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Procedure for Obtaining the Analytical Distribution Function of Relaxation
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The interpretation of electrochemical impedance spectroscopy data by fitting it to equivalent circuit models
has been a standard method of analysis in electrochemistry. However, the inversion of the data from the
frequency domain to a distribution function of relaxation times (DFRT) has gained considerable attention
for impedance data analysis, as it can reveal more detailed information about the underlying electrochemical
processes without requiring a priori knowledge. The focus of this paper is to provide a general procedure
for obtaining analytically the DFRT from an impedance model, assuming an elemental Debye relaxation
model as the kernel. The procedure consists of first representing the impedance function in terms of the
Fox H-function, which possesses many useful properties particularly that its Laplace transform is again an
H-function. From there the DFRT is obtained by two successive iterations of inverse Laplace transforms. In
the passage, one can easily obtain an expression for the response function to a step excitation. The procedure
is tested and verified on some known impedance models.
Keywords: Fox H-function; distribution of relaxation time; impedance spectroscopy.

I. INTRODUCTION

Electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS) is one
of the principal techniques used in electrochemistry. EIS
data are acquired by applying a small amplitude voltage
v(t) (or current i(t)) perturbation at different frequen-
cies to an electrochemical system, and measuring the re-
sulting current (or voltage). Applying small magnitude
perturbations is meant to suppress nonlinear behaviors,
allowing the system to be studied using relatively simple
linear models. The impedance (or admittance) spectrum
is then defined as the point-by-point ratio between the
voltage and the current, both expressed in the frequency
domain, i.e. V (s) and I(s) (s = iω). Note that V (s) and
I(s) are the Laplace transforms (LT) of v(t) and i(t),
knowing that the LT of a function f(t) (t ∈ R+) is de-
fined by L[f(t); s] = F (s) =

∫

∞

0
e−stf(t)dt, s ∈ C and

the inverse LT of F (s) is defined by L−1[F (s); t] = f(t) =

(2πi)−1
∫ γ+i∞

γ−i∞ estF (s)ds, Re(s) = γ. The impedance of

a system is thus the complex-valued function1,2:

Z(f) =
V (s)

I(s)
= Z ′(s) + jZ”(s) (1)

which can be used, in principle, to characterize and
extract valuable physical, chemical and electrical in-
formation about the system under study (e.g. charge
transport and transfer processes, charge storage, aging
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and degradation1,2 in batteries3–5, supercapacitors6, fuel
cells7, solar cells8, electrochemical sensors9, corroding
surfaces10, biomaterials11,12, etc.). In this regard, the
success of EIS as a useful technique is contingent on the
ability of one to describe the system via a quantitative
physical model, but this may not often be possible13.
The interpretation of EIS data is commonly done via

its (complex nonlinear least squares) fitting to electri-
cal models consisting of resistors, capacitors, inductors,
fractional capacitors and fractional inductors arranged
in series and/or parallel combinations4. However, this
may not always represent the actual physics of the sys-
tem because the selection of an equivalent circuit is based
on the user’s experience and prior understanding of the
system14. Furthermore, multiple equivalent circuits can
actually fit the same data equally well. The data fitting
problem can be seen differently if Eq. 1, is rewritten in
the time domain with the use of the convolution theorem
as15,16:

v(t) = (z ⊛ i)(t) =

+∞
∫

−∞

z(ξ)i(t− ξ)dξ (2)

The time-domain function z(t), being the inverse LT
of Z(s), represents the collective electrical response to
whatever changes are happening from within the system
of physical and chemical nature.
If z(t) is considered to be an average relaxation func-

tion such that when a current impulse is subjected onto
the system the resulting voltage will relax monotonically
to zero, we can write z(t) as14:

zD(t) = c0δ(t) +
N
∑

n=1

cnθ(t)τ
−1
n e−t/τn (3)
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where θ(t) is the Heaviside theta function, equal to 0 for
t < 0 and 1 for t > 0, cn (n = 0, 1, . . . , N) are constant
coefficients, and τn are positive time constants. The term
c0δ(t) represents the response of the system at t = 0.
It is understood that Eq. 3 is obtained by considering
the system under test to be of capacitive nature, and
comprised of an infinite series of RC elements according
to the Debye circuit model. We consider from now on
that the impedance function is normalized with respect
to an arbitrary resistance R.
By taking the LT of Eq. 3 we obtain the impedance of

the system in the frequency domain as:

ZD(s) = c0 +

N
∑

n=1

cn
1 + sτn

(4)

With c0 = R0/R being a normalized ohmic resistance,
cn = gn∆τ (∆τ → 0), N → ∞, we rewrite the impedance
in Eq. 4 as:

ZD(s) ≈ R0/R+

∞
∫

0

g(τ)

1 + sτ
dτ (5)

or, as usually preferred with γ(ln τ) = τg(τ), as

ZD(s) ≈ R0/R+

∞
∫

0

γ(ln τ)

1 + sτ
d ln τ (6)

Here in ZD(s) the frequency is the independent variable,
while R0 and the distribution function of relaxation times
(DFRT) g(τ) are the unknown model parameters13. We
note that the time-domain function zD(t) in Eq. 3 can
also be expressed as the integral of exponential decays as
follows:

zD(t) = (R0/R) δ(t) +

∞
∫

0

g(τ)θ(t)τ−1e−t/τdτ (7)

The elementary Debye kernel in Eq.5 representing
an exponential relaxation process can be replaced with
other functions. For example, Florsch, Revil, and
Camerlynck17 considered the Havrilliak-Negami (HN)
model as a kernel. This gives by superposition the fol-
lowing expression for the impedance function:

ZHN (s) ≈ R0 +

∞
∫

0

g(τ)

(1 + (sτ)α)β
dτ (0 < α, β 6 1) (8)

in which the problem is now to retrieve g(τ) assuming α
and β are known a priori. It is clear that for β = 1 we
recover the Cole-Cole model, with α = 1 the Davidson-
Cole model is recovered, and with α = β = 1 we retrieve
back the Debye model.
The aim of this work is to provide a general proce-

dure for recovering analytically the function g(τ) from

Eq. 5 with the use of Fox’s H-function and its proper-
ties (Section II B). We note that finding the distribu-
tion of the relaxation times can be directly obtained
from the experimentally-measured spectral data (i.e.
without the need to model it) via numerical inversion
methods, such as by Fourier transform techniques18,19,
Tikhonov regularization20–22, Max Entropy23,24, genetic
algorithm25, etc.13,14,26,27. However, it is also instructive
to have the analytical expression for the DFRT associ-
ated with a given impedance model. For this purpose, we
shall first recall from the general treatment of Macdon-
ald and Brachman 28 on integral transforms in linear sys-
tems some of the useful relations to be used for this anal-
ysis (Section IIA). The authors provided there a com-
prehensive set of relations between the various complex
functions used to describe networks and systems, as well
as between responses to various types of inputs. These
functions can be for instance an impedance or an ad-
mittance, a transfer ratio, a complex susceptance, etc.28.
Next, after presenting the proposed method of inversion
from Eq. 5 with the use of the H-function (Section II B),
we derive analytical expressions pertinent to systems de-
scribed with some of the most widely used models of
impedance (Section III).

II. THEORY

A. Basic relations

Using the definitions and notations of Macdonald and
Brachman, we define from Eq. 5 the integral transform:

Q(s) =

∞
∫

0

g(τ)

1 + sτ
dτ (9)

as the reduced impedance function for the simple Debye
dispersion model (1+ sτ)−1. If we define an inverse time
constant λ = τ−1, and a distribution D(λ) as

D(λ) = λ−1g(λ−1) (10)

then Q(s) in Eq. 9 becomes the iterated LT of D(λ) as 28:

Q(s) =

∞
∫

0

D(λ)

s+ λ
dλ = L{L[D(λ); t]; s} (11)

This can be readily deducted from:

Q(s) =

∞
∫

0

D(λ)dλ

∞
∫

0

e−t(s+λ)dt (12)

We recognize that this iterated LT is the Stieltjes trans-
form (ST)29. The system response A(t) to a step function
can be obtained from:

A(t) = L−1[Q(s); t] (13)
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D(λ)A(t)Q(s) g(τ)
iLT iLT

iST

iLT: inverse Laplace transform
iST: inverse Stieltjes transform

FIG. 1. Basic relations between the functions Q(s), A(t),
D(λ) and g(τ ) (g(τ ) = τ−1D(τ−1) with τ = λ−1)

With Eq. 11, we can also write

A(t) = L[D(λ); t] (14)

By inverse LT we have:

D(λ) = L−1[A(t);λ)] (15)

and we can obtain g(τ) from:

g(τ) = τ−1D(τ−1) (16)

Fig. 1 shows schematically the connection between the
different functions Q(s), A(t), D(λ) and g(τ).
One simple example to demonstrate these steps is to

consider the case of a series RC circuit with an admit-
tance given by

Y (s) =
sC

1 +RCs
(17)

In normalized form this admittance is:

Y (s)

sC
= Q1(s) =

1

1 + sτ0
(18)

where τ0 = RC is a time constant. Its inverse LT gives:

A1(t) = τ0
−1e−t/τ0 (19)

and by another iteration of inverse LT we obtain:

D1(λ) = τ−1
0 δ(λ− τ−1

0 ) (20)

Using Eq. 16, we obtain for the DFRT:

g1(τ) = τ−1τ−1
0 δ(τ−1 − τ−1

0 ) = δ(τ − τ0) (21)

which is as expected an impulse delayed by τ0.
The procedure for deriving expressions for g(τ) can

be streamlined and generalized with use of Fox’s H-
function30, as we show below. The use of the H-function
is motivated by the fact that it has many convenient
properties and amongst them is that its Laplace trans-
form is again an H-function31. This allows us to obtain
both the system response function and the DFRT in a
straightforward manner in terms of the H-function.

B. Proposed method of inversion

The procedure we propose here for deconvolving the
DFRT g(τ) from Eq. 5 requires first to express a given
impedance function in terms of Fox’s H-function. We
recall that Fox’s H-function of order (m,n, p, q) ∈ N4,
(0 6 n 6 p, 1 6 m 6 q) and with parameters Aj ∈
R+ (j = 1, . . . , p), Bj ∈ R+ (j = 1, . . . , q), aj ∈ C (j =
1, . . . , p) and bj ∈ C (j = 1, . . . , q) is defined for z ∈
C, z 6= 0 by the contour integral30,31:

Hm,n
p,q

[

z|
(a1,A1),...,(ap,Ap)

(b1,B1),...,(bq,Bq)

]

=
1

2πi

∫

L

h(s)z−sds (22)

where the integrand h(s) is given by:

h(s) =

{

m
∏

j=1

Γ(bj +Bjs)

}{

n
∏

j=1

Γ(1− aj −Ajs)

}

{

q
∏

j=m+1

Γ(1 − bj −Bjs)

}{

p
∏

j=n+1

Γ(aj +Ajs)

}

(23)
In Eq. 22, z−s = exp [−s(ln |z|+ i arg z)] and arg z is not
necessarily the principal value. The contour of integra-
tion L is a suitable contour separating the poles of Γ(bj+
Bjs) (j = 1, . . . ,m) from the poles of Γ(1 − aj − Ajs)
(j = 1, . . . , n). An empty product is always interpreted
as unity. For more details on the H-function including
definition, convergence, and many useful properties we
refer to Mathai, Saxena, and Haubold31, Mathai and
Saxena32, and Kilbas and Saigo33.
The importance of the H-function for this work arises

from that fact that (i) it contains a vast number of ele-
mentary and special functions used in science and engi-
neering as special cases; see for instance Appendices A.6
and A.7 in Mathai and Saxena32 for many examples of
elementary functions expressed in terms of H-functions,
and H-functions expressed in terms of elementary func-
tions. Furthermore, (ii) the Laplace transform of an H-
function is again an H-function, which is essentially the
main mathematical tool needed to deal with Eq. 11. This
result is obtained from the following steps34,35:

L

[

Hm,n
p,q

[

t

∣

∣

∣

∣

(ap, Ap)
(bq, Bq)

]

;u

]

(24)

=
1

2πi

∫

∞

0

∫

L

e−uth(s)t−sds dt

=
1

2πi

∫

L

h(s)us−1Γ(1− s)ds

= u−1Hm,n+1
p+1,q

[

u−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0, 1), (a1, A1), . . . , (ap, Ap)
(b1, B1), . . . , (bq, Bq)

]

Furthermore, we have the inverse LT given by35:

L−1

[

Hm,n
p,q

[

u

∣

∣

∣

∣

(ap, Ap)
(bq, Bq)

]

; t

]

(25)

= t−1Hm,n
p+1,q

[

t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

(ap, Ap), . . . , (a1, A1), (0, 1)
(b1, B1), . . . , (bq, Bq)

]
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From Mathai, Saxena and Haubold31 (formula 2.19), we
have:

L

[

tρ−1Hm,n
p,q

[

atσ
∣

∣

∣

∣

(ap, Ap)
(bq, Bq)

]

;u

]

(26)

= u−ρHm,n+1
p+1,q

[

au−σ

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1− ρ, σ), (a1, A1), . . . , (ap, Ap)
(b1, B1), . . . , (bq, Bq)

]

which uses extra parameters (a, ρ, σ) in case they are
needed. Its inverse LT (formula 2.21 in31) is:

L−1

[

u−ρHm,n
p,q

[

auσ

∣

∣

∣

∣

(ap, Ap)
(bq, Bq)

]

; t

]

(27)

= tρ−1Hm,n
p+1,q

[

at−σ

∣

∣

∣

∣

(ap, Ap), . . . , (a1, A1), (ρ, σ)
(b1, B1), . . . , (bq, Bq)

]

Now using Eqs. 11 and 16 with the help of a few general
properties of the H-function, mainly (i) identities dealing
with the reciprocal of an argument31–33:

Hm,n
p,q

[

z

∣

∣

∣

∣

(ap, Ap)
(bq, Bq)

]

= Hn,m
q,p

[

z−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1− bq, Bq)
(1− ap, Ap)

]

,

(28)
and (ii) the multiplication of an H-function by the argu-
ment to a certain power:

zσHm,n
p,q

[

z

∣

∣

∣

∣

(ap, Ap)
(bq, Bq)

]

= Hm,n
p,q

[

z

∣

∣

∣

∣

(ap + σAp, Ap)
(bq + σBq, Bq)

]

(29)
leads to the desired result for the DFRT g(τ). In Sec-
tion III below we apply this procedure to a few examples
of well-known impedance functions.

III. EXAMPLES

A. Constant phase element

The constant phase element (CPE) is widely used in
equivalent circuit models for impedance fitting of anoma-
lous data that cannot be easily described with basic R
and C circuit elements6,15,36–38. Its impedance function
is given by:

Zc(s) =
1

Cαsα
(30)

where Cα is a pseudo-capacitance in units of F sα−1 and
α is known as the dispersion coefficient. For 0 < α 6 1,
the CPE represents the impedance of a fractional capac-
itor of constant phase φ(Zc) = tan−1(−απ/2), and for
α = 1, it represents the impedance of an ideal capacitor.
For the particular case of α = 0.5, it represents the War-
burg impedance. Normalizing the impedance function in
Eq. 30 to an arbitrary resistance R gives:

Qc(s) =
1

(sτc)α
(31)

where τc = (RCα)
1/α is a characteristic time constant.

Applying two successive times the inverse LT to Qc(s)
gives first the system response function as:

Ac(t) =
(t/τc)

α

tΓ(α)
(32)

and then the distribution Dc(λ) as:

Dc(λ) = π−1 sin(απ)(τc λ)
−α (33)

We remind that π/sin(πz) = Γ(z)Γ(1− z) (reflection for-
mula for the gamma function). Using Eq. 16 we obtain
the DFRT gc(τ) as the power-law function1:

gc(τ) = π−1 sin(απ)τ−α
c τα−1 (34)

We note that Dc(λ) can be obtained directly through the
inverse ST applied onto Eq. 31 using29:

s−α =
1

Γ(α)Γ(1 − α)

∞
∫

0

λ−α

s+ λ
dλ (35)

or thought the Titchmarsh inversion formula (# 11.8.4
in39):

Dc(λ) =
i

2π

[

Qc(λe
iπ)−Qc(λe

−iπ)
]

(36)

Discretization of Eq. 35 has been adapted by Abdelaty et
al.40 as a way of representing the sα term as a weighted
sum of first-order high-pass filters.
Now in order to apply the proposed inversion method,

we rewrite the CPE impedance function in Eq. 31 as an
H-function using the following relation 31:

zγ(1− z)β = Γ(β + 1)H1,0
1,1

[

z

∣

∣

∣

∣

(γ + β + 1, 1)
(γ, 1)

]

(37)

which gives:

Qc(s) = H1,0
1,1

[

(sτc)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(−α+ 1, 1)
(−α, 1)

]

(38)

valid for the argument |sτc| < 1, and

Qc(s) = H0,1
1,1

[

(sτc)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(−α+ 1, 1)
(−α, 1)

]

(39)

valid for |sτc| > 1. We note that when Ai = Bj = 1
(i = 1, . . . , p); (j = 1, . . . , q) the H-function reduces to
the Meijer G-function33. This makes Eq. 39 for instance
to be:

Qc(s) = G0,1
1,1

[

(sτc)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(−α+ 1)
(−α)

]

(40)

The inverse LT of Eq. 39 using the formula given in 27
(with the help of the identity 28) is:

Ac(t) = t−1H0,1
2,1

[

(τc/t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(−α+ 1, 1), (0, 1)
(−α, 1)

]

(41)

= t−1H1,0
1,2

[

(t/τc)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1 + α, 1)
(α, 1), (1, 1)

]

(42)

=
(t/τc)

α

tΓ(α)
(43)
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FIG. 2. Plots of (a) Qc(s) (Eqs. 38 and 39) in Nyquist form
of real vs. imaginary parts for τc = 1 and α = 0.98, 0.80 and
0.50. In dot-dashed we plot the discretized version of Eq. 9
with g(τ ) = gc(τ ) for values of τ varying from 0.5 to 1000 s at
a step of 0.1 s. In (b) we plot the functions Ac(t) and gc(τ )
for the same parameters: τc = 1 and α = 0.98, 0.80 and 0.50

from which:

Dc(λ) = H1,0
2,2

[

(λ τc)
−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1 + α, 1), (1, 1)
(α, 1), (1, 1)

]

(44)

Then using Eq. 16, we obtain the DFRT for a CPE
impedance as:

gc(τ) = τ−1H1,0
2,2

[

(τ/τc)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1 + α, 1), (1, 1)
(α, 1), (1, 1)

]

(45)

In Fig. 2 we show plots of the three functions Qc(s),
Ac(t) and gc(τ) for the case of τc = 1 and for the three
values of α = 0.98, 0.80, 0.50 . The frequency range for
the Nyquist plot of Qc(s) is 0.01 to 100Hz. One can
clearly see the gradual deviation of the plots from the
ideal case of a capacitor (α = 1) as the value of α is
reduced. We also plotted in Fig. 2(a), in dot-dashed line,
the discretized version of Eq. 9 with g(τ) = gc(τ) for
α = 0.80 and for values of τ varying from 0.5 to 1000 s
at a step of 0.1 s.

B. Davidson-Cole Model

The Davidson-Cole model is given by41:

Qγ(s) =
1

(1 + sτγ)γ
(0 < γ 6 1) (46)

Using the formula 31:

(1− z)−α =
1

Γ(α)
H1,1

1,1

[

−z

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1 − α, 1)
(0, 1)

]

(47)

we rewrite Qγ(s) as:

Qγ(s) =
1

Γ(γ)
H1,1

1,1

[

sτγ

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1− γ, 1)
(0, 1)

]

(48)

The inverse LT of Eq. 46 is:

Aγ(t) =
(t/τγ)

γ
e−t/τγ

tΓ(γ)
(49)

which can be represented in terms of the H-function as:

Aγ(t) =
1

τγ Γ(γ)
H1,0

0,1

[

t/τγ

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
(γ − 1, 1)

]

(50)

Using the inverse LT formula 27 on Eq. 48 gives:

Aγ(t) =
1

tΓ(γ)
H1,1

1,2

[

t/τγ

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1, 1)
(γ, 1), (1, 1)

]

(51)

=
1

τγΓ(γ)
H1,1

1,2

[

t/τγ

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0, 1)
(γ − 1, 1), (0, 1)

]

(52)

The latter can be readily reduced to Eq. 50 using 31:

Hm,n
p,q

[

z

∣

∣

∣

∣

(a1, A1), . . . , (ap, Ap)
(b1, B1), . . . , (bq−1, Bq−1), (a1, A1)

]

=Hm,n−1
p−1,q−1

[

z

∣

∣

∣

∣

(a2, A2), . . . , (ap, Ap)
(b1, B1), . . . , (bq−1, Bq−1)

]

(53)

This formula is applicable if one of (aj , Aj) (j = 1, . . . , n)
is equal to one of the (bj , Bj) (j = m + 1, . . . , q) or one
of the (bj , Bj) (j = 1, . . . ,m) is equal to one of the
(aj , Aj) (j = n + 1, . . . , p), provided that n > 1 and
q > m.
By another round of inverse LT applied on Aγ(t) given

in Eq. 49 we obtain:

Dγ(λ) =
sin(γπ)

π
θ
(

λ− τ−1
γ

)

(λτγ − 1)−γ (54)

and1

gγ(τ) =
sin(γπ)

π
θ
(

τ−1 − τ−1
γ

)

τ−1(τγ/τ − 1)−γ (55)

i.e.:

gγ(τ) =
sin(γπ)

π
τ−1(τγ/τ − 1)−γ , τ < τγ

= 0, otherwise (56)

Similarly, we obtain from the H-function representation
of Aγ(t) (i.e. Eq. 52):

Dγ(λ) =
(τγλ)

−1

Γ(γ)
H1,1

2,2

[

(τγλ)
−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0, 1), (0, 1)
(γ − 1, 1), (0, 1)

]

(57)

=
1

Γ(γ)
H1,1

2,2

[

(τγλ)
−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1, 1), (1, 1)
(γ, 1), (1, 1)

]

(58)

and

gγ(τ) =
1

τγ Γ(γ)
H1,0

1,1

[

τ/τγ

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0, 1)
(γ − 1, 1)

]

(59)

For illustration, we show in Fig. 3 plots of Qγ(s)
(Eq. 48), Aγ(t) (Eq. 51) and gγ(τ) (Eq. 59) for τγ = 1
and γ = 0.98, 0.80 and 0.50. We see clearly the cutoff of
gγ(τ) for values of τ > τγ .
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FIG. 3. Plots of (a) Qγ(s) (Eq. 48) in Nyquist form of real vs.
imaginary parts for τc = 1 and γ = 0.98, 0.80 and 0.50. In
(b) we plot the functions Aγ(t) (Eq. 51) and gγ(τ ) (Eq. 59)
for the same parameters: τγ = 1 and γ = 0.98, 0.80 and 0.50

C. Cole-Cole model

The Cole-Cole model is given by42:

Qα(s) =
1

1 + (sτα)α
(0 < α 6 1) (60)

in its traditional form, which can be rewritten in terms
of the H-function as:

Qα(s) = H1,1
1,1

[

(sτα)
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0, 1)
(0, 1)

]

(61)

This is obtained from 31:

zβ

1 + azα
= aβ/αH1,1

1,1

[

azα
∣

∣

∣

∣

(β/α, 1)
(β/α, 1)

]

(62)

The inverse LT of Eq. 60 from the Prabhakar
integral43,44:

∞
∫

0

tβ−1Eγ
α,β (−atα) e−stdt =

s−β

(1 + as−α)γ
(63)

with α = β, γ = 1 and a = τ−α
α gives the system response

function Aα(t) as:

Aα(t) = τ−1
α (t/τα)

α−1E1
α,α [−(t/τα)

α] (64)

The function

Eγ
α,β(z) :=

∞
∑

k=0

(γ)k
Γ(αk + β)

zk

k!
(α, β, γ ∈ C,Re(α) > 0)

(65)
with (γ)k = γ(γ+1) . . . (γ+k−1) = Γ(γ+k)/Γ(γ) being
the Pochhammer symbol is the three-parameter Mittag-
Leffler function. Eq. 64 can be expressed in terms of Fox’s
H-function as:

Aα(t) = τ−1
α (t/τα)

α−1H1,1
1,2

[

(t/τα)
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0, 1)
(0, 1), (1− α, α)

]

(66)

Using the property 29, with σ = 1− 1/α, Eq. 66 turns to
be:

Aα(t) = τ−1
α H1,1

1,2

[

(t/τα)
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1− 1/α, 1)
(1− 1/α, 1), (0, α)

]

(67)

Now we apply the inverse LT formula given in 27 on Q(s)
given by Eq 61. This leads to:

Aα(t) = L−1

[

H1,1
1,1

[

(sτα)
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0, 1)
(0, 1)

]

; t

]

= t−1H1,1
2,1

[

(t/τα)
−α

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0, 1), (0, α)
(0, 1)

]

(68)

With the use of the property 28, Aα(t) in Eq 68 becomes:

Aα(t) = t−1H1,1
1,2

[

(t/τα)
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1, 1)
(1, 1), (1, α)

]

(69)

and then, with the property 29 with σ = −1/α, we obtain
the same result as given in Eq 67.
From Aα(t) we can now derive Dα(λ) by another iter-

ation of inverse LT. This gives (after using property 29):

Dα(λ) = L−1
[

τ−1
α H1,1

1,2

[

(t/τα)
α|

(1−1/α,1)
(1−1/α,1),(0,α)

]

;λ
]

= H1,1
2,2

[

(ταλ)
−α

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1, 1), (1, α)
(1, 1), (1, α)

]

(70)

With Eq. 16 and then formula 29, we obtain for the
DFRT g(τ):

gα(τ) = τ−1
α H1,1

2,2

[

(τ/τα)
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1− 1/α, 1), (0, α)
(1− 1/α, 1), (0, α)

]

(71)

D. Havriliak–Negami model

Combining both the Cole-Cole and Davidson–Cole
models results in the Havriliak–Negami model45:

Qν(s) =
1

(1 + (sτν)α)γ
(0 < α, γ 6 1) (72)

=
1

Γ(γ)
H1,1

1,1

[

(sτν)
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1− γ, 1)
(0, 1)

]

(73)

It is easy to verify that for the special case of γ = 1,
Eq. 73 reduces to the Cole-Cole relation (Eq. 61), and
in the case that α = 1, the Davidson-Cole relation is
obtained (Eq. 48). By operating a first LT inversion on
Qν(s) (using Eq. 63 and Eq. 27) we obtain:

Aν(t) = τ−1
ν (t/τν)

αγ−1Eγ
α,αγ [−(t/τν)

α] (74)

=
1

tΓ(γ)
H1,1

1,2

[

(t/τν)
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1, 1)
(γ, 1), (1, α)

]

(75)

and then again on Aν(t) with the use of Eq. 16 leads to:

gν(τ) =
1

τνΓ(γ)
H1,1

2,2

[

(τ/τν)
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

(1− 1/α, 1), (0, α)
(γ − 1/α, 1), (0, α)

]

(76)
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FIG. 4. Plots of (a) Qν(s) (Eq. 73) in Nyquist form of real
vs. imaginary parts for τν = 1, α = 0.5 and γ = 1, 0.80 and
0.50. In (b) we plot the functions Aν(t) (Eq. 75) and gν(τ )
(Eq. 76) for the same parameters τν , α and γ

We verify that the response function in Eq. 75 reduces to
that given by Eq. 69 for γ = 1 (Cole-Cole model), and
to Eq. 51 for α = 1 (Davidson-Cole model). The DFRT
in Eq. 76 reduces to Eq. 71 for γ = 1, and to Eq. 59 for
α = 1.
Plots of Qν(s) (Eq. 73), Aν(t) (Eq. 75), and gτ (s)

(Eq. 76) for τν = 1 and a combination of values of α
and γ (Cole-Cole model for γ = 1) are given in Fig. 4.

IV. CONCLUSION

With the assumption that a system can be repre-
sented by an infinite number of RC branches, the dis-
tribution function of the RC time constants is related
to the impedance model via two iterated Laplace trans-
forms. We showed in this paper a general procedure for
how to deconvolve the DFRT starting from any arbi-
trary impedance model represented in terms of the Fox
H-function.
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