents the number of confirmed Covid-19
cases. It should be noted that stochastic representations are important since they may justify some
models arising naturally in real situations, as described above.

The distribution of Z has been studied by several authors especially when X and Y are in-
dependent random variables and come from the same family of distributions. To the best of our
knowledge, there are no previous works when X and Y belong to different families. Malik (1967)
and Ahuja (1969) both discussed the case when X and Y are independent random variables fol-
lowing gamma distributions with shape parameters α > 0 and β > 0, and same scale parameter
θ. In a similar way, if X ∼ Gamma(α, θ1) and Y ∼ Gamma(β, θ2) are independent gamma vari-
ables, then Z is distributed according to a Libby-Novick distribution (Libby and Novick, 1982).
For a recent discussion of some extensions of this idea, one may refer to Jones and Balakrishnan
(2021). Lijoi et al. (2005) considered the ratio using inverse Gaussian random variables instead of
gamma random variables, and termed it as normalized inverse Gaussian distribution. Specifically,
the normalized inverse Gaussian distribution is obtained by the stochastic representation (1.1) with
X and Y being independent inverse Gaussian random variables with scale parameter 1 and shape
parameters α > 0 and β > 0.

Recently, new families of distributions have been introduced for modeling bounded quantities.
Some of the bounded distributions in the literature are derived from standard distributions by
mathematical transformation like Z = exp(−W ), Z = W/(1−W ) or Z = 1/(1−W ), whereW ∈ R

+.
For example, the following transformation gives rise to distributions on the unit interval: if Z = e−W ,
where W ∼ Exponentiated-Exponential(α, β), W ∼ Gamma(α, β) and W ∼ Lindley(α, β), implies
Z ∼ Kumaraswamy(α, β) (Kumaraswamy, 1980), Z ∼ Unit-Gamma(α, β) (Grassia, 1977) and
Z ∼ Log-Lindley(α, β) (Gómez-Déniz, 2014), respectively, where α, β > 0. As far as we know, the
Kumaraswamy, Unit-Gamma and Log-Lindley distributions among others do not have a stochastic
representation as in (1.1).

The aim of this paper is to propose an easy way of deriving the exact pdf of X that is involved in
the ratio Z = X/(X+Y ) when X and Y are independent random variables. The random variables
X and Y do not need to belong to the same family of distributions. We emphasize here that the
techniques used in this work can be slightly modified to determine the distribution of X in the
independent ratio Z = X/Y , which for sake of conciseness are omitted here. As the stochastic
representation in (1.1) is important, since it may justify some models arising naturally in certain
real situations, we can use the proposed approach to find the stochastic representation in (1.1)
for several models known in the literature. For example, it allows us to develop an EM-algorithm
for estimating the parameters of the distribution of Z. We further propose three new models for
bounded data and study them in detail. The rest of this paper proceeds as follows. In Section 2, we
develop the main results and study some special cases in detail. Then, some brief closing remarks
are made in Section 3.
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2 Main results and examples

Suppose X and Y are independent random variables, and that Y and Z have known distributions
such that the probability density function (PDF) of Y admits the following decomposition:

fY (sx) = A(s)B(x)C(sx), x, s > 0, (2.1)

where A,B and C are some positive-real functions. Then, the main problem addressed here is in
developing mathematical tools for finding the distribution of X for a wide class of distributions.

Theorem 1. Under the conditions (1.1) and (2.1), if

C(x) = exp(−λxθ), x > 0, λ, θ > 0, (2.2)

the density of X is given by

fX(x) =
λθ

x2−θ
B(x)

L−1

{

1

A(s1/θ)(s1/θ + 1)2
fZ

(

1

s1/θ + 1

)}

(λxθ),

where L−1 is the inverse Laplace transform.

From here on, in all the examples to follow, we suppose that X, Y and Z are related through
(1.1), and that X and Y are independent.

Example 1. When Y ∼ exp(λ), λ > 0, and Z ∼ Kumaraswamy(a, b), a > 0, b = 1, 2, . . ., that is,
Z has PDF given by

fZ(z) = abza−1(1− za)b−1, 0 < z < 1. (2.3)

Indeed, since fY (sx) = A(s)B(x)C(sx), with

A(s) = 1, B(x) = λ and C(sx) = exp(−λsx),

from Theorem 1 (with θ = 1), we readily have

fX(x) =
1

x
L−1

{

1

(s+ 1)2
fZ

(

1

s + 1

)}

(λx). (2.4)

On the other hand, a binomial expansion provides fZ(z) = ab
∑b−1

k=0

(

b−1
k

)

(−1)kza(k+1)−1. Using
this expansion and the linearity of L−1, we can write (2.4) as

fX(x) = ab
1

x

b−1
∑

k=0

(

b− 1

k

)

(−1)kL−1

{

(

1

s+ 1

)a(k+1)+1
}

(λx). (2.5)

Now, by employing the well-known formula (see Erdélyi and Bateman, 1954):

L−1{(αs+ β)−p}(t) =
1

αΓ(p)

(

t

α

)p−1

exp

(

−
βt

α

)

, p > 0, (2.6)
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the right-hand side of (2.5) is

fX(x) = ab
1

x

b−1
∑

k=0

(

b− 1

k

)

(−1)k
(λx)a(k+1)

Γ(1 + a(k + 1))
exp(−λx).

Hence, the density of X in this case is given by

fX(x) = abλa(k+1)
b−1
∑

k=0

(

b− 1

k

)

(−1)k
xa(k+1)−1

Γ(1 + a(k + 1))
exp(−λx).

=

b−1
∑

k=0

(

b− 1

k

)

(−1)k
1

k + 1
fTk

(x), x > 0,

where Tk ∼ Gamma(a(k + 1), λ). Thus, the PDF of X is a finite sum of weighted gamma distribu-
tions.

Example 2. When Y ∼ Gamma(β, λ), λ > 0, and Z ∼ Bbeta(α, β, ρ, δ), α, β > 0, ρ > 0 and
δ ∈ R, is a random variable following the bimodal beta (Bbeta) distribution (see Vila et al., 2022)
with density

fZ(z) =
ρ+ (1− δx)2

KB(α, β)
xα−1 (1− x)β−1, 0 < z < 1,

where K = 1 + ρ − 2δα/(α+ β) + δ2α(α+ 1)/[(α + β)(α+ β + 1)]. Indeed, since fY (sx) =
A(s)B(x)C(sx), with

A(s) = sβ−1, B(x) =
λβ

Γ(β)
xβ−1 and C(sx) = exp(−λsx),

from Theorem 1 (with θ = 1), we readily have

fX(x) =
Γ(β)

λβ−1xβ
L−1

{

1

sβ−1(s+ 1)2
fZ

(

1

s+ 1

)}

(λx), (2.7)

where

1

sβ−1(s+ 1)2
fZ

(

1

s+ 1

)

=

2
∑

k=0

πk

Γ(α+ β + k)
(s+ 1)−(α+β+k), (2.8)

π0 = (1 + ρ)/K, π1 = −2αδ/[(α+ β)K] and π2 = α(α+ 1)δ2/[(α + β)(α+ β + 1)K]. Note that
π0 + π1 + π2 = 1. Using (2.8) in (2.7), we obtain

fX(x) =
Γ(β)

λβ−1xβ

2
∑

k=0

πk

B(α + k, β)
L−1

{

(s+ 1)−(α+β+k)
}

(λx)

=
2

∑

k=0

πk
λα+k

Γ(α + k)
xα+k−1 exp(−λx),

where, in the last equality, we have used (2.6). Thus, the PDF of X in this case can be written as
a finite (generalized) mixture of three Gamma distributions with different shape parameters.
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Remark 1. Notice that the PDF of Z in Example 2 can be written as

fZ(z) = π0fZ0
(z) + π1fZ1

(z) + π2fZ2
(z),

where Zk ∼ Beta(α + k, β), k = 0, 1, 2, and π0, π1, π2 being as defined in Example 2.

Upon setting δ = 0 in Example 2, the following result well-known in the literature is deduced.

Example 3 (Malik (1967); Ahuja (1969); Jones and Balakrishnan (2021)). If Y ∼ Gamma(β, λ),
λ > 0, and Z ∼ Beta(α, β), α, β > 0, then X ∼ Gamma(α, λ).

Example 4. When Y ∼ Gamma(β, λ), β, λ > 0, and Z is a random variable following the Topp-
Leone distribution with density

fZ(z) = 2vzv−1(1− z)(2− z)v−1, 0 < z < 1, v = 1, 2, . . . .

Indeed, by taking A(s),B(x) and C(sx) as in Example 2, from Theorem 1 (with θ = 1), we have
the validity of the identity in (2.7), with Z following the Topp-Leone distribution. Note that this
identity can be expressed equivalently as

fX(x) =
2vΓ(β)

λβ−1xβ
L−1

{

(2s+ 1)v−1

sβ−2(s+ 1)2v+1

}

(λx).

Using a binomial expansion, the expression on the right hand side becomes

2vΓ(β)

λβ−1xβ

v−1
∑

k=0

(

v − 1

k

)

2kL−1

{

1

sβ−k−2(s+ 1)2v+1

}

(λx)

= 2vΓ(β)
v−1
∑

k=0

(

v − 1

k

)

2kλ2v−k−1x2v−k−2 1F1(2v + 1; β + 2v − k − 1;−λx)

Γ(β + 2v − k − 1)
,

where, in the last line, Proposition A.1 has been used. Thus, the PDF of X is a finite sum in this
case of weighted distributions that include confluent hypergeometric functions.

Example 5. When Y ∼ exp(λ), λ > 0, and Z is a random variable having the density

fZ(z) =
λβc+1

(β + c)Γ(c)

1

z2

{

Γ(c+ 1)

[

λ

(

1

z
− 1

)

+ β

]

−(c+1)

+ Γ(c+ 2)

[

λ

(

1

z
− 1

)

+ β

]

−(c+2)
}

,

where 0 < z < 1 and c, β > 0. Indeed, since fY (sx) = A(s)B(x)C(sx), with

A(s) = 1, B(x) = λ and C(sx) = exp(−λsx),

from Theorem 1 (with θ = 1), we readily have

fX(x) =
1

x
L−1

{

1

(s + 1)2
fZ

(

1

s+ 1

)}

(λx)

=
λβc+1

(β + c)Γ(c)

1

x
L−1

{

Γ(c+ 1)(λs+ β)−(c+1) + Γ(c+ 2)(λs+ β)−(c+2)
}

(λx).
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Upon using (2.6), the last equation becomes

fX(x) =
βc+1

(β + c)Γ(c)
xc−1(1 + x) exp(−βx), x > 0;

that is, X is a random variable having the weighted Lindley distribution (Ghitany et al., 2011).

Remark 2. Note that the density of Z in Example 5 can be expressed as

fZ(z) = pfT0
(z) + (1− p)fT1

(z),

where p = β/(β + c) and Tj = 1/(Lj + 1), Lj ∼ Lomax(c+ j, β/λ), j = 0, 1. Further,

E(T r
j ) =

c+ j

c+ j − r + 4

(

β

λ

)c+j

2F1

(

c+ j + 1, c+ j − r + 4; c+ j − r + 5; 1−
β

λ

)

,

provided c+ j − r + 4 > 0.

Example 6. When Y ∼ GG(a2, d2, θ), a2, d2, θ > 0, is a random variable following the generalized
gamma (GG) distribution with density

fY (y) =
θ

ad22 Γ

(

d2
θ

) yd2−1 exp

[

−

(

y

a2

)θ
]

, y > 0,

and let Z is a random variable with density

fZ(z) =
θad21 ad12

B

(

d1
θ
,
d2
θ

)

zd1−1(1− z)d2−1

{(a2z)θ + [a1(1− z)]θ}(d1+d2)/θ
, where 0 < z < 1, a1, d1 > 0. (2.9)

Indeed, since fY (sx) = A(s)B(x)C(sx), with

A(s) = sd2−1, B(x) =
θ

ad22 Γ

(

d2
θ

) xd2−1 and C(sx) = exp

[

−

(

sx

a2

)θ
]

,

from Theorem 1 (with λ = a−θ
2 ), we readily have

fX(x) =
λθ

x2−θ
B(x)

L−1

{

1

A(s1/θ)(s1/θ + 1)2
fZ

(

1

s1/θ + 1

)}

(λxθ).

But, x2−θ
B(x) = θxd2−θ+1/[ad22 Γ(d2/θ)] and

1

A(s1/θ)(s1/θ + 1)2
fZ

(

1

s1/θ + 1

)

=
θad12

ad11 B

(

d1
θ
,
d2
θ

)

[

(

a2
a1

)θ

+ s

]

−(d1+d2)/θ

.
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Then, by using (2.6), we find

fX(x) =

λθad1+d2
2 Γ

(

d2
θ

)

ad11 B

(

d1
θ
,
d2
θ

)

1

xd2−θ+1
L−1







[

(

a2
a1

)θ

+ s

]

−(d1+d2)/θ






(λxθ)

=
θ

ad11 Γ

(

d1
θ

) xd1−1 exp

[

−

(

x

a1

)θ
]

, x > 0;

that is, X ∼ GG(a1, d1, θ). Note that, by taking θ = 1, the PDF of Z in (2.9) becomes the Libby-
Novick distribution (see Ahmed, 2021; Libby and Novick, 1982). Also, by taking d1 = d2 = θ,
a1 = 1 and a2 = β in Example 6, we get the following example.

Example 7. When Y ∼ Weibull(θ, β), θ, β > 0, and Z ∼ UW2(θ, β) is a random variable following
a unitary Weibull distribution Type 2 (UW2) (see Reyes et al., 2023) with density

fZ(z) =
θβθzθ−1(1− z)θ−1

[(βz)θ + (1− z)θ]2
, 0 < z < 1.

Then, X ∼ Weibull(θ, 1).

Theorem 2. Under the conditions in (1.1) and (2.1), if

C(x) = (p+ qx) exp(−λx), x > 0, q, λ > 0, p > 0, (2.10)

the density of X is given by

fX(x) =
λ3

qx(λp/q)+2
B(x)

∫ x

0

ξλp/qL−1







1

A

( s

λ

)

(s+ λ)2
fZ

(

λ

s+ λ

)







(ξ)dξ,

whenever [x(λp/q)+2
B(x)fX(x)]|x=0+ = 0.

Example 8. When Y is a random variable following the weighted Lindley distribution (see
Ghitany et al., 2011) with parameter vector (b, 1) and density

fY (y) =
1

(1 + b)Γ(b)
yb−1(1 + y) exp(−y), y > 0, b > 0,

and Z is a random variable with density

fZ(z) =
(a+ b+ 1)

(1 + a)(1 + b)B(a, b)
za−1 (1− z)b−1 [(a+ b) z(1 − z) + 1] , 0 < z < 1, a > 0. (2.11)

Indeed, since fY (sx) = A(s)B(x)C(sx), with

A(s) = sb−1, B(x) =
1

(1 + b)Γ(b)
xb−1 and C(sx) = (1 + sx) exp(−sx),
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from Theorem 2 (with p = q = λ = 1), we get

fX(x) =
1

x3
B(x)

∫ x

0

ξL−1

{

1

A(s)(s+ 1)2
fZ

(

1

s+ 1

)}

(ξ)dξ, (2.12)

provided [x3
B(x)fX(x)]|x=0+ = 0. But, x3

B(x) = xb+2/[(1 + b)Γ(b)] and

1

A(s)(s+ 1)2
fZ

(

1

s+ 1

)

=
(a+ b+ 1)

(1 + a)(1 + b)B(a, b)

[

1

(s+ 1)a+b
+ (a + b)

s

(s+ 1)a+b+2

]

=
(a+ b+ 1)

(1 + a)(1 + b)B(a, b)

[

1

(s+ 1)a+b
+ (a + b)sL

{

ξa+b+1 exp(−ξ)

Γ(a+ b+ 2)

}

(s)

]

,

where, in the last line, we have used (2.6). Now, by applying the inverse Laplace transform on both
sides of the above equality and using (2.6) together with property (B.2), we obtain

L−1

{

1

A(s)(s+ 1)2
fZ

(

1

s+ 1

)}

(ξ)

=
(a+ b+ 1)

(1 + a)(1 + b)B(a, b)

[

L−1
{

(s+ 1)−(a+b)
}

(ξ) + (a+ b)L−1

{

sL

{

ξa+b+1 exp(−ξ)

Γ(a+ b+ 2)

}

(s)

}

(ξ)

]

=
1

(1 + a)(1 + b)Γ(a)Γ(b)
ξa+b−1[(a+ b+ 1) + (a+ b+ 1)ξ − ξ2] exp(−ξ).

Using the above identities in (2.12), we get

fX(x) =
1

(1 + a)Γ(a)

1

xb+2

∫ x

0

ξa+b[(a+ b+ 1) + (a+ b+ 1)ξ − ξ2] exp(−ξ)dξ

=
1

(1 + a)Γ(a)
xa−1(1 + x) exp(−x),

whenever [x3
B(x)fX(x)]|x=0+ = 0. Note that this condition is equivalent to [xb+2fX(x)]|x=0+ = 0,

which is satisfied if we consider fX as in the above equation. Then, we conclude thatX has weighted
Lindley distribution with parameter vector (a, 1).

Remark 3. A simple observation shows that the density of Z in (2.11) can be written as a mixture
of beta distributions as

fZ(z) = pfZ0
(z) + (1− p)fZ1

(z),

where p = (a+ b+ 1)/[(a+ 1)(b+ 1)] and Zj ∼ Beta(a + j, b+ j), j = 0, 1.

Theorem 3. Under the conditions in (1.1) and (2.1), if

C(x) = (1 + θx)−p, x > 0, θ, p > 0, (2.13)
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the density of X is given by

fX(x) =
1

xB(x)
G−1
p















1

spA

(

1

θs

)

(

θs

1 + θs

)2

fZ

(

θs

1 + θs

)















(x),

where G−1
p is the inverse of the generalized Stieltjes transform Gp (see Schwarz, 2005).

Example 9. When Y is a random variable having the generalized beta-prime distribution with
shape parameters α2, β2 > 0 and density

fY (y) =
λα2

2 yα2−1(1 + λ2y)
−(α2+β2)

B(α2, β2)
, y > 0,

and Z has density

fZ(z) = K
zα1−1

(1− z)α1+1 2F1

(

α1 + β1, α1 + α2;α1 + α2 + β1 + β2; 1−
λ1

λ2

(

z

1− z

))

, 0 < z < 1,

(2.14)

where K = B(α1 + α2, β1 + β2)λ
α1

1 /[B(α1, β1)B(α2, β2)λ
α1

2 ] and α1, β1 > 0. Indeed, observe that
fY (sx) = A(s)B(x)C(sx), with

A(s) = sα2−1, B(x) =
λα2

2

B(α2, β2)
xα2−1 and C(sx) = (1 + λ2sx)

−(α2+β2).

As xB(x) = λα2

2 xα2/B(α2, β2) and (for p = α2 + β2 and θ = λ2)

1

spA

(

1

θs

)

(

θs

1 + θs

)2

fZ

(

θs

1 + θs

)

=
B(α1 + α2, β1 + β2)λ

α1

1 λα2

2

B(α1, β1)B(α2, β2)
sα1−β2

2F1 (α1 + β1, α1 + α2;α1 + α2 + β1 + β2; 1− λ1s) ,

from Theorem 3 (with p = α2 + β2 and θ = λ2), we readily obtain

fX(x) =
B(α1 + α2, β1 + β2)λ

α1

1

B(α1, β1)xα2
G−1
p

{

sα1−β2
2F1 (α1 + β1, α1 + α2;α1 + α2 + β1 + β2; 1− λ1s)

}

(x).

(2.15)

By using the known formula (see Erdélyi and Bateman, 1954, p. 233)

Gρ

{

xν−1(a+ x)−µ
}

(y) =
Γ(ν)Γ(µ− ν + ρ)

Γ(µ+ ρ)aµ
yν−ρ

2F1

(

µ, ν;µ+ ρ; 1−
y

a

)

, ρ > ν − µ,
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with µ = α1 + β1, ν = α1 + α2, a = 1/λ1, ρ = p = α2 + β2 and y = s, we write the argument of G−1
ρ

in (2.15) as

sα1−β2
2F1 (α1 + β1, α1 + α2;α1 + α2 + β1 + β2; 1− λ1s)

=
Γ(α1 + β1 + α2 + β2)

Γ(α1 + α2)Γ(β1 + β2)λ
α1+β1

1

Gp

{

xα1+α2−1

(

1

λ1

+ x

)

−(α1+β1)
}

(s). (2.16)

Then, by combining (2.15) and (2.16), we obtain

fX(x) =
λα1

1 xα1−1 (1 + λ1x)
−(α1+β1)

B(α1, β1)
;

that is, X follows the generalized beta-prime distribution with shape parameters α1, β1 > 0.

Remark 4. For two independent variables X and Y having generalized beta-prime distributions,
the density fZ equivalent to (2.14) was determined earlier by Bekker et al. (2009).

By combining the formula (23) of Schwarz (2005) with Theorem 3, the following result follows.

Corollary 2.1. Under the conditions in (1.1) and (2.1), if C(x) is as in (2.13), then the density of
X is given by

fX(x) =
Γ(p)

xB(x)
L−1















t1−pL−1















1

spA

(

1

θs

)

(

θs

1 + θs

)2

fZ

(

θs

1 + θs

)















(t)















(x).

Corollary 2.1 provides an alternative formula in case the inverse generalized Stieltjes transform
of Theorem 3 is difficult to find.

3 Concluding Remarks

In the recent literature concerning bounded models, many papers have assumed a known distri-
bution for Z, but usually it is difficult to understand how X and Y were obtained. In this paper,
a new technique based on inverse integral transforms approach is suggested for finding the exact
distribution of the random variable X that is involved in the independent ratio Z = X/(X + Y ).
This procedure has been discussed in detail for some cases and illustrated with many known as well
as some new (see Examples 5, 6 and 8) bounded models.
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Appendix A A technical result

Proposition A.1. The following identity holds true:

L−1

{

sa

(1 + s)b

}

(t) =
1

Γ(b− a)
tb−a−1

1F1(b; b− a;−t), b > a.

Proof. Upon using the identity

1F1(a; c; z) =
Γ(c)

Γ(a)

∞
∑

n=0

Γ(a+ n)

Γ(c+ n)

zn

n!
,

we can write (for b > a)

1

Γ(b− a)
tb−a−1

1F1(b; b− a;−t) =
1

Γ(b)

∞
∑

n=0

Γ(b+ n)

Γ(b− a+ n)

(−1)n

n!
tn+b−a−1.

Then, by using Fubini/Tonelli theorem,

L

{

1

Γ(b− a)
tb−a−1

1F1(b; b− a;−t)

}

=
1

Γ(b)

∞
∑

n=0

Γ(b+ n)

Γ(b− a + n)

(−1)n

n!
L
{

tn+b−a−1
}

(s)

= sa−b 1

Γ(b)

∞
∑

n=0

Γ(b+ n)
(−1)n

n!

1

sn
, (A.1)

because L{tp}(s) = Γ(p+ 1)/sp+1, p > −1. By combining the identity

∞
∑

n=0

Γ(b+ n)
(−1)n

n!

1

sn
=

(

s

s+ 1

)b

Γ(b)

with (A.1), the required result follows.
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Appendix B Proofs of the theorems

Proof of Theorem 1

Using the independence of X and Y , from (1.1) and (2.1), it is simple to verify that the PDF
of Z can be expressed as

fZ(z) = (s+ 1)2
∫

∞

0

xfX(x)fY (sx)dx, where s =
1

z
− 1.

By using (2.1), the above identity can be equivalently written as

1

A(s)(s+ 1)2
fZ

(

1

s+ 1

)

=

∫

∞

0

xB(x)fX(x)C(sx)dx. (B.1)

From (2.2), the above equation becomes

1

A(s)(s+ 1)2
fZ

(

1

s+ 1

)

=

∫

∞

0

xB(x)fX(x) exp(−λsθxθ)dx.

Making the change of variable y = xθ, with dx = [y(1/θ)−1/θ]dy, the above improper integral is

=
1

θ

∫

∞

0

y(2/θ)−1
B(y1/θ)fX(y

1/θ) exp(−λsθy)dy

=
1

θ
L
{

y(2/θ)−1
B(y1/θ)fX(y

1/θ)
}

(λsθ)

=
1

λθ
L

{

(y

λ

)(2/θ)−1

B

(

(y

λ

)1/θ
)

fX

(

(y

λ

)1/θ
)}

(sθ),

where, in the last line, we have used the scale change property of L. Hence,

λθ

A(s)(s+ 1)2
fZ

(

1

s+ 1

)

= L

{

(y

λ

)(2/θ)−1

B

(

(y

λ

)1/θ
)

fX

(

(y

λ

)1/θ
)}

(sθ).

Now, by applying the inverse Laplace transform to both sides of the above equation, we obtain

(y

λ

)(2/θ)−1

B

(

(y

λ

)1/θ
)

fX

(

(y

λ

)1/θ
)

= L−1

{

λθ

A(s1/θ)(s1/θ + 1)2
fZ

(

1

s1/θ + 1

)}

(y).

Setting x = (y/λ)1/θ and making simple algebraic manipulations, the proof follows.

Proof of Theorem 2

By combining the decomposition in (2.1) with (2.10), and using the identity (B.1), we obtain

1

A(s)(s+ 1)2
fZ

(

1

s+ 1

)

=

∫

∞

0

xB(x)fX(x)(p + qsx) exp(−λsx)dx

= pL{xB(x)fX(x)} (λs) + qsL
{

x2
B(x)fX(x)

}

(λs).
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Now, by applying the inverse Laplace transform on both sides of the above equality and using the
well-known property, that

L−1{sL{g(x)}(s)}(x) = g′(x), (B.2)

we obtain

L−1







λ2

A

( s

λ

)

(s+ λ)2
fZ

(

λ

s+ λ

)







(x) = pxB(x)fX(x) +
q

λ
[x2
B(x)fX(x)]

′

=

[(

p +
2q

λ

)

xB(x) +
q

λ
x2
B

′(x)

]

fX(x) +
q

λ
x2
B(x)f ′

X(x);

equivalently,

f ′

X(x) + P (x)fX(x) = Q(x), (B.3)

where

P (x) =

(

λp

q
+ 2

)

1

x
+
B

′(x)

B(x)
, Q(x) =

λ3

qx2
B(x)

L−1







1

A

( s

λ

)

(s+ λ)2
fZ

(

λ

s+ λ

)







(x).

Observe that Eq. (B.3) is a first-order non-homogeneous linear differential equation of type y′ +
p(t)y = q(t), t > 0, whose solution (by method of integrating factor), well-known in the field of
differential equations, can be given as y(t) = exp(−

∫

p(t)dt)[
∫ t

−∞
exp(

∫

p(s)ds)q(s)ds+const], with

const= [exp(
∫

p(t)dt)y(t)]|t=0+ . Hence, for x > 0, we have

fX(x) = exp

(

−

∫

P (x)dx

)[
∫ x

0

exp

(
∫

P (ξ)dξ

)

Q(ξ)dξ + const

]

=
1

x(λp/q)+2
B(x)

[
∫ x

0

ξ(λp/q)+2
B(ξ)Q(ξ)dξ + const

]

=
1

x(λp/q)+2
B(x)





λ3

q

∫ x

0

ξλp/qL−1







1

A

( s

λ

)

(s+ λ)2
fZ

(

λ

s+ λ

)







(ξ)dξ + const



 ,

where const= [x(λp/q)+2
B(x)fX(x)]|x=0+ . From the above identity, the proof follows.

Proof of Theorem 3

Proof. From (2.13) and (2.1), we have

fY (sx) = A(s)B(x)C(sx) =
1

(θs)p
A(s)B(x)

(

1

θs
+ x

)

−p

, x, s > 0. (B.4)
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Now, by combining the identities in (B.1) and (B.4), we obtain

(θs)p

A(s)(s+ 1)2
fZ

(

1

s+ 1

)

=

∫

∞

0

xB(x)fX(x)

(

1

θs
+ x

)

−p

dx

= Gp{xB(x)fX(x)}

(

1

θs

)

.

Applying the inverse generalized Stieltjes transform on both sides of the above equality, the proof
of the required identity readily follows.
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