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Abstract

Relaxation modulus and creep compliance corresponding to fractional anti-Zener and Zener models are
calculated and restrictions on model parameters narrowing thermodynamical constraints are posed in order
to ensure relaxation modulus and creep compliance to be completely monotone and Bernstein function
respectively, that a priori guarantee the positivity of stored energy and dissipated power per unit volume,
derived in time domain by considering the power per unit volume. Both relaxation modulus and creep
compliance for model parameters obeying thermodynamical constraints, proved that can also be oscillatory
functions with decreasing amplitude. Model used in numerical examples of relaxation modulus and creep
compliance is also analyzed for the asymptotic behavior near the initial time instant and for large time.
Key words: thermodynamically consistent fractional anti-Zener and Zener models, energy balance prop-
erties in time domain, stored energy and dissipated power per unit volume, relaxation modulus and creep
compliance, completely monotonic and Bernstein functions

1 Introduction
Fractional anti-Zener and Zener models, that are the subject of the energy balance analysis in time domain, are
formulated in [33] by considering the rheological schemes corresponding to the classical anti-Zener and Zener
models having the classical spring replaced by the fractional element whose stress-strain relation is assumed in
terms of fractional integral, as well as having the classical dash-pot replaced by the Scott-Blair element, i.e.,
element whose stress-strain relation is assumed in terms of fractional derivative. Note, the classical anti-Zener
model is also referred to as the Jeffrey model, as discussed in [52] reviewing classical and fractional models
of viscoelasticity. Some of the first to use the Scott-Blair element in posing the constitutive equations using
classical rheological schemes are [51], while some of the most widely used fractional order models of viscoelastic
body derived using the rheological schemes containing Scott-Blair element are reviewed in [36, 50]. Rheological
scheme of the Burgers model with the classical dash-pot replaced by the Scott-Blair element is adopted in [40],
in order to fractionalize the classical Burgers model. Infinite number of springs and dash-pots in the rheological
scheme is used in [18, 23, 24] in order to formulate the Bessel model, while the setting of fractal rheological
models is used in [29].

The analysis of thermodynamical consistency of constitutive models in the steady state regime, i.e., by
requesting non-negativity of the storage and loss modulus for any frequency, is given in [10]. This method is used
in [33] for formulation of thermodynamical restrictions on model parameters appearing in the fractional anti-
Zener and Zener models, as well as in [40] and [12] for the fractional Burgers model, where the fractionalization
is performed by replacing the classical dash-pot element with the fractional one in the former, as well as by
replacing the ordinary derivatives with the fractional ones in the classical Burgers model in the latter one.
Constitutive models of viscoelastic body having the orders of fractional derivatives not exceeding the first order
are examined for thermodynamical consistency in [5]. Considering time domain, the dissipation inequality is also
used in order to pose thermodynamical restrictions on model parameters, see for example [3, 4], while the energy
balance properties of the fractional wave equations are examined in [53]. Dissipation of energy in viscoelastic
media of Bessel type, the wave equation thermodynamical consistency and the requirements guaranteeing the
complete monotonicity, as well as the analysis of the Zener wave equation are presented in [19, 22, 31, 39]. The
extensive account on thermodynamics of hereditary materials can be found in [2].
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A priori energy balance properties of fractional anti-Zener and Zener models, that are formulated in [33] and
analyzed for thermodynamical consistency in the steady-state regime, are discussed in time domain and it is
proved that the power per unit volume consists of two terms: the time derivative of the energy per unit volume
stored in the viscoelastic body and dissipated power per unit volume. The stored energy per unit volume,
expressed through strain, consists of the instantaneous term, that is of the same form as the potential energy of
elastic body in which the relaxation modulus plays the role of the Young modulus, as well as of the hereditary
type term, where the time derivative of the relaxation modulus represents the memory kernel of the difference of
current strain and strain in the previous time instant. Dissipated power per unit volume, expressed in terms of
strain, also consists of the instantaneous and hereditary type terms, respectively containing the first and second
time derivative of the relaxation modulus. The positivity of stored energy and dissipated power per unit volume
is guaranteed if the relaxation modulus is a positive monotonically decreasing and convex function, or moreover
a completely monotone function. Note, the relaxation modulus is a function representing the time evolution of
stress in a stress relaxation experiment, occurring as a consequence of the sudden and later constant strain, i.e.,
strain prescribed as the Heaviside step function.

The stored energy per unit volume can also be expressed through stress, when there is only the hereditary
type term, having the time derivative of the creep compliance as the memory kernel multiplying the time
evolution of stress, while the dissipated power per unit volume consists of the instantaneous and hereditary type
terms, respectively containing the first and second time derivative of the creep compliance. Again, the positivity
of stored energy and dissipated power per unit volume is guaranteed if the creep compliance is a positive
monotonically increasing and concave function, or moreover a Bernstein function. Note, the creep compliance
is a function representing the time evolution of strain in a creep experiment, occurring as a consequence of the
sudden and later constant stress, i.e., stress prescribed as the Heaviside step function.

The important property of relaxation modulus being completely monotonic and creep compliance being a
Bernstein function is discussed in [36]. On the other hand, the complete monotonicity of relaxation modus in the
case of distributed-order fractional Zener model is studied in [11], while [37] deals with the fractional Burgers
model in creep and stress relaxation tests. The relaxation modulus and creep compliance corresponding to the
eight thermodynamically consistent fractional Burgers models formulated in [40] are examined in [41], where
the thermodynamical requirements are narrowed in order to ensure the complete monotonicity of the relaxation
modulus and to ensure that creep compliance is a Bernstein function. The role of Fox function is underlined
in [25, 26] in seeking the responses of fractional constitutive models if stress or strain is assumed to be given.
The experimental data, obtained in creep and stress relaxation experiments on biological tissues, is used for
curve fitting in [21, 28]. In [38], the creep compliances in the steady state regime are reviewed in the case of
integer-order models of viscoelasticity. Considering the inertial effects of the one-dimensional viscoelastic body,
the displacement and stress in stress relaxation and creep tests are analyzed in [8, 9] when material is described
by the distributed-order fractional model, while in [32] the thermodynamically consistent fractional Burgers
models are used.

The qualitative characteristics of relaxation modulus and creep compliance play a crucial role in energy
balance properties of the viscoelastic body, and therefore their explicit form is calculated and used in order to
pose the conditions guaranteeing that the relaxation modulus is a completely monotone function and that creep
compliance is a Bernstein function. Previously mentioned conditions prove to narrow the thermodynamical
restrictions on model parameters appearing in the fractional anti-Zener and Zener models, that are obtained in
[33]. The thermodynamical conditions actually allow for the relaxation modulus and creep compliance to be non-
monotonic and even oscillatory functions with exponentially decreasing amplitude, which does not necessarily
violate the positivity of stored energy and dissipated power per unit volume.

Fractional anti-Zener and Zener constitutive equations, listed in Appendix A, take the following form

σ̃ (s) = sξ
φε (s)

φσ (s)
ε̃ (s) (1)

after the Laplace transform, defined as

f̂(s) = L[f(t)](s) =

∫ ∞
0

f(t) e−stdt, for Re s > 0,

is applied, where φε and φσ are model dependent constitutive functions in the Laplace domain, that are, along
with the model dependent constitutive parameter ξ, listed in Table 1.
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Constitutive model in the Laplace domain (1) is transformed into the relaxation modulus in the Laplace
domain

σ̃sr (s) =
1

s1−ξ
φε (s)

φσ (s)
, (2)

when the strain is prescribed in the form of Heaviside step function, i.e., as ε = H, while if the stress is
prescribed in the form of Heaviside step function, i.e., as σ = H, then the constitutive model (1) becomes the
creep compliance in the Laplace domain, expressed as

ε̃cr (s) =
1

s1+ξ

φσ (s)

φε (s)
. (3)

The use of constitutive models in modeling wave propagation is extensive, where some of the first studies
of viscoelastic materials of fractional order is performed in [16, 17]. Damped oscillations and wave propagation
in viscoelastic materials modeled by the Zener, modified Zener, and modified Maxwell models is conducted in
[44, 45, 46, 47, 48]. Waves in fractional Zener and distributed type media are investigated in [13, 34] and in
[14, 35], while in [43] wave propagation in the fractional Burgers type material is considered. Multidimensional
generalizations of the fractional Zener model and its application in wave propagation is studied in [1, 20, 42].
Fractional order constitutive equations of viscoelastic media, along with the wave propagation, dispersion, and
attenuation processes are reviewed in [6, 7, 30, 36, 49], while [15] surveys the propagation of acoustic waves in
complex media.

2 Models’ dissipativity properties in the time domain
In order to investigate energy balance properties of the one-dimensional viscoelastic body, the constitutive
equation in the Laplace domain (1) is rewritten either as

σ̃ (s) = sσ̃sr (s) ε̃ (s) , or as ε̃ (s) = sε̃cr (s) σ̃ (s) , (4)

using the relaxation modulus (2) and creep compliance (3) in the Laplace domain, so that, after performing the
inverse Laplace transform in (4), the constitutive equation in time domain reads either

σ (t) =
d

dt
(σsr (t) ∗ ε (t)) , or ε (t) = ε̇cr (t) ∗ σ (t) , (5)

since (σsr (t) ∗ ε (t))|t=0 = 0 and ε(g)
cr = εcr (0) = 0. The former holds true if the relaxation modulus tends to

infinity as a power-type function for small time, i.e., if σsr (t) ∼ Kt−α, as t→ 0 with α ∈ (0, 1), as well as if strain
is bounded at zero by ε0, since then σsr (t) ∗ ε (t) =

∫ t
0
σsr (t′) ε (t− t′) dt′ ∼ Kε0

∫ t
0

(t′)
−α

dt′ = Kε0
t1−α

1−α → 0

as t→ 0, while the latter holds true, since the glass compliance ε(g)
cr is zero in L−1 [sε̃cr (s)] = ε̇cr (t) + ε

(g)
cr δ (t)

for all considered models.
The power per unit volume, expressed by

P (t) = σ (t) ε̇ (t) , (6)

can be written either in terms of strain as

P (t) =
d

dt

(
1

2
σsr (t) ε2 (t) +

1

2

∫ t

0

(−σ̇sr (t− t′)) (ε (t)− ε (t′))
2

dt′
)

+
1

2
(−σ̇sr (t)) ε2 (t) +

1

2

∫ t

0

σ̈sr (t− t′) (ε (t)− ε (t′))
2

dt′, (7)

using (5)1, or in terms of stress

P (t) =
d

dt

(
1

2

∫ t

0

ε̇cr (t− t′)σ2 (t′) dt′
)

+
1

2
ε̇cr (t)σ2 (t) +

1

2

∫ t

0

(−ε̈cr (t) (t− t′)) (σ (t)− σ (t′))
2

dt′, (8)

using (5)2, where the terms

W (t) =
1

2
σsr (t) ε2 (t) +

1

2

∫ t

0

(−σ̇sr (t− t′)) (ε (t)− ε (t′))
2

dt′ > 0 and (9)
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W (t) =
1

2

∫ t

0

ε̇cr (t− t′)σ2 (t′) dt′ > 0, (10)

occurring in (7) and (8) respectively, can be interpreted as the energy per unit volume stored in the viscoelastic
body, taking into account the memory of strain, respectively stress, weighted by the derivative of relaxation
modulus, respectively creep compliance, carrying the information about material properties, while the first term
in (9) resembles to the potential energy of the elastic body with Young’s modulus replaced by the relaxation
modulus. On the other hand, the terms

P (t) =
1

2
(−σ̇sr (t)) ε2 (t) +

1

2

∫ t

0

σ̈sr (t− t′) (ε (t)− ε (t′))
2

dt′ > 0 and (11)

P (t) =
1

2
ε̇cr (t)σ2 (t) +

1

2

∫ t

0

(−ε̈cr (t) (t− t′)) (σ (t)− σ (t′))
2

dt′ > 0, (12)

occurring in (7) and (8) respectively, can be interpreted as the dissipated power per unit volume having two
types of contributions: the first one being instantaneous and depending on a material dependent positive
and decreasing function −σ̇sr, respectively ε̇cr, and the second contribution being of hereditary type with
material dependent kernel. The positivity of energy and dissipativity of power is guaranteed by the properties
of the relaxation modulus and creep compliance, namely by requesting the relaxation modulus to be completely
monotonic function, i.e.,

σsr (t) > 0 and (−1)
k dk

dtk
σ̇sr (t) 6 0, for t > 0, k ∈ N0,

as well as by requesting the creep compliance to be Bernstein’s function, i.e., a positive function with completely
monotonic first derivative.

Introducing the energy and dissipated power per unit volume, the power per unit volume can be rewritten
as

P (t) =
d

dt
W (t) + P (t) ,

where the first term corresponds to the elastic type properties of viscoelastic body, while the second term
corresponds to its properties of viscous type.

The expression (7) for the power per unit volume follows from

P (t) =
d

dt
(σsr (t) ∗ ε (t)) ε̇ (t) ,

obtained by (6) and (5)1, transforming into

P (t) =
d

dt

(
d

dt
(σsr (t) ∗ ε (t)) ε (t)

)
− d

dt

(
σ̇sr (t) ∗ ε (t) + σ(g)

sr ε (t)
)
ε (t)

=
d

dt

(
d

dt
(σsr (t) ∗ ε (t)) ε (t)

)
− d

dt
(σ̇sr (t) ∗ ε (t)) ε (t)− d

dt

(
1

2
σ(g)
sr ε

2 (t)

)
, (13)

using the derivative of a product of two functions and a derivative of a convolution

d

dt
(f (t) ∗ g (t)) = ḟ (t) ∗ g (t) + f (0) g (t) ,

since the first two terms in (13) become

d

dt
(σsr (t) ∗ ε (t)) ε (t)

=
1

2
σsr (t) ε2 (t) +

1

2

d

dt

(
σsr (t) ∗ ε2 (t)

)
− 1

2

∫ t

0

σ̇sr (t− t′) (ε (t)− ε (t′))
2

dt′

=
1

2
σsr (t) ε2 (t) +

1

2
σ̇sr (t) ∗ ε2 (t) +

1

2
σ(g)
sr ε

2 (t)− 1

2

∫ t

0

σ̇sr (t− t′) (ε (t)− ε (t′))
2

dt′

and

d

dt
(σ̇sr (t) ∗ ε (t)) ε (t)

=
1

2
σ̇sr (t) ε2 (t) +

1

2

d

dt

(
σ̇sr (t) ∗ ε2 (t)

)
− 1

2

∫ t

0

σ̈sr (t− t′) (ε (t)− ε (t′))
2

dt′,

5



according to

d

dt
(k (t) ∗ u (t))u (t) =

1

2
k (t)u2 (t) +

1

2

d

dt

(
k (t) ∗ u2 (t)

)
− 1

2

∫ t

0

k̇ (t− t′) (u (t)− u (t′))
2

dt′ (14)

and a derivative of a convolution.
On the other hand, the expression (8) for the power per unit volume follows from

P (t) =
d

dt
(ε̇cr (t) ∗ σ (t))σ (t) ,

obtained by (6) and (5)2, transforming into

P (t) =
1

2
ε̇cr (t)σ2 (t) +

1

2

d

dt

(
ε̇cr (t) ∗ σ2 (t)

)
− 1

2

∫ t

0

ε̈cr (t− t′) (σ (t)− σ (t′))
2

dt′,

according to (14).

3 Stress relaxation and creep
Relaxation modulus and creep compliance play a crucial role in energy balance properties of viscoelastic body,
since being a completely monotonic function and a Bernstein function respectively, they guarantee the positivity
of the energy stored in viscoelastic body, see (9) and (10), as well as the positivity of the dissipated power, see
(11) and (12). Therefore, the relaxation modulus and creep compliance, given by (2) and (3) in the Laplace
domain, are calculated in the time domain and their properties are investigated, yielding that the relaxation
modulus and creep compliance are completely monotonic and Bernstein functions respectively, if the model
parameters satisfy narrowed thermodynamical restrictions in addition to request that the relaxation modulus
and creep compliance in the Laplace domain (2) and (3) do not have poles, while the character of relaxation
modulus and creep compliance in time domain changes if their counterparts in the Laplace domain have poles.
Namely, in the case of negative real pole there exists an additional term decaying exponentially in time, while
if there exists a pair of complex conjugated poles with negative real part, then there is an additional term
displaying damped oscillatory character.

3.1 Relaxation modulus and creep compliance
3.1.1 Relaxation modulus

The relaxation modulus is obtained as

σsr(t) = σ(NP)
sr (t) +


0, if σ̃sr has no poles,

σ
(RP)
sr (t), if σ̃sr has a negative real pole,

σ
(CCP)
sr (t), if σ̃sr has a pair of complex conjugated poles,

(15)

by inverting the Laplace transform in the relaxation modulus in the Laplace domain σ̃sr, given by (2), using the
definition and integration in the complex plane along the Bromwich contour, with the functions σ(NP)

sr , σ
(RP)
sr ,

and σ(CCP)
sr respectively taking the forms

σ(NP)
sr (t) =

1

π

∫ ∞
0

1

ρ1−ξ

∣∣φε (ρeiπ
)∣∣

|φσ (ρeiπ)|
sin
(
arg φε

(
ρeiπ

)
− arg φσ

(
ρeiπ

)
+ ξπ

)
e−ρtdρ, (16)

σ(RP)
sr (t) = − 1

ρ1−ξ
RP

|φε (sRP)|∣∣φ′σ (sRP)
∣∣ cos

(
arg φε (sRP)− arg φ′σ (sRP) + ξπ

)
e−ρRPt, (17)

σ(CCP)
sr (t) = 2

1

ρ1−ξ
CCP

|φε (sCCP)|∣∣φ′σ (sCCP)
∣∣e−|Re sCCP|t cos

(
Im sCCPt+ arg φε (sCCP)− arg φ′σ (sCCP)− (1− ξ)ϕCCP

)
, (18)

where φ′σ (s) = d
dsφσ (s) and where poles of function σ̃sr: sRP = ρRP eiπ and sCCP = ρCCP eiϕCCP are respectively

a negative real zero of function φσ and its complex zero having negative real part.
The equivalent form of function σ(NP)

sr , given by (16), is

σ(NP)
sr (t) =

1

π

∫ ∞
0

1

ρ1−ξ
K (ρ)

|φσ (ρeiπ)|2
e−ρtdρ, (19)
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with

K (ρ) =
1

2i

(
eiξπφε

(
ρeiπ

)
φ̄σ
(
ρeiπ

)
− e−iξπφ̄ε

(
ρeiπ

)
φσ
(
ρeiπ

))
=
∣∣φε (ρeiπ

)∣∣ ∣∣φσ (ρeiπ
)∣∣ sin (arg φε

(
ρeiπ

)
− arg φσ

(
ρeiπ

)
+ ξπ

)
= cos (ξπ)

(
Imφε

(
ρeiπ

)
Reφσ

(
ρeiπ

)
− Reφε

(
ρeiπ

)
Imφσ

(
ρeiπ

))
+ sin (ξπ)

(
Reφε

(
ρeiπ

)
Reφσ

(
ρeiπ

)
+ Imφε

(
ρeiπ

)
Imφσ

(
ρeiπ

))
, (20)

being convenient for examining whether the function σ
(NP)
sr is completely monotonic, that is guaranteed by

requiring
K (ρ) > 0, i.e., sin

(
arg φε

(
ρeiπ

)
− arg φσ

(
ρeiπ

)
+ ξπ

)
> 0 for ρ > 0, (21)

while if the condition (21) is not satisfied, then function σ(NP)
sr can be non-monotonic. Function σ(RP)

sr is either
a positive exponentially decreasing function tending to zero or a negative exponentially increasing function also
tending to zero, with time constant ρRP, obtained as a negative real pole of function σ̃sr, see (17), while function
σ

(CCP)
sr is an oscillatory function of an exponentially decreasing amplitude, having angular frequency defined by

the imaginary part of a complex pole of function σ̃sr, i.e., by Im sCCP, and damping parameter defined by the
real part of a complex pole of function σ̃sr, i.e., by |Re sCCP| , see (18).

If the function φσ, appearing in the relaxation modulus in the Laplace domain (2), consists of two terms,
as it is the case for models ID.ID, ID.DD

+

, ID.IDD, ID.DDD
+

, and ID.IDD
+

, see Table 1, then the relaxation
modulus can be written in terms of the two-parameter Mittag-Leffler function eξ,ζ,λ as

σsr (t) =
b1
a2
eα+β,1−ξ+α+β,

a1
a2

(t) +
b2
a2
eα+β,1−ξ+α+β−λ, a1a2

(t) +
b3
a2
eα+β,1−ξ+α+β−κ, a1a2

(t) , (22)

where one takes b3 = 0 for models ID.ID and ID.DD
+

, with the notation

eξ,ζ,λ (t) = tζ−1Eξ,ζ
(
−λtξ

)
, where Eξ,ζ (z) =

∞∑
n=0

zn

Γ (ξn+ ζ)
, (23)

see [27]. Namely, the relaxation modulus in the Laplace domain (2) for the mentioned models can be written as

σ̃sr (s) =
1

s1−ξ
b1 + b2s

λ + b3s
κ

a1 + a2sα+β
,

see Table 1, transforming into

σ̃sr (s) =
b1
a2

s−(1−ξ)

sα+β + a1
a2

+
b2
a2

s−(1−ξ−λ)

sα+β + a1
a2

+
b3
a2

s−(1−ξ−κ)

sα+β + a1
a2

,

that yields the relaxation modulus in the form (22) by the Laplace transform of the two-parameter Mittag-Leffler
function

eξ,ζ,λ (t) = L−1

[
sξ−ζ

sξ + λ

]
(t) . (24)

The integral representation of the relaxation modulus, already given by (19) in the case when σ̃sr has no
poles, using the relaxation modulus (22) expressed in terms of the two-parameter Mittag-Leffler function (23),
according to its integral representation

eξ,ζ,λ (t) =
1

π

∫ ∞
0

λ sin ((ζ − ξ)π) + ρξ sin (ζπ)

|ρξeiξπ + λ|2
ρξ−ζe−ρtdρ, (25)

see [27], provided that ξ ∈ (0, 1) and ζ < 1 + ξ, is reobtained in the form

σsr (t) =
1

a2π

∫ ∞
0

1

ρ1−ξ

a1

a2

b1 sin (ξπ) + b2ρ
λ sin ((ξ + λ)π) + b3ρ

κ sin ((ξ + κ)π)∣∣∣ρα+βei(α+β)π + a1
a2

∣∣∣2
+ ρα+β b1 sin ((ξ − α− β)π) + b2ρ

λ sin ((ξ + λ− α− β)π) + b3ρ
κ sin ((ξ + κ− α− β)π)∣∣∣ρα+βei(α+β)π + a1

a2

∣∣∣2
 e−ρtdρ,

(26)

so that its complete monotonicity, provided that α+ β ∈ (0, 1) , is ensured by requiring the function

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin (ξπ) + a1b2ρ
λ sin ((ξ + λ)π) + a1b3ρ

κ sin ((ξ + κ)π) + a2b1ρ
α+β sin ((ξ − α− β)π)

+ a2b2ρ
α+β+λ sin ((ξ + λ− α− β)π) + a2b3ρ

α+β+κ sin ((ξ + κ− α− β)π)

to be non-negative for ρ > 0. Note, the forms of the relaxation modulus (19) and (26) coincide.
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3.1.2 Creep compliance

The creep compliance is obtained as

εcr(t) = ε(NP)
cr (t) +


0, if ε̃cr has no poles,

ε
(RP)
cr (t), if ε̃cr has a negative real pole,

ε
(CCP)
cr (t), if ε̃cr has a pair of complex conjugated poles,

(27)

with the functions ε(NP)
cr , ε

(RP)
cr , and ε(CCP)

cr respectively taking the forms

ε(NP)
cr (t) =

1

π

∫ ∞
0

1

ρ1+ξ

∣∣φσ (ρeiπ
)∣∣

|φε (ρeiπ)|
sin
(
arg φε

(
ρeiπ

)
− arg φσ

(
ρeiπ

)
+ ξπ

) (
1− e−ρt

)
dρ, (28)

ε(RP)
cr (t) = − 1

ρ1+ξ
RP

|φσ (sRP)|∣∣φ′ε (sRP)
∣∣ cos

(
arg φ′ε (sRP)− arg φσ (sRP) + ξπ

) (
1− e−ρRPt

)
, (29)

ε(CCP)
cr (t) = 2

1

ρ1+ξ
CCP

|φσ (sCCP)|∣∣φ′ε (sCCP)
∣∣

×
(

e−|Re sCCP|t cos
(
Im sCCPt− arg φ′ε (sCCP) + arg φσ (sCCP)− (1 + ξ)ϕCCP

)
− cos

(
arg φ′ε (sCCP)− arg φσ (sCCP) + (1 + ξ)ϕCCP

))
, (30)

where φ′ε (s) = d
dsφε (s) and where sRP = ρRP eiπ and sCCP = ρCCP eiϕCCP are respectively a negative real zero of

function φε and its complex zero having negative real part.
The equivalent form of function ε(NP)

cr , given by (28), is

ε(NP)
cr (t) =

1

π

∫ ∞
0

1

ρ1+ξ

K (ρ)

|φε (ρeiπ)|2
(
1− e−ρt

)
dρ, (31)

with function K defined by (20), so that the conditions (21), which guaranteed that the relaxation modulus
σ

(NP)
sr , see (19), is completely monotonic, also guarantee that the creep compliance ε(NP)

cr is a Bernstein function.
On the other hand, if the condition (21) is not satisfied, then function ε(NP)

cr can be non-monotonic. Function
ε

(RP)
cr is a function starting from zero, that either exponentially increases to a positive horizontal asymptote,
or exponentially decreases to a negative horizontal asymptote, having the time constant ρRP, obtained as a
negative real pole of function ε̃cr, see (29), while function ε

(CCP)
cr is a vertically shifted oscillatory function of an

exponentially decreasing amplitude, having angular frequency defined by the imaginary part of a complex pole
of function ε̃cr, i.e., by Im sCCP, and damping parameter defined by the real part of a complex pole of function
ε̃cr, i.e., by |Re sCCP| , see (30).

If the function φε, appearing in the creep compliance in the Laplace domain (3), consists of two terms, as it
is the case for models ID.ID, ID.DD

+

, IID.ID, IDD.DD
+

, I
+

ID.ID, and IDD
+

.DD
+

, see Table 1, then the creep
compliance can be written in terms of the two-parameter Mittag-Leffler function eξ,ζ,λ, given by (23), as

εcr (t) =
a1

b2
e
α+β,1+ξ+α+β,

b1
b2

(t) +
a2

b2
e
α+β,1+ξ+α+β−λ, b1b2

(t) +
a3

b2
e
α+β,1+ξ+α+β−κ, b1b2

(t) , (32)

where one takes a3 = 0 for models ID.ID and ID.DD
+

. Namely, the creep compliance in the Laplace domain
(3) for the mentioned models can be written as

ε̃cr (s) =
1

s1+ξ

a1 + a2s
λ + a3s

κ

b1 + b2sα+β
,

see Table 1, transforming into

ε̃cr (s) =
a1

b2

s−(1+ξ)

sα+β + b1
b2

+
a2

b2

s−(1+ξ−λ)

sα+β + b1
b2

+
a3

b2

s−(1+ξ−κ)

sα+β + b1
b2

,

that yields the creep compliance in the form (32) by the Laplace transform of the two-parameter Mittag-Leffler
function, given by (24).

Note, the creep compliance written in terms of the two-parameter Mittag-Leffler function (32), does not
admit the integral representation in the form (25), since the condition ζ < 1 + ξ is not satisfied for the first
term (32). However, the derivative of creep compliance (32), obtained as

ε̇cr (t) =
a1

b2
e
α+β,ξ+α+β,

b1
b2

(t) +
a2

b2
e
α+β,ξ+α+β−λ, b1b2

(t) +
a3

b2
e
α+β,ξ+α+β−κ, b1b2

(t) ,
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according to the property d
dteξ,ζ,λ (t) = eξ,ζ−1,λ (t) of the two-parameter Mittag-Leffler function, admits the

integral representation in the form

ε̇cr (t) =
1

b2π

∫ ∞
0

1

ρξ

b1
b2

a1 sin (ξπ) + a2ρ
λ sin ((ξ − λ)π) + a3ρ

κ sin ((ξ − κ)π)∣∣∣ρα+βei(α+β)π + b1
b2

∣∣∣2
+ ρα+β a1 sin ((ξ + α+ β)π) + a2ρ

λ sin ((ξ − λ+ α+ β)π) + a3ρ
κ sin ((ξ − κ+ α+ β)π)∣∣∣ρα+βei(α+β)π + b1

b2

∣∣∣2
 e−ρtdρ,

(33)

according to the expression (25), provided that α+ β ∈ (0, 1) , so that by requiring the function

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin (ξπ) + a2b1ρ
λ sin ((ξ − λ)π) + a3b1ρ

κ sin ((ξ − κ)π)

+ a1b2 sin ((ξ + α+ β)π) + a2b2ρ
λ sin ((ξ − λ+ α+ β)π) + a3b2ρ

κ sin ((ξ − κ+ α+ β)π)

to be non-negative, it is ensured that function ε̇cr, see (25), is completely monotonic and therefore the creep
compliance is a Bernstein function. Note, the creep compliance in the form (31) coincides with the integral of
(33), since εcr (0) = 0.

3.2 Calculation of relaxation modulus and creep compliance
3.2.1 Relaxation modulus calculation

The relaxation modulus is obtained in the form (15), containing functions given by (16), (17), and (18), by
inverting the relaxation modulus in the Laplace domain (2) according to the definition of inverse Laplace
transform

σsr (t) = L−1 [σ̃sr (s)] (t) =
1

2πi

∫ p0+i∞

p0−i∞
σ̃sr (s) estds.

More precisely, the relaxation modulus σsr in the forms σsr = σ
(NP)
sr and σsr = σ

(NP)
sr + σ

(RP)
sr is obtained by

the Cauchy integral theorem ∮
Γ(I,II)

σ̃sr (s) estds = 0, (34)

since function σ̃sr either does not have poles and then integration is performed along the contour Γ(I), depicted
in Figure 1, or has a negative real pole lying outside of the contour Γ(II), depicted in Figure 2, while the
relaxation modulus σsr in the form σsr = σ

(NP)
sr + σ

(CCP)
sr is obtained by the Cauchy residue theorem∮

Γ(I)

σ̃sr (s) estds = 2πi
(
Res

(
σ̃sr (s) est, sCCP

)
+ Res

(
σ̃sr (s) est, s̄CCP

))
, (35)

since function σ̃sr has sCCP and its complex conjugate s̄CCP as poles lying within the contour Γ(I), depicted in
Figure 1.

Γ2 

Γ6 

Γ7 

Γ0 

Γ1 

Γ3 Γ4 

Γ5 

Re s

Im s

R 

r p0

Figure 1: Integration contour Γ(I).

Γ0 : Bromwich path,
Γ1 : s = p+ iR, p ∈ [0, p0] , p0 ≥ 0 arbitrary,
Γ2 : s = Reiϕ, ϕ ∈

[
π
2 , π

]
,

Γ3 : s = ρeiπ, ρ ∈ [r,R] ,
Γ4 : s = reiϕ, ϕ ∈ [−π, π] ,
Γ5 : s = ρe−iπ, ρ ∈ [r,R] ,
Γ6 : s = Reiϕ, ϕ ∈

[
−π,−π2

]
,

Γ7 : s = p− iR, p ∈ [0, p0] , p0 ≥ 0 arbitrary.

Table 2: Parametrization of integration contour Γ(I).
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Γ2 

Γ6 

Γ7 

Γ0 

Γ1 

Γ3a Γ4 Re s

Im s

R 

r 
Γ3b

Γ5a

Γ8

Γ9Γ5b
p0

Figure 2: Integration contour Γ(II).

Γ0 : Bromwich path,
Γ1 : s = p+ iR, p ∈ [0, p0] , p0 ≥ 0 arbitrary,
Γ2 : s = Reiϕ, ϕ ∈

[
π
2 , π

]
,

Γ3a ∪ Γ3b : s = ρeiπ, ρ ∈ [r,R] ,
Γ4 : s = reiϕ, ϕ ∈ [−π, π] ,

Γ5a ∪ Γ5b : s = ρe−iπ, ρ ∈ [r,R] ,
Γ6 : s = Reiϕ, ϕ ∈

[
−π,−π2

]
,

Γ7 : s = p− iR, p ∈ [0, p0] , p0 ≥ 0 arbitrary,
Γ8 : s = −ρ∗ + reiϕ, ϕ ∈ [0, π] ,
Γ9 : s = −ρ∗ + reiϕ, ϕ ∈ [−π, 0].

Table 3: Parametrization of integration contour Γ(II).

In the case when relaxation modulus in the Laplace domain (2) does not have poles, the Cauchy integral
theorem (34), with the contour Γ(I) depicted in Figure 1 and by taking into account integrals having non-zero
contributions, yields ∫

Γ0

σ̃sr (s) estds+

∫
Γ3

σ̃sr (s) estds+

∫
Γ5

σ̃sr (s) estds = 0, (36)

that, according to the parameterization of contours Γ3 and Γ5, given in Table 2, in the limit when r → 0 and
R→∞ becomes

2πiσsr (t) +

∫ 0

∞

1

ρ1−ξei(1−ξ)π
φε
(
ρeiπ

)
φσ (ρeiπ)

eρte
iπ

eiπdρ+

∫ ∞
0

1

ρ1−ξe−i(1−ξ)π
φε
(
ρe−iπ

)
φσ (ρe−iπ)

eρte
−iπ

e−iπdρ = 0, (37)

transforming into

σsr (t) = σ(NP)
sr (t)

=
1

2πi

∫ ∞
0

1

ρ1−ξ
ei(1−ξ)πφ̄ε

(
ρeiπ

)
φσ
(
ρeiπ

)
− e−i(1−ξ)πφε

(
ρeiπ

)
φ̄σ
(
ρeiπ

)
|φσ (ρeiπ)|2

e−ρtdρ, i.e.,

σsr (t) = σ(NP)
sr (t)

=
1

2πi

∫ ∞
0

1

ρ1−ξ

∣∣φε (ρeiπ
)∣∣

|φσ (ρeiπ)|

(
ei(1−ξ)π−arg φε(ρeiπ)+arg φσ(ρeiπ) − e−i(1−ξ)π+arg φε(ρeiπ)−arg φσ(ρeiπ)

)
e−ρtdρ,

and becoming of the form (16) or (19) having the function K, given by (20), taken into account.
In addition to the integrals along contours Γ3a ∪ Γ3b and Γ5a ∪ Γ5b, that are parts of contour Γ(II) from

Figure 2, there are additional integrals along contours Γ8 and Γ9 having non-zero contributions in the case
when relaxation modulus in the Laplace domain (2) has a negative real pole sRP = ρRP eiπ, so that the Cauchy
integral theorem (34) yields∫

Γ0

σ̃sr (s) estds+

∫
Γ3a∪Γ3b

σ̃sr (s) estds+

∫
Γ5a∪Γ5b

σ̃sr (s) estds+

∫
Γ8

σ̃sr (s) estds+

∫
Γ9

σ̃sr (s) estds = 0,

with the first three terms being already defined by (37) and with the remaining terms, containing integrals
along contours Γ8 and Γ9 parameterized as in Table 3, transforming the previous expression into

2πiσsr (t) + 2πiσ(NP)
sr (t) +

∫ 0

π

1

(sRP + reiϕ)
1−ξ

φε
(
sRP + reiϕ

)
φσ (sRP + reiϕ)

e(sRP+reiϕ)tireiϕdϕ

+

∫ −π
0

1

(s̄RP + reiϕ)
1−ξ

φε
(
s̄RP + reiϕ

)
φσ (s̄RP + reiϕ)

e(s̄RP+reiϕ)tireiϕdϕ = 0,

in the limit when r → 0 and R→∞, so that

σsr (t) = σ(NP)
sr (t) + σ(RP)

sr (t) ,

where

σ(RP)
sr (t) =

1

2πi

(
−iπ

1

s1−ξ
RP

φε (sRP)

φ′σ (sRP)
esRPt − iπ

1

s̄1−ξ
RP

φε (s̄RP)

φ′σ (s̄RP)
es̄RPt

)
= −1

2

1

ρ1−ξ
RP

e−i(1−ξ)πφε (sRP) φ̄
′
σ (sRP) + ei(1−ξ)πφ̄ε (sRP)φ′σ (sRP)∣∣φ′σ (sRP)

∣∣2 e−ρRPt
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becoming of the form given by (17). The integral along contour Γ8 is calculated as

lim
r→0

∫
Γ8

σ̃sr (s) estds = lim
r→0

∫ 0

π

1

(sRP + reiϕ)
1−ξ

φε
(
sRP + reiϕ

)
φσ (sRP + reiϕ)

e(sRP+reiϕ)tireiϕdϕ

= lim
r→0

∫ 0

π

1

(sRP + reiϕ)
1−ξ

φε
(
sRP + reiϕ

)
φσ (sRP) + φ′σ (s) (s− sRP)

∣∣
s=sRP+reiϕ

+ . . .
e(sRP+reiϕ)tireiϕdϕ

= −iπ
1

s1−ξ
RP

φε (sRP)

φ′σ (sRP)
esRPt,

by expanding function φσ into the series and by taking into account φσ (sRP) = 0, while the similar calculation
yields the integral along contour Γ9 in the form

lim
r→0

∫
Γ9

σ̃sr (s) estds = −iπ
1

s̄1−ξ
RP

φε (s̄RP)

φ′σ (s̄RP)
es̄RPt.

On the right-hand side of equation (36), the term originating from the residues appears when the function
σ̃sr, given by (2), has a pair of complex conjugated poles sRP and s̄RP, since the Cauchy residues theorem (35),
with the contour Γ(I) depicted in Figure 1, where the poles are located within the area bounded by the contour,
by taking into account integrals having non-zero contributions, yields∫

Γ0

σ̃sr (s) estds+

∫
Γ3

σ̃sr (s) estds+

∫
Γ5

σ̃sr (s) estds = 2πi
(
Res

(
σ̃sr (s) est, sCCP

)
+ Res

(
σ̃sr (s) est, s̄CCP

))
,

that becomes
σsr (t)− σ(NP)

sr (t) = σ(CCP)
sr (t) ,

where

σ(CCP)
sr (t) =

1

ρ1−ξ
CCPei(1−ξ)ϕCCP

φε (sCCP)

φ′σ (sCCP)
eRe sCCPt+i Im sCCPt

+
1

ρ1−ξ
CCPe−i(1−ξ)ϕCCP

φε (s̄CCP)

φ′σ (s̄CCP)
eRe s̄CCPt+i Im s̄CCPt

=
1

ρ1−ξ
CCP

eRe sCCPt

(
φε (sCCP)

φ′σ (sCCP)

ei Im sCCPt

ei(1−ξ)ϕCCP
+
φε (s̄CCP)

φ′σ (s̄CCP)

ei Im s̄CCPt

e−i(1−ξ)ϕCCP

)
=

1

ρ1−ξ
CCP

e−|Re sCCP|t

× ei(Im sCCPt−(1−ξ)ϕCCP)φε (sCCP) φ̄
′
σ (sCCP) + e−i(Im sCCPt−(1−ξ)ϕCCP)φ̄ε (sCCP)φ′σ (sCCP)∣∣φ′σ (sCCP)

∣∣2 ,

becoming of the form (18).
It is left to be shown that the integrals along contours Γ1, Γ2, Γ4, Γ6, and Γ7, as parts of contours Γ(I) and

Γ(II) from Figures 1 and 2, have zero contributions in both Cauchy integral and residues theorems, see (34) and
(35), in the limit when r → 0 and R→∞.

The integral along the contour Γ1 reads

IΓ1
=

∫ 0

p0

1

(p+ iR)
1−ξ

φε (p+ iR)

φσ (p+ iR)
e(p+iR)tdp,

according to the contour parametrization given in Tables 2 and 3, so that it has zero contribution, since its
absolute value yields

|IΓ1 | 6
∫ p0

0

1

|p+ iR|1−ξ
|φε (p+ iR)|
|φσ (p+ iR)|

eptdp

6
∫ p0

0

1

R1−ξ
∣∣1− i pR

∣∣1−ξ |φε (p+ iR)|
|φσ (p+ iR)|

eptdp

6
∫ p0

0

1

R1−ξ
|φε (p+ iR)|
|φσ (p+ iR)|

eptdp

6
∫ p0

0

1

R1−ξ−ζR
eptdp→ 0, for R→∞,
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if the functions φε and φσ, that are power-type functions, see Table 1, satisfy
|φε(p+iR)|
|φσ(p+iR)| ∼ R

ζR , where ζR < 1−ξ
when R→∞ for p ∈ [0, p0] . Using the similar argumentation, one can prove that the integral along contour Γ7

has zero contribution as well.
The integral along contour Γ2, parametrized as in Tables 2 and 3, takes the form

IΓ2
=

∫ π

π
2

1

R1−ξei(1−ξ)ϕ
φε
(
Reiϕ

)
φσ (Reiϕ)

eRte
iϕ

iReiϕdϕ

and has zero contribution, that can be proved by considering its absolute value

|IΓ2
| 6

∫ π

π
2

Rξ
∣∣φε (Reiϕ

)∣∣
|φσ (Reiϕ)|

eRtcosϕdϕ→ 0, for R→∞,

since the integrand term eRtcosϕ → 0 for ϕ ∈
[
π
2 , π

]
when R → ∞ and since functions φε and φσ are of

power-type, see Table 1. The integral along contour Γ6 also has zero contribution, that is proved by the similar
argumentation.

If the power-type functions φε and φσ, see Table 1, are such that |φε(re
iϕ)|

|φσ(reiϕ)| ∼
1
rζr

, where ζr < ξ when r → 0

for ϕ ∈ [−π, π] , it can be proved that the integral along contour Γ4 has zero contribution, since, according to
the parametrization given in Tables 2 and 3, the integral is

IΓ4
=

∫ −π
π

1

r1−ξei(1−ξ)ϕ
φε
(
reiϕ

)
φσ (reiϕ)

erte
iϕ

ireiϕdϕ,

so that

|IΓ4
| 6

∫ π

−π
rξ
∣∣φε (reiϕ

)∣∣
|φσ (reiϕ)|

ertcosϕdϕ

6
∫ π

−π
rξ−ζrdϕ→ 0, for r → 0.

3.2.2 Creep compliance calculation

The creep compliance in the form (27), containing functions given by (28), (29), and (30), is obtained according
to

εcr (t) =

∫ t

0

εcr (t′) dt′, (38)

that is a consequence of considering the function

ε̃cr (s) = sε̃cr (s) =
1

sξ
φσ (s)

φε (s)
, (39)

having the inverse Laplace transform obtained as

εcr (t) =
d

dt
εcr (t) + ε(g)

cr δ (t) =
d

dt
εcr (t) ,

with the glass compliance ε(g)
cr = limt→0 εcr (t) = lims→∞ sε̃cr (s) = lims→∞

1
sξ
φσ(s)
φε(s)

= 0 for all considered
models, rather than the creep compliance in Laplace domain (3). The function εcr is calculated using the
definition of the inverse Laplace transform applied to function ε̃cr, see (39), and integration in the complex
plane along the Bromwich contour, i.e., by

εcr (t) =
1

2πi

∫ p0+i∞

p0−i∞
ε̃cr (s) estds. (40)

More precisely, the creep compliance εcr in the forms εcr = ε
(NP)
cr and εcr = ε

(NP)
cr + ε

(RP)
cr is obtained

according to (38), with the function εcr calculated by the Cauchy integral theorem∮
Γ(I,II)

ε̃cr (s) estds = 0, (41)

where the integration is performed either along the contour Γ(I), depicted in Figure 1, if the function ε̃cr does
not have poles, or along the contour Γ(II), depicted in Figure 2, if the function ε̃cr has a negative real pole
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that lies outside of contour Γ(II), while the creep compliance εcr in the form εcr = ε
(NP)
cr + ε

(CCP)
cr is obtained

according to (38), with the function εcr calculated by the Cauchy residue theorem∮
Γ(I)

ε̃cr (s) estds = 2πi
(
Res

(
ε̃cr (s) est, sCCP

)
+ Res

(
ε̃cr (s) est, s̄CCP

))
, (42)

since function ε̃cr has sCCP and its complex conjugate s̄CCP as poles lying within the contour Γ(I), depicted in
Figure 1.

Namely, in the case when function ε̃cr, given by (39), does not have poles, the Cauchy integral theorem (41),
with the contour Γ(I) depicted in Figure 1, taking into account integrals that have non-zero contributions, yields∫

Γ0

ε̃cr (s) estds+

∫
Γ3

ε̃cr (s) estds+

∫
Γ5

ε̃cr (s) estds = 0,

where the integrals along contours Γ0, Γ3, and Γ5, parameterized as in Table 2, in the limit when r → 0 and
R→∞ become

2πi εcr (t) +

∫ 0

∞

1

ρξeiξπ

φσ
(
ρeiπ

)
φε (ρeiπ)

eρte
iπ

eiπdρ+

∫ ∞
0

1

ρξe−iξπ

φσ
(
ρe−iπ

)
φε (ρe−iπ)

eρte
−iπ

e−iπdρ = 0 (43)

transforming into

εcr (t) = ε(NP)
cr (t)

=
1

2πi

∫ ∞
0

1

ρξ
eiξπφε

(
ρeiπ

)
φ̄σ
(
ρeiπ

)
− e−iξπφ̄ε

(
ρeiπ

)
φσ
(
ρeiπ

)
|φε (ρeiπ)|2

e−ρtdρ

=
1

π

∫ ∞
0

1

ρξ
K (ρ)

|φε (ρeiπ)|2
e−ρtdρ, i.e.,

εcr (t) = ε(NP)
cr (t)

=
1

2πi

∫ ∞
0

1

ρξ

∣∣φσ (ρeiπ
)∣∣

|φε (ρeiπ)|

(
ei(ξπ+arg φε(ρeiπ)−arg φσ(ρeiπ)) − e−i(ξπ+arg φε(ρeiπ)−arg φσ(ρeiπ))

)
e−ρtdρ

=
1

π

∫ ∞
0

1

ρξ

∣∣φσ (ρeiπ
)∣∣

|φε (ρeiπ)|
sin
(
arg φε

(
ρeiπ

)
− arg φσ

(
ρeiπ

)
+ ξπ

)
e−ρtdρ,

that, according to (38) and according to the form (20) of function K, become creep compliance ε(NP)
cr in the

equivalent forms (28) and (31).
On the other hand, if the function ε̃cr, given by (39), has a negative real pole sRP = ρRP eiπ, then the

Cauchy integral theorem (41) is considered for contour Γ(II) from Figure 2, so that, in addition to the integrals
along contours Γ3a ∪ Γ3b and Γ5a ∪ Γ5b, there are also integrals along contours Γ8 and Γ9, that have non-zero
contributions, implying∫

Γ0

ε̃cr (s) estds+

∫
Γ3a∪Γ3b

ε̃cr (s) estds+

∫
Γ5a∪Γ5b

ε̃cr (s) estds+

∫
Γ8

ε̃cr (s) estds+

∫
Γ9

ε̃cr (s) estds = 0,

with the first three terms being already defined by (43) and with the remaining terms calculated along the
contours Γ8 and Γ9, parameterized as in Table 3, transforming the previous expression in the limit when r → 0
and R→∞ into

2πi εcr (t) + 2πi ε(NP)
cr (t) +

∫ 0

π

1

(sRP + reiϕ)
ξ

φσ
(
sRP + reiϕ

)
φε (sRP + reiϕ)

e(sRP+reiϕ)tireiϕdϕ

+

∫ −π
0

1

(s̄RP + reiϕ)
ξ

φσ
(
s̄RP + reiϕ

)
φε (s̄RP + reiϕ)

e(s̄RP+reiϕ)tireiϕdϕ = 0,

that becomes

εcr (t) = ε(NP)
cr (t) +

1

2πi

(
−iπ

1

sξRP

φσ (sRP)

φ′ε (sRP)
esRPt − iπ

1

s̄ξRP

φσ (s̄RP)

φ′ε (s̄RP)
es̄RPt

)
= ε(NP)

cr (t)− 1

2

1

ρξRP

e−iξπφ̄
′
ε (sRP)φσ (sRP) + eiξπφ′ε (sRP) φ̄σ (sRP)∣∣φ′ε (sRP)

∣∣2 e−ρRPt,

where the last term transforms into

ε(RP)
cr (t) = − 1

ρξRP

|φσ (sRP)|∣∣φ′ε (sRP)
∣∣ cos

(
arg φ′ε (sRP)− arg φσ (sRP) + ξπ

)
e−ρRPt,
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yielding the function ε(RP)
cr in the form (29), according to (38). The integral along contour Γ8 is calculated as

lim
r→0

∫
Γ8

ε̃cr (s) estds = lim
r→0

∫ 0

π

1

(sRP + reiϕ)
ξ

φσ
(
sRP + reiϕ

)
φε (sRP + reiϕ)

e(sRP+reiϕ)tireiϕdϕ

= lim
r→0

∫ 0

π

1

(sRP + reiϕ)
ξ

φσ
(
sRP + reiϕ

)
φε (sRP) + φ′ε (s) (s− sRP)

∣∣
s=sRP+reiϕ

+ . . .
e(sRP+reiϕ)tireiϕdϕ

= −iπ
1

sξRP

φσ (sRP)

φ′ε (sRP)
esRPt,

by expanding function φε into the series and by taking into account φε (sRP) = 0, while the similar calculation
yields the integral along contour Γ9 in the form

lim
r→0

∫
Γ9

ε̃cr (s) estds = −iπ
1

s̄ξRP

φσ (s̄RP)

φ′ε (s̄RP)
es̄RPt.

In addition, when the function ε̃cr, see (39), has a pair of complex conjugated poles sRP and s̄RP, located
within the area bounded by the contour Γ(I) depicted in Figure 1, the Cauchy residues theorem (42), by taking
into account integrals having non-zero contributions, yields∫

Γ0

ε̃cr (s) estds+

∫
Γ3

ε̃cr (s) estds+

∫
Γ5

ε̃cr (s) estds = 2πi
(
Res

(
ε̃cr (s) est, sCCP

)
+ Res

(
ε̃cr (s) est, s̄CCP

))
,

that, in the limit when r → 0 and R→∞ and with the terms on the left-hand-side of the previous expression
already defined by (43), becomes

εcr (t)− ε(NP)
cr (t) = ε(CCP)

cr (t) ,

with

ε(CCP)
cr (t) =

1

ρξCCPeiξϕCCP

φσ (sCCP)

φ′ε (sCCP)
eRe sCCPt+i Im sCCPt

+
1

ρξCCPe−iξϕCCP

φσ (s̄CCP)

φ′ε (s̄CCP)
eRe s̄CCPt+i Im s̄CCPt

=
1

ρξCCP

eRe sCCPt

(
1

eiξϕCCP

φσ (sCCP)

φ′ε (sCCP)
ei Im sCCPt +

1

e−iξϕCCP

φσ (s̄CCP)

φ′ε (s̄CCP)
ei Im s̄CCPt

)
=

1

ρξCCP

e−|Re sCCP|t

× ei(Im sCCPt−ξϕCCP)φ̄
′
ε (sCCP)φσ (sCCP) + e−i(Im sCCPt−ξϕCCP)φ′ε (sCCP) φ̄σ (sCCP)∣∣φ′ε (sCCP)

∣∣2
= 2

1

ρξCCP

|φσ (sCCP)|∣∣φ′ε (sCCP)
∣∣e−|Re sCCP|t cos

(
Im sCCPt− arg φ′ε (sCCP) + arg φσ (sCCP)− ξϕCCP

)
,

implying, according to (38),
εcr (t) = ε(NP)

cr (t) + ε(CCP)
cr (t) ,

with

ε(CCP)
cr (t) = 2

1

ρ1+ξ
CCP

|φσ (sCCP)|∣∣φ′ε (sCCP)
∣∣

×
(

e−|Re sCCP|t cos
(
Im sCCPt− arg φ′ε (sCCP) + arg φσ (sCCP)− (1 + ξ)ϕCCP

)
− cos

(
arg φ′ε (sCCP)− arg φσ (sCCP) + (1 + ξ)ϕCCP

))
,

where the integral∫ t

0

eµt
′
cos (ωt′ + φ) dt′ =

1

µ2 + ω2

(
eµt (ω sin (ωt+ φ) + µ cos (ωt+ φ))− (ω sinφ+ µ cosφ)

)
=

1√
µ2 + ω2

(
eµt cos (ωt+ φ− ϕ)− cos (φ− ϕ)

)
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is used with substitutions µ = Re sCCP, ω = Im sCCP, φ = − arg φ′ε (sCCP) + arg φσ (sCCP) − ξϕCCP, and ϕ =
arctan ω

µ = ϕCCP.
The integrals along the contours Γ1 (Γ7), Γ2 (Γ6), and Γ4 tend to zero in the Cauchy integral and residue

theorems (41) and (42) in the limit when r → 0 and R → ∞. Namely, if the power-type functions φε and φσ,
see Table 1, satisfy conditions

|φε (p+ iR)|
|φσ (p+ iR)|

∼ RζR , when R→∞ for p ∈ [0, p0] ,∣∣φε (reiϕ
)∣∣

|φσ (reiϕ)|
∼ 1

rζr
, when r → 0 for ϕ ∈ [−π, π] ,

that are already posed in Section 3.2.1 in order to ensure zero contributions of the integrals of function σ̃sr (s) est

along the contours Γ1 (Γ7), Γ2 (Γ6), and Γ4, then one has

|φσ (p+ iR)|
|φε (p+ iR)|

∼ 1

RζR
, when R→∞ for p ∈ [0, p0] ,∣∣φσ (reiϕ

)∣∣
|φε (reiϕ)|

∼ rζr , when r → 0 for ϕ ∈ [−π, π] ,

and due to the similar forms of the relaxation modulus in the Laplace domain and function ε̃cr, see (2) and (39),
one has the zero contributions of integrals along the contours Γ1 (Γ7) and Γ4 if ζR > −ξ and ζr > − (1− ξ),
yielding

−ξ < ζR < 1− ξ and − (1− ξ) < ζr < ξ

with the previously posed conditions ζR < 1− ξ and ζr < ξ, while the zero contributions of integrals along the
contours Γ2 (Γ6) is simply guaranteed by the fact that φε and φσ are power-type functions.

4 Narrowing the thermodynamical requirements

4.1 Symmetric models
4.1.1 Model ID.ID

Thermodynamical, see (168) and (169), along with the narrowed thermodynamical restrictions on the parameters
for model ID.ID, given by the expression(

a1 0Iαt + a2 0Dβ
t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iµt + a2 0Dα+β−µ

t

)
ε (t) ,

are of the following form

0 6 α+ β − µ 6 1, µ 6 α, β + µ 6 1, (44)

−a1

a2

cos (2α+β−µ)π
2

cos (β+µ)π
2

6
b1
b2

6
a1

a2

sin (2α+β−µ)π
2

sin (β+µ)π
2

cos (2α+β−µ)π
2

cos (β+µ)π
2

6
a1

a2

sin (2α+β−µ)π
2

sin (β+µ)π
2

, (45)

where the inequality (45)3 narrows the thermodynamical restriction (169) if α 6 2α + β − µ < 1, and it is
obtained by requesting the function K, given in the general form by (20) and reducing to the expression

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((α− µ)π) + a1b2ρ
α+β sin ((2α+ β − µ)π)

− a2b1ρ
α+β sin ((β + µ)π) + a2b2ρ

2(α+β) sin ((α− µ)π) (46)

for the model ID.ID, to have a non-negative value. The second term in (46), that can be either positive for
2α+ β−µ ∈ [α, 1) , or non-positive for 2α+ β−µ ∈ [1, 1 + α) , see (44)1, combined with the third non-positive
term in (46) yields narrowed thermodynamical restriction (45)3 if 2α+β−µ ∈ [α, 1) , since β+µ 6 2α+β−µ < 1

reducing to µ 6 α, see (44)2, implies cos
(2α+β−µ)π

2

cos
(β+µ)π

2

6 1, while if 2α+β−µ ∈ [1, 1 + α) , then one has the second

and third term in (46) non-positive and therefore non-negativity of function K cannot be guaranteed, see (46).
In conclusion, the non-negativity of function K, corresponding to the model ID.ID and given by (46), is

ensured if 2α+β−µ ∈ [α, 1) by requesting (45) in addition to (44) implying the corresponding relaxation modulus
to be a completely monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein function, while if 2α+β−µ ∈ [1, 1 + α) ,
then the mentioned properties cannot be ensured.
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4.1.2 Model ID.DD
+

Thermodynamical, see (170) and (171), along with the narrowed thermodynamical restrictions on the parameters
for model ID.DD

+

, given by the expression(
a1 0Iαt + a2 0Dβ

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Dµ

t + b2 0Dα+β+µ
t

)
ε (t) ,

are of the following form

1 6 α+ β + µ 6 2, β 6 µ 6 1− α, (47)

a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+µ)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (µ−β)π

2

6
a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+µ)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (µ−β)π

2

sin (2α+β+µ)π
2

sin (µ−β)π
2

6
b1
b2
, (48)

where the inequality (48)1 narrows the thermodynamical restriction (171) and it is obtained by requesting the
function K, given in the general form by (20) and reducing to the expression

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((α+ µ)π) + a1b2ρ
α+β sin ((2α+ β + µ)π)

+ a2b1ρ
α+β sin ((µ− β)π) + a2b2ρ

2(α+β) sin ((α+ µ)π) , (49)

for the model ID.DD
+

, to have a non-negative value. The second term in (49), that is non-positive since (47)1
implies 2α+β+µ > 1+α and (47)2 implies 2α+β+µ = (α+ β)+(α+ µ) 6 2 and therefore 2α+β+µ ∈ [1 + α, 2],
combined with the third non-negative term in (49) yields narrowed thermodynamical restriction (48)1, since
(µ−β)π

2 6 π − (2α+β+µ)π
2 < π

2 reducing to α+ µ 6 1, see (47)2, implies sin
(2α+β+µ)π

2

sin
(µ−β)π

2

> 1.

In conclusion, the non-negativity of function K, corresponding to the model ID.DD
+

and given by (49), is
ensured by requesting (48) in addition to (47), implying the corresponding relaxation modulus to be a completely
monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein function.

4.1.3 Model IID.IID

Function K, given by (20), in the case of model IID.IID, having the constitutive equation given in the form(
a1 0Iαt + a2 0Iβt + a3 0Dγ

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iα+γ−η

t + b2 0Iβ+γ−η
t + b3 0Dη

t

)
ε (t) ,

and with corresponding thermodynamical, see (172) - (174), as well as with the narrowed thermodynamical
requirements

β < α, γ 6 η, 0 6 β + γ − η 6 α+ 2γ − η 6 1, α+ γ 6 β + η, (50)

−b3
b1

cos (α+η)π
2

cos (α+2γ−η)π
2

6
a3

a1
6
b3
b1

sin (α+η)π
2

sin (α+2γ−η)π
2

cos (α+η)π
2

cos (α+2γ−η)π
2

6
b3
b1

sin (α+η)π
2

sin (α+2γ−η)π
2

, (51)

−b3
b2

cos (β+η)π
2

cos (β+2γ−η)π
2

6
a3

a2
6
b3
b2

sin (β+η)π
2

sin (β+2γ−η)π
2

cos (β+η)π
2

cos (β+2γ−η)π
2

6
b3
b2

sin (β+η)π
2

sin (β+2γ−η)π
2

, (52)

valid if β + η < α+ η < 1, becomes

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((η − γ)π) + a1b2ρ
α−β sin ((α+ η − β − γ)π) + a1b3ρ

α+γ sin ((α+ η)π)

+ a2b1ρ
α−β sin ((β + η − α− γ)π) + a2b2ρ

2(α−β) sin ((η − γ)π) + a2b3ρ
2α−β+γ sin ((β + η)π)

− a3b1ρ
α+γ sin ((α+ 2γ − η)π)− a3b2ρ

2α−β+γ sin ((β + 2γ − η)π) + a3b3ρ
2(α+γ) sin ((η − γ)π) , (53)

so that the non-negativity requirement of function K implies

a1b2 sin ((α+ η − β − γ)π) + a2b1 sin ((β + η − α− γ)π) > 0, (54)
a1b3 sin ((α+ η)π)− a3b1 sin ((α+ 2γ − η)π) > 0, (55)
a2b3 sin ((β + η)π)− a3b2 sin ((β + 2γ − η)π) > 0. (56)

According to the thermodynamical requirements (50)1,2, one finds that α+η−β−γ = (α− β)+(η − γ) > 0,
while the thermodynamical requirement β + γ − η > 0, given by (50)3, can be modified into α + η − β − γ 6
α 6 1, and therefore the first term in (54) has a non-negative value. The argument (β + η − α− γ)π =
((η − γ)− (α− β))π of the second term in (54), firstly has a value that is less than a value of the argument
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(α+ η − β − γ)π = ((η − γ) + (α− β))π of the first term in (54), more precisely β + η − α − γ = (η − γ) −
(α− β) 6 α + η − β − γ = (η − γ) + (α− β) 6 α 6 1, and, secondly it has a non-negative value, i.e.,
β + η − α − γ = (β + η) − (α+ γ) > 0, according to the thermodynamical requirement (50)4. Therefore, the
inequality (54) is trivially satisfied.

According to (50)3, the sine in the second term in (55) has a non-negative value, while the first term has
either a positive value if α+η < 1, or a non-positive value if α+η > 1, so that if α+η < 1, then the requirement
(55) is transformed into

a3

a1
6
b3
b1

sin (α+η)π
2

sin (α+2γ−η)π
2

cos (α+η)π
2

cos (α+2γ−η)π
2

,

representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (51)3, since α+ 2γ − η 6 α+ η < 1, reducing to γ 6 η,

see (50)2, implies cos
(α+η)π

2

cos
(α+2γ−η)π

2

6 1. Similarly, according to (50)1,3, the sine in the second term in (56) has a
non-negative value, since 0 6 β + 2γ − η 6 α + 2γ − η 6 1, while the first term has either a positive value if
β + η < 1, or a non-positive value if β + η > 1, so that if β + η < 1, then the requirement (56) is transformed
into

a3

a2
6
b3
b2

sin (β+η)π
2

sin (β+2γ−η)π
2

cos (β+η)π
2

cos (β+2γ−η)π
2

,

representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (52)3, since β + 2γ − η 6 β + η < 1 reducing to γ 6 η,

see (50)2, implies cos
(β+η)π

2

cos
(β+2γ−η)π

2

6 1.

In conclusion, the non-negativity of function K, corresponding to the model IID.IID and given by (53), is
ensured if β+η < α+η < 1, see (50)1, by requesting (51) and (52) in addition to (50) implying the corresponding
relaxation modulus to be a completely monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein function, while if
either α + η > 1 or α + η > β + η > 1, then the mentioned properties cannot be ensured, since either (55), or
both (55) and (56) cannot be satisfied.

4.1.4 Model IDD.IDD

Function K, given by (20), in the case of the model IDD.IDD, having the constitutive equation given in the
form (

a1 0Iαt + a2 0Dβ
t + a3 0Dγ

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iµt + b2 0Dα+β−µ

t + b3 0Dα+γ−µ
t

)
ε (t) ,

and with corresponding thermodynamical, see (175) - (177), as well as with the narrowed thermodynamical
requirements

0 6 α+ γ − µ 6 1, β < γ, µ 6 α, γ + µ 6 α+ β, γ + µ 6 1, (57)

−b2
b1

cos (2α+β−µ)π
2

cos (β+µ)π
2

6
a2

a1
6
b2
b1

sin (2α+β−µ)π
2

sin (β+µ)π
2

cos (2α+β−µ)π
2

cos (β+µ)π
2

6
b2
b1

sin (2α+β−µ)π
2

sin (β+µ)π
2

, (58)

−b3
b1

cos (2α+γ−µ)π
2

cos (γ+µ)π
2

6
a3

a1
6
b3
b1

sin (2α+γ−µ)π
2

sin (γ+µ)π
2

cos (2α+γ−µ)π
2

cos (γ+µ)π
2

6
b3
b1

sin (2α+γ−µ)π
2

sin (γ+µ)π
2

, (59)

valid if 2α+ β − µ < 2α+ γ − µ < 1, becomes

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((α− µ)π) + a1b2ρ
α+β sin ((2α+ β − µ)π) + a1b3ρ

α+γ sin ((2α+ γ − µ)π)

− a2b1ρ
α+β sin ((β + µ)π) + a2b2ρ

2(α+β) sin ((α− µ)π) + a2b3ρ
2α+β+γ sin ((α+ γ − β − µ)π)

− a3b1ρ
α+γ sin ((γ + µ)π) + a3b2ρ

2α+β+γ sin ((α+ β − γ − µ)π) + a3b3ρ
2(α+γ) sin ((α− µ)π) , (60)

so that the non-negativity requirement of function K implies

a2b3 sin ((α+ γ − β − µ)π) + a3b2 sin ((α+ β − γ − µ)π) > 0, (61)
a1b2 sin ((2α+ β − µ)π)− a2b1 sin ((β + µ)π) > 0, (62)
a1b3 sin ((2α+ γ − µ)π)− a3b1 sin ((γ + µ)π) > 0. (63)

The first term in (61) has a non-negative value since α + γ − β − µ = (α− µ) + (γ − β) > 0, according
to the thermodynamical requirements (57)2,3, as well as α + γ − β − µ = (α+ γ − µ) − β 6 1 − β, according
to the thermodynamical requirement (57)1. The second term in (61) also has a non-negative value, since
α + β − γ − µ = (α+ β) − (γ + µ) > 0, according to the thermodynamical requirement (57)4, as well as
α + β − γ − µ = α − (γ + µ− β) 6 α 6 1, since (γ − β) + µ > 0, according to (57)2. Therefore, the inequality
(61) is trivially satisfied.

17



According to (57)2,5, yielding 0 6 β + µ < γ + µ 6 1, the sine in the second term in (62) as well as in (63)
has a non-negative value, while the first term has either a positive value if 2α + β − µ < 1, or a non-positive
value if 2α+ β − µ > 1, so that if 2α+ β − µ < 1, then the requirement (62) is transformed into

a2

a1
6
b2
b1

sin (2α+β−µ)π
2

sin (β+µ)π
2

cos (2α+β−µ)π
2

cos (β+µ)π
2

,

representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (58)3, since β+µ 6 2α+ β−µ < 1, reducing to µ 6 α,

see (57)3, implies cos
(2α+β−µ)π

2

cos
(β+µ)π

2

6 1. Similarly, the second term in (63), as already mentioned, has a non-negative
value, while the first term has either a positive value if 2α+ γ−µ < 1 or a non-positive value if 2α+ γ−µ > 1,
so that if 2α+ γ − µ < 1, then the requirement (63) is transformed into

a3

a1
6
b3
b1

sin (2α+γ−µ)π
2

sin (γ+µ)π
2

cos (2α+γ−µ)π
2

cos (γ+µ)π
2

,

representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (59)3, since γ + µ 6 2α+ γ − µ < 1 reducing to µ 6 α,

see (57)3, implies cos
(2α+γ−µ)π

2

cos
(γ+µ)π

2

6 1.

In conclusion, the non-negativity of function K, corresponding to the model IDD.IDD and given by (60), is
ensured if 2α + β − µ < 2α + γ − µ < 1, see (57)2, by requesting (58) and (59) in addition to (57) implying
the corresponding relaxation modulus to be a completely monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein
function, while if either 2α+ γ − µ > 1 or 2α+ γ − µ > 2α+ β − µ > 1, then the mentioned properties cannot
be ensured, since either (63), or both (62) and (63) cannot be satisfied.

4.1.5 Model IID.IDD

Function K, given by (20), in the case of the model IID.IDD, having the constitutive equation given in the form(
a1 0Iαt + a2 0Iβt + a3 0Dγ

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iµt + b2 0Dν

t + b3 0Dα+γ−µ
t

)
ε (t) ,

and with corresponding thermodynamical, see (178) and (179), as well as with the narrowed thermodynamical
requirements

µ 6 β < α, γ 6 ν, α+ β + γ 6 1 + µ, µ+ ν − γ < α 6 1− ν, (64)

0 6

{
α− β − γ − µ
α− 2µ− ν

}
6 2α− β − 2µ− ν 6

{
2α− β − µ
2α+ γ − 2µ− ν

}
6 2α+ γ − µ < 1, (65)

−b3
b1

cos (2α+γ−µ)π
2

cos (γ+µ)π
2

6
a3

a1
6
b3
b1

sin (2α+γ−µ)π
2

sin (γ+µ)π
2

cos (2α+γ−µ)π
2

cos (γ+µ)π
2

6
b3
b1

sin (2α+γ−µ)π
2

sin (γ+µ)π
2

, (66)

becomes

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((α− µ)π) + a1b2ρ
α−β sin ((2α− β − µ)π)

+ a1b3ρ
α+γ sin ((2α+ γ − µ)π) + a2b1ρ

µ+ν sin ((α− 2µ− ν)π)

+ a2b2ρ
α−β+µ+ν sin ((2α− β − 2µ− ν)π) + a2b3ρ

α+γ+µ+ν sin ((2α+ γ − 2µ− ν)π)

− a3b1ρ
α+γ sin ((µ+ γ)π) + a3b2ρ

2α−β+γ sin ((α− β − γ − µ)π) + a3b3ρ
2(α+γ) sin ((α− µ)π) , (67)

so that the non-negativity requirement of function K implies

a1b3 sin ((2α+ γ − µ)π)− a3b1 sin ((γ + µ)π) > 0, (68)
sin ((2α− β − µ)π) > 0, sin ((α− 2µ− ν)π) > 0, (69)

sin ((2α− β − 2µ− ν)π) > 0, sin ((2α+ γ − 2µ− ν)π) > 0, sin ((α− β − γ − µ)π) > 0. (70)

The notation used in the narrowed thermodynamical requirement (65)1,2 means that both α − β − γ − µ and
α − 2µ − ν are non-negative and not greater than 2α − β − 2µ − ν, while the relation between α − β − γ − µ
and α− 2µ− ν cannot be established and the same interpretation holds for the notation used in (65)3,4.

The first term in (68) has either a positive value if 2α+ γ−µ < 1, or a non-positive value if 2α+ γ−µ > 1,
since 2α + γ − µ = (α+ γ) + (α− µ) ∈ (0, 2) , due to α + γ 6 α + ν 6 1, according to the thermodynamical
requirements (64)1,2,4, while the second term in (68) has a non-positive value, since γ+µ 6 α+ν 6 1, according
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to the thermodynamical requirements (64)1,2,4, so that if 2α+γ−µ < 1, then the requirement (68) is transformed
into

a3

a1
6
b3
b1

sin (2α+γ−µ)π
2

sin (γ+µ)π
2

cos (2α+γ−µ)π
2

cos (γ+µ)π
2

,

representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (66)3, since γ + µ 6 2α+ γ − µ < 1 reducing to µ 6 α,

see (64)1, implies cos
(2α+γ−µ)π

2

cos
(γ+µ)π

2

6 1.

The chain of inequalities{
α− β − γ − µ
α− 2µ− ν

}
6 2α− β − 2µ− ν 6

{
2α− β − µ
2α+ γ − 2µ− ν

}
6 2α+ γ − µ,

holds since inequality α − β − γ − µ 6 2α − β − 2µ − ν reduces to the thermodynamical requirement (64)4,
inequality α − 2µ − ν 6 2α − β − 2µ − ν reduces to the requirement (64)1, while all other inequalities are
trivially satisfied. On the other hand, neither can be stated that α − 2µ − ν 6 α − β − γ − µ, nor that
2α + γ − 2µ − ν 6 2α − β − µ, since both inequalities reduce to β + γ 6 µ + ν, while the thermodynamical
requirements (64)1,2 imply β + γ 6 α+ ν.

In addition to the request 2α + γ − µ < 1, that guarantees non-negativity of (68), in order to satisfy
inequalities (69) and (70), one requests that α − β − γ − µ > 0 as well as that α − 2µ − ν > 0, since both
α − β − γ − µ = α − β − (γ + µ) > −1 + α − β > −1 and α − 2µ − ν = α − µ − (µ+ ν) > −1 + α − µ > −1,
according to the thermodynamical requirement (64)1,2,4.

In conclusion, the non-negativity of function K, corresponding to the model IID.IDD and given by (67), is
ensured if the request (65) on the orders of fractional integrals and derivatives, along with the thermodynamical
restriction (64), is satisfied in addition to the request (66) on the model parameters, implying the corresponding
relaxation modulus to be a completely monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein function, while if
the request (65) is violated, then the mentioned properties cannot be ensured, since some or all of the conditions
in (68), (69), and (70) may not satisfied.

4.1.6 Model I
+

ID.I
+

ID

Function K, given by (20), in the case of model I
+

ID.I
+

ID, having the constitutive equation given in the form(
a1 0I1+α

t + a2 0I
1+α−γ

2
t + a3 0Dγ

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0I1+µ

t + b2 0I
1+µ−(α+γ−µ)

2
t + b3 0Dα+γ−µ

t

)
ε (t) ,

and with corresponding thermodynamical, see (180) - (183), as well as with the narrowed thermodynamical
requirements

µ 6 α, α+ γ + 2 (α− µ) = 3α+ γ − 2µ 6 1, (71)

a2

a1
6
b2
b1

cos (1−3α−γ+2µ)π
4

cos (1+α−γ−2µ)π
4

sin (1−3α−γ+2µ)π
4

sin (1+α−γ−2µ)π
4

6
b2
b1

cos (1−3α−γ+2µ)π
4

cos (1+α−γ−2µ)π
4

, (72)

a3

a2
6
b3
b2

sin (1+3α+γ−2µ)π
4

sin (1−α+γ+2µ)π
4

cos (1+3α+γ−2µ)π
4

cos (1−α+γ+2µ)π
4

6
b3
b2

sin (1+3α+γ−2µ)π
4

sin (1−α+γ+2µ)π
4

, (73)

a3b1 cos
(γ + µ)π

2
6 a2b2 sin

(α− µ)π

2
+ a1b3 cos

(2α+ γ − µ)π

2
, (74)

a1b3 sin
(2α+ γ − µ)π

2
6 a2b2 cos

(α− µ)π

2
− a3b1 sin

(γ + µ)π

2
, (75)

a1b3 sin
(2α+ γ − µ)π

2
6 a2b2 cos

(α− µ)π

2

sin (α−µ)π
2

cos (2α+γ−µ)π
2

+ a3b1 sin
(γ + µ)π

2

cos (γ+µ)π
2

cos (2α+γ−µ)π
2

, (76)

becomes

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((α− µ)π) + a1b2ρ
1+α+γ

2 sin
(1 + 3α+ γ − 2µ)π

2
+ a1b3ρ

1+α+γ sin ((1 + 2α+ γ − µ)π)

− a2b1ρ
1+α+γ

2 sin
(1− α+ γ + 2µ)π

2
+ a2b2ρ

1+α+γ sin ((α− µ)π)

+ a2b3ρ
3 1+α+γ

2 sin
(1 + 3α+ γ − 2µ)π

2
− a3b1ρ

1+α+γ sin ((1 + γ + µ)π)

− a3b2ρ
3 1+α+γ

2 sin
(1− α+ γ + 2µ)π

2
+ a3b3ρ

2(1+α+γ) sin ((α− µ)π) , (77)
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so that the non-negativity requirement of function K implies

a1b2 sin
(1 + 3α+ γ − 2µ)π

2
− a2b1 sin

(1− α+ γ + 2µ)π

2
> 0, (78)

a2b3 sin
(1 + 3α+ γ − 2µ)π

2
− a3b2 sin

(1− α+ γ + 2µ)π

2
> 0, (79)

−a1b3 sin ((2α+ γ − µ)π) + a2b2 sin ((α− µ)π) + a3b1 sin ((γ + µ)π) > 0. (80)

The sines appearing in the first term in (78) and (79) have a non-negative value, since 3α+ γ − 2µ ∈ (0, 1) ,
i.e., 1+3α+γ−2µ ∈ (1, 2) , according to the thermodynamical requirement (71)2, as well as the sines appearing
in the second term in (78) and in (79), since 1− α+ γ + 2µ ∈ (0, 2), because of −α+ γ + 2µ ∈ (−1, 1), that is
valid since −α+γ+2µ = (α+ γ)−2 (α− µ) 6 1−4 (α− µ) 6 1 according to the thermodynamical restrictions
(71), as well as since the thermodynamical requirement (71)2 transforms into −α + γ + 2µ − 2 (α+ γ) =
− (3α+ γ − 2µ) > −1 implying −α + γ + 2µ > −1 + 2 (α+ γ) > −1, so that 1 − α + γ + 2µ > 2 (α+ γ) > 0.
Therefore, the requirements (78) and (79) respectively transform into

a2

a1
6
b2
b1

cos (1−3α−γ+2µ)π
4

cos (1+α−γ−2µ)π
4

sin (1−3α−γ+2µ)π
4

sin (1+α−γ−2µ)π
4

and
a3

a2
6
b3
b2

sin (1+3α+γ−2µ)π
4

sin (1−α+γ+2µ)π
4

cos (1+3α+γ−2µ)π
4

cos (1−α+γ+2µ)π
4

, (81)

where the requirement (78) is rewritten as

a1b2 sin
(1− 3α− γ + 2µ)π

2
− a2b1 sin

(1 + α− γ − 2µ)π

2
> 0,

since sin
(
π
2 + φ

)
= sin

(
π
2 − φ

)
and then transformed into (81)1 in order to be combined with the thermo-

dynamical restriction (181)1. Expressions given by (81) represent the narrowed thermodynamical restrictions

(72)2 and (73)2, since
sin

(1−3α−γ+2µ)π
4

sin
(1+α−γ−2µ)π

4

6 1 and cos
(1+3α+γ−2µ)π

4

cos
(1−α+γ+2µ)π

4

6 1, due to 1− 3α− γ+ 2µ 6 1 +α− γ− 2µ and

1− α+ γ + 2µ 6 1 + 3α+ γ − 2µ, both reducing to µ 6 α, see (71)1.
The requirement (71)2, reading 3α+ γ − 2µ = 2α+ γ − µ+ (α− µ) 6 1, i.e., 2α+ γ − µ 6 1− (α− µ) 6 1,

combined with the requirement (71)1 guarantees a non-negative value of the sine in the first term in (80), while
the requirement (71)1 ensures non-negativity of the sine in the second term in (80), and finally non-negativity
of the sine in the third term in (80) is guaranteed by the requirement (71)2, so that the requirement (80) is
transformed into the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (76) if the right-hand-side of (76) is less than the

right-hand-side of (75), since sin
(α−µ)π

2

cos
(2α+γ−µ)π

2

=
cos

(1−(α−µ))π
2

cos
(2α+γ−µ)π

2

6 1 and cos
(γ+µ)π

2

cos
(2α+γ−µ)π

2

> 1, due to 2α + γ − µ 6

1− (α− µ) < 1 and γ + µ 6 2α+ γ − µ < 1, respectively reducing to 2α+ γ − µ 6 1 and µ 6 α, see (71).
In conclusion, the non-negativity of function K, corresponding to the model I

+

ID.I
+

ID and given by (77), is
ensured by requesting (72), (73), and possibly (76) in addition to (71), (74), and (75) implying the corresponding
relaxation modulus to be a completely monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein function.

4.1.7 Model IDD
+

.IDD
+

Function K, given by (20), in the case of the model IDD
+

.IDD
+

, having the constitutive equation given in the
form (

a1 0Iαt + a2 0D
1+γ−α

2
t + a3 0D1+γ

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iα+γ−η

t + b2 0D
1+η−(α+γ−η)

2
t + b3 0D1+η

t

)
ε (t) ,

and with corresponding thermodynamical, see (184) - (187), as well as with the narrowed thermodynamical
requirements

0 6 α+ γ − η 6 1, γ 6 η, α+ η + (η − γ) = α− γ + 2η 6 1, (82)

a2

a1
6
b2
b1

sin (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

sin (1+α+3γ−2η)π
4

cos (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

cos (1+α+3γ−2η)π
4

6
b2
b1

sin (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

sin (1+α+3γ−2η)π
4

, (83)

a3

a2
6
b3
b2

cos (1−α+γ−2η)π
4

cos (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

sin (1−α+γ−2η)π
4

sin (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

6
b3
b2

cos (1−α+γ−2η)π
4

cos (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

, (84)

a3b1 cos
(α+ 2γ − η)π

2
− a2b2 sin

(η − γ)π

2
6 a1b3 cos

(α+ η)π

2
, (85)

a1b3 sin
(α+ η)π

2
6 a2b2 cos

(η − γ)π

2
− a3b1 sin

(α+ 2γ − η)π

2
, (86)

a1b3 sin
(α+ η)π

2
6 a2b2 cos

(η − γ)π

2

sin (η−γ)π
2

cos (α+η)π
2

+ a3b1 sin
(α+ 2γ − η)π

2

cos (α+2γ−η)π
2

cos (α+η)π
2

, (87)
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becomes

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((η − γ)π) + a1b2ρ
1+α+γ

2 sin
(1 + α− γ + 2η)π

2
− a1b3ρ

1+α+γ sin ((α+ η)π)

− a2b1ρ
1+α+γ

2 sin
(1 + α+ 3γ − 2η)π

2
+ a2b2ρ

1+α+γ sin ((η − γ)π)

+ a2b3ρ
3 1+α+γ

2 sin
(1 + α+ 2η − γ)π

2
+ a3b1ρ

1+α+γ sin ((α+ 2γ − η)π)

− a3b2ρ
3 1+α+γ

2 sin
(1 + α+ 3γ − 2η)π

2
+ a3b3ρ

2(1+α+γ) sin ((η − γ)π) , (88)

so that the non-negativity requirement of function K implies

a1b2 sin
(1 + α− γ + 2η)π

2
− a2b1 sin

(1 + α+ 3γ − 2η)π

2
> 0 (89)

a2b3 sin
(1 + α− γ + 2η)π

2
− a3b2 sin

(1 + α+ 3γ − 2η)π

2
> 0 (90)

−a1b3 sin ((α+ η)π) + a2b2 sin ((η − γ)π) + a3b1 sin ((α+ 2γ − η)π) > 0. (91)

According to the thermodynamical requirement (82)3, the first term in (89), as well as in (90) has a non-
negative value, since 1+α−γ+2η ∈ (1, 2), while the second term in (89), as well as in (90) is non- positive, since
one has 1+α+3γ−2η ∈ (0, 2), due to 1+α+3γ−2η = 1− (α− γ + 2η)+2 (α+ γ) > 2 (α+ γ) > 0, where the
restriction (82)3 is used in the form− (α− γ + 2η) > −1, as well as 1+α+3γ−2η = 1+(α− γ + 2η)−4 (η − γ) 6
2− 4 (η − γ) 6 2, with the restriction (82)3 used again, so that the requirements (89) and (90) are transformed
into

a2

a1
6
b2
b1

sin (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

sin (1+α+3γ−2η)π
4

cos (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

cos (1+α+3γ−2η)π
4

and
a3

a2
6
b3
b2

cos (1−α+γ−2η)π
4

cos (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

sin (1−α+γ−2η)π
4

sin (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

, (92)

and represent narrowed thermodynamical requirements (83) and (84), where the requirement (90) becomes

a2b3 sin
(1− α+ γ − 2η)π

2
− a3b2 sin

(1− α− 3γ + 2η)π

2
> 0,

since sin
(
π
2 + φ

)
= sin

(
π
2 − φ

)
and then transformed into (92)2 in order to be combined with the thermo-

dynamical restriction (185)2. Expressions given by (92) represent the narrowed thermodynamical restrictions

(83)2 and (84)2, since
cos

(1+α−γ+2η)π
4

cos
(1+α+3γ−2η)π

4

6 1 and sin
(1−α+γ−2η)π

4

sin
(1−α−3γ+2η)π

4

6 1, due to 1 +α+ 3γ − 2η 6 1 +α− γ + 2η and

1− α+ γ − 2η 6 1− α− 3γ + 2η, both reducing to γ 6 η, see (82)2.
The requirements (82) ensure non-negative values of sines in the first and third term in (91), since α+ η 6

1 − (η − γ) 6 1 and α + 2γ − η = (α− γ + 2η) − 3 (η − γ) 6 1 as well as α + 2γ − η = (α+ γ − η) + γ > γ,
while the second term in (91) has a non-negative value according to (82)2, so that the requirement (91) is
transformed into the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (87) if the right-hand-side of (87) is less than the

right-hand-side of (86), since sin
(η−γ)π

2

cos
(α+η)π

2

=
cos

(1−(η−γ))π
2

cos
(α+η)π

2

6 1 and cos
(α+2γ−η)π

2

cos
(α+η)π

2

> 1, due to α+η 6 1− (η − γ) < 1

and α+ 2γ − η 6 α+ η < 1, respectively reducing to α− γ + 2η 6 1 and γ 6 η, see (82)3,2.
In conclusion, the non-negativity of functionK, corresponding to the model IDD

+

.IDD
+

and given by (88), is
ensured by requesting (83), (84), and possibly (87) in addition to (82), (85), and (86) implying the corresponding
relaxation modulus to be a completely monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein function.

4.1.8 Model I
+

ID.IDD
+

Function K, given by (20), in the case of the model I
+

ID.IDD
+

, having the constitutive equation given in the
form (

a1 0I1+α
t + a2 0I

1+α−γ
2

t + a3 0Dγ
t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iα+γ−η

t + b2 0D
1+η−(α+γ−η)

2
t + b3 0D1+η

t

)
ε (t) ,

and with corresponding thermodynamical, see (188) - (191), as well as with the narrowed thermodynamical
requirements

η 6 γ, α+ γ + 2 (γ − η) = α+ 3γ − 2η 6 1, (93)

a1

b1

sin (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

cos (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

6
a1

b1

sin (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

cos (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

cos (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

sin (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

6
a2

b2
, (94)
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a2

b2
6
a3

b3

cos (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

sin (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

sin (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

cos (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

6
a3

b3

cos (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

sin (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

, (95)

a1b3 cos
(α+ η)π

2
− a2b2 sin

(γ − η)π

2
6 a3b1 cos

(α+ 2γ − η)π

2
, (96)

a3b1 sin
(α+ 2γ − η)π

2
6 a2b2 cos

(γ − η)π

2
− a1b3 sin

(α+ η)π

2
, (97)

a3b1 sin
(α+ 2γ − η)π

2
6 a2b2 cos

(γ − η)π

2

sin (γ−η)π
2

cos (α+2γ−η)π
2

+ a1b3 sin
(α+ η)π

2

cos (α+η)π
2

cos (α+2γ−η)π
2

, (98)

becomes

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((γ − η)π)− a1b2ρ
1+α+γ

2 sin
(1 + α− γ + 2η)π

2
+ a1b3ρ

1+α+γ sin ((α+ η)π)

+ a2b1ρ
1+α+γ

2 sin
(1− α− 3γ + 2η)π

2
+ a2b2ρ

1+α+γ sin ((γ − η)π)

− a2b3ρ
3 1+α+γ

2 sin
(1 + α− γ + 2η)π

2
− a3b1ρ

1+α+γ sin ((α+ 2γ − η)π)

+ a3b2ρ
3 1+α+γ

2 sin
(1− α− 3γ + 2η)π

2
+ a3b3ρ

2(1+α+γ) sin ((γ − η)π) , (99)

so that the non-negativity requirement of function K implies

−a1b2 sin
(1 + α− γ + 2η)π

2
+ a2b1 sin

(1− α− 3γ + 2η)π

2
> 0, (100)

−a2b3 sin
(1 + α− γ + 2η)π

2
+ a3b2 sin

(1− α− 3γ + 2η)π

2
> 0, (101)

a1b3 sin ((α+ η)π) + a2b2 sin ((γ − η)π)− a3b1 sin ((α+ 2γ − η)π) > 0. (102)

According to the thermodynamical requirements (93), the sine in the first term in (100), as well as in
(101), has a non-negative value, since 1 + α − γ + 2η > (1− (γ − η)) + α + η > 0 and 1 + α − γ + 2η =

1 + (α+ 3γ − 2η)− 4 (γ − η) 6 2− 4 (γ − η) 6 2, while the argument (1−α−3γ+2η)π
2 in second term in (100) and

(101) is in the interval
(
0, π2

)
, since α+ 3γ − 2η ∈ (0, 1), according to (93)2, so that the requirements (100) and

(101) are transformed into

a1

b1

sin (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

cos (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

cos (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

sin (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

6
a2

b2
6
a3

b3

cos (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

sin (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

sin (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

cos (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

,

and represent narrowed thermodynamical requirements (94)1 and (95)2, when combined with the thermody-

namical restriction (189), since cos
(1+α−γ+2η)π

4

sin
(1−α−3γ+2η)π

4

=
cos

(1+α−γ+2η)π
4

cos
(1+α+3γ−2η)π

4

> 1 and sin
(1−α−3γ+2η)π

4

cos
(1+α−γ+2η)π

4

=
cos

(1+α+3γ−2η)π
4

cos
(1+α−γ+2η)π

4

6 1,

due to 1 + α− γ + 2η 6 1 + α+ 3γ − 2η reducing to η 6 γ, see (94)1.
The requirements (93) ensure non-negative values of sines in the first and third term in (102), since 0 6

α+η 6 α+γ+2 (γ − η) 6 1 and 0 6 α+2γ−η = (α+ 3γ − 2η)− (γ − η) 6 1, while sine in the second term in
(102) has a non-negative value according to the requirement (93)1, so that the requirement (102) is transformed
into the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (98) if the right-hand-side of (98) is less than the right-hand-side

of (97), since sin
(γ−η)π

2

cos
(α+2γ−η)π

2

=
cos

(1−(γ−η))π
2

cos
(α+2γ−η)π

2

6 1 and cos
(α+η)π

2

cos
(α+2γ−η)π

2

> 1, due to α + 2γ − η 6 1 − (γ − η) < 1 and

α+ η 6 α+ 2γ − η < 1, respectively reducing to α+ 3γ − 2η 6 1 and η 6 γ, see (93).
In conclusion, the non-negativity of function K, corresponding to the model I

+

ID.IDD
+

and given by (99), is
ensured by requesting (94), (95) and possibly (98) in addition to (93), (96) and (97) implying the corresponding
relaxation modulus to be a completely monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein function.

4.2 Asymmetric models
4.2.1 Model IID.ID

Function K, given by (20), in the case of model IID.ID, having the constitutive equation given in the form(
a1 0Iα+β−γ

t + a2 0Iνt + a3 0Dγ
t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iαt + b2 0Dβ

t

)
ε (t) ,

and with corresponding thermodynamical, see (192) and (193), as well as with the narrowed thermodynamical
requirements

0 6 α 6 ν < α+ β − γ 6 1, β + ν 6 1, (103)

22



b1
b2

6
a1

a3

sin (α+2β−γ)π
2

sin (α+γ)π
2

cos (α+2β−γ)π
2

cos (α+γ)π
2

6
a1

a3

sin (α+2β−γ)π
2

sin (α+γ)π
2

, (104)

valid if α+ 2β − γ < 1, becomes

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((β − γ)π) + a1b2ρ
α+β sin ((α+ 2β − γ)π)

+ a2b1ρ
α+β−γ−ν sin ((ν − α)π) + a2b2ρ

2(α+β)−γ−ν sin ((β + ν)π)

− a3b1ρ
α+β sin ((α+ γ)π) + a3b2ρ

2(α+β) sin ((β − γ)π) , (105)

so that the non-negativity requirement of function K implies

a1b2 sin ((α+ 2β − γ)π)− a3b1 sin ((α+ γ)π) > 0. (106)

The first term in (106) has either a positive value if α+2β−γ < 1, or a non-positive value if α+2β−γ > 1,
since α + 2β − γ = (α+ β − γ) + β ∈ (0, 2), according to the thermodynamical requirement (103)1, while the
second term in (106) has a non-positive value, since the thermodynamical requirement (103)1 gives α + γ 6
ν + γ < α+ β implying γ < β, that combined with α 6 ν, see (103)1, yields α+ γ 6 β+ ν 6 1 according to the
thermodynamical requirement (103)2, so that the non-negativity of requirement (106), as well as of the function
K, given by (105), can be guaranteed only if α + 2β − γ < 1, and than the requirement (106) is transformed
into

b1
b2

6
a1

a3

sin (α+2β−γ)π
2

sin (α+γ)π
2

cos (α+2β−γ)π
2

cos (α+γ)π
2

,

representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (104)2, since α+ γ 6 α+ 2β− γ < 1 reducing to γ < β,

see (103)1, implies cos
(α+2β−γ)π

2

cos
(α+γ)π

2

6 1.

In conclusion, the non-negativity of function K, corresponding to the model IID.ID and given by (105), is
ensured if α+2β−γ < 1 by requesting (104), in addition to (103) implying the corresponding relaxation modulus
to be a completely monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein function, while if α+ 2β−γ > 1, then
the mentioned properties cannot be ensured, since (106) cannot be satisfied.

4.2.2 Model IDD.DD
+

Function K, given by (20), in the case of model IDD.DD
+

, having the constitutive equation given in the form(
a1 0Iαt + a2 0Dβ

t + a3 0Dγ
t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Dµ

t + b2 0Dα+β+µ
t

)
ε (t) ,

and with corresponding thermodynamical, see (194) and (195), as well as with the narrowed thermodynamical
requirements

1 6 α+ β + µ 6 2, β < γ 6 µ 6 1− α, (107)

a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+µ)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (µ−β)π

2

6
a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+µ)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (µ−β)π

2

sin (2α+β+µ)π
2

sin (µ−β)π
2

6
b1
b2
, (108)

becomes

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((α+ µ)π) + a1b2ρ
α+β sin ((2α+ β + µ)π)

+ a2b1ρ
α+β sin ((µ− β)π) + a2b2ρ

2(α+β) sin ((α+ µ)π) + a3b2ρ
2α+β+µ sin ((α+ β)π) , (109)

so that the non-negativity requirement of function K implies

a1b2 sin ((2α+ β + µ)π) + a2b1 sin ((µ− β)π) > 0. (110)

According to the thermodynamical requirement (107)2, one finds 2α + β + µ = (α+ β) + (α+ µ) 6 2, as
well as according to the thermodynamical requirement (107)1, one has 2α + β + µ = (α+ β + µ) + α > 1, so
that the first term in (110) has a non-positive value, while the second term in (110) has a non-negative value,
according the thermodynamical requirement (107)2. Therefore, the requirement (110) is transformed into

a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+µ)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (µ−β)π

2

sin (2α+β+µ)π
2

sin (µ−β)π
2

6
b1
b2
,
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representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (108)1, since π − (2α+β+µ)π
2 > (µ−β)π

2 , reducing to

α+ µ 6 1, see (107)2, implies sin
(2α+β+µ)π

2

sin
(µ−β)π

2

> 1.

In conclusion, the non-negativity of function K, corresponding to the model IDD.DD
+

and given by (109),
is ensured by requesting (108) in addition to (107) implying the corresponding relaxation modulus to be a
completely monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein function.

4.2.3 Model I
+

ID.ID

Function K, given by (20), in the case of the model I
+

ID.ID, having the constitutive equation given in the form(
a1 0Iα+β+ν

t + a2 0Iνt + a3 0Dα+β−ν
t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iαt + b2 0Dβ

t

)
ε (t) , (111)

and with corresponding thermodynamical, see (196) and (197), as well as with the narrowed thermodynamical
requirements

0 6 α+ β − ν 6 1, 1 6 α+ β + ν 6 2, α 6 ν 6 1− β, (112)

a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (α+2β+ν)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (ν−α)π

2

6
a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (α+2β+ν)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (ν−α)π

2

sin (α+2β+ν)π
2

sin (ν−α)π
2

6
b1
b2
, (113)

b1
b2

6
a2

a3

sin (β+ν)π
2

sin (2α+β−ν)π
2

cos (β+ν)π
2

cos (2α+β−ν)π
2

6
a2

a3

sin (β+ν)π
2

sin (2α+β−ν)π
2

, (114)

becomes

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((β + ν)π) + a1b2ρ
α+β sin ((α+ 2β + ν)π)

+ a2b1ρ
α+β sin ((ν − α)π) + a2b2ρ

2(α+β) sin ((β + ν)π)

− a3b1ρ
2(α+β) sin ((2α+ β − ν)π) + a3b2ρ

3(α+β) sin ((ν − α)π) , (115)

so that the non-negativity requirement of function K implies

a1b2 sin ((α+ 2β + ν)π) + a2b1 sin ((ν − α)π) > 0, (116)
a2b2 sin ((β + ν)π)− a3b1 sin ((2α+ β − ν)π) > 0. (117)

According to the thermodynamical requirement (112)3, one finds α+ 2β + ν = (α+ β) + (β + ν) 6 2, while
according to the thermodynamical requirement (112)2 one finds α+ 2β + ν = (α+ β + ν) + β > 1, so that the
first term in (116) has a non-positive value, while the second term in (116) has a non-negative value, according
to the thermodynamical requirement (112)3. Therefore, the inequality (116) is transformed into

a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (α+2β+ν)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (ν−α)π

2

sin (α+2β+ν)π
2

sin (ν−α)π
2

6
b1
b2
,

representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (113)1, since π − (α+2β+ν)π
2 > (ν−α)π

2 , reducing to

β + ν 6 1, see (112)3, implies sin
(α+2β+ν)π

2

sin
(ν−α)π

2

> 1.

According to the thermodynamical requirement (112)3, the first term in (117) has a non-negative value,
while according to the thermodynamical requirement (112)1, one finds 2α + β − ν = (α+ β − ν) + α > 0, as
well as according to the requirement (112)3, one has 2α + β − ν = (α+ β) − (ν − α) 6 1, and therefore the
second term in (117) has a non-positive value, so that the inequality (117) is transformed into

b1
b2

6
a2

a3

sin (β+ν)π
2

sin (2α+β−ν)π
2

cos (β+ν)π
2

cos (2α+β−ν)π
2

,

representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (114)2, since 2α+β−ν 6 β+ν < 1, reducing to α 6 ν,

see (112)3, implies cos
(β+ν)π

2

cos
(2α+β−ν)π

2

6 1.

In conclusion, the non-negativity of function K, corresponding to the model I
+

ID.ID and given by (115), is
ensured by requesting (113) and (114) in addition to (112) implying the corresponding relaxation modulus to
be a completely monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein function.
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4.2.4 Model IDD
+

.DD
+

Function K, given by (20), in the case of model IDD
+

.DD
+

, having the constitutive equation given in the form(
a1 0Iαt + a2 0Dβ

t + a3 0Dα+2β
t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Dµ

t + b2 0Dα+β+µ
t

)
ε (t) ,

and with corresponding thermodynamical, see (198) and (199), as well as with the narrowed thermodynamical
requirements

1 6 α+ 2β 6 2, 1 6 α+ β + µ 6 2, β 6 µ 6 1− α, (118)

a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+µ)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (µ−β)π

2

6
a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+µ)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (µ−β)π

2

sin (2α+β+µ)π
2

sin (µ−β)π
2

6
b1
b2
, (119)

b1
b2

6
a2

a3

sin (α+µ)π
2

sin (α+2β−µ)π
2

cos (α+µ)π
2

cos (α+2β−µ)π
2

6
a2

a3

sin (α+µ)π
2

sin (α+2β−µ)π
2

, (120)

valid if 2α+ β − µ < 1, becomes

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((α+ µ)π) + a1b2ρ
α+β sin ((2α+ β + µ)π)

+ a2b1ρ
α+β sin ((µ− β)π) + a2b2ρ

2(α+β) sin ((α+ µ)π)

− a3b1ρ
2(α+β) sin ((α+ 2β − µ)π) + a3b2ρ

3(α+β) sin ((µ− β)π) , (121)

so that the non-negativity requirement of function K implies

a1b2 sin ((2α+ β + µ)π) + a2b1 sin ((µ− β)π) > 0, (122)
a2b2 sin ((α+ µ)π)− a3b1 sin ((α+ 2β − µ)π) > 0. (123)

According to the thermodynamical requirement (118)3, one finds α+ 2β +µ = (α+ β) + (β + µ) 6 2, while
according to the thermodynamical requirement (118)2, one finds α+ 2β + µ = (α+ β + µ) + β > 1, so that the
first term in (122) has a non-positive value, while the second term in (122) has a non-negative value according
to the thermodynamical requirement (118)3. Therefore, the inequality (122) is transformed into

a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+µ)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (µ−β)π

2

sin (2α+β+µ)π
2

sin (µ−β)π
2

6
b1
b2
,

representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (119)1, since π − (2α+β+µ)π
2 > (µ−β)π

2 , reducing to

α+ µ 6 1, see (118)3, implies sin
(2α+β+µ)π

2

sin
(µ−β)π

2

> 1.

According to the thermodynamical requirement (118)3, the first term in (123) has a non-negative value,
while according to the thermodynamical requirement (118)1, one finds α+ 2β − µ = (α+ 2β)− µ > 0, as well
as according to the requirement (118)3, one finds α+ 2β − µ = (α+ β)− (µ− β) 6 1, and therefore the second
term in (123) has a non-positive value, so that the inequality (123) is transformed into

b1
b2

6
a2

a3

sin (α+µ)π
2

sin (α+2β−µ)π
2

cos (α+µ)π
2

cos (α+2β−µ)π
2

,

representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (120)2, since α+2β−µ 6 α+µ < 1, reducing to β 6 µ,

see (118)3, implies cos
(α+µ)π

2

cos
(α+2β−µ)π

2

6 1.

In conclusion, the non-negativity of function K, corresponding to the model IDD
+

.DD
+

and given by (121),
is ensured by requesting (119) and (120) in addition to (118), implying the corresponding relaxation modulus
to be a completely monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein function.

4.2.5 Model ID.IDD

Function K, given by (20), in the case of the model ID.IDD, having the constitutive equation given in the form

(a1 0Iµt + a2 0Dν
t )σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iαt + b2 0Dβ

t + b3 0Dµ+ν−α
t

)
ε (t) ,

and with corresponding thermodynamical, see (200) and (201), as well as with the narrowed thermodynamical
requirements

0 6 ν 6 β < µ+ ν − α 6 1, α 6 µ 6 1− β, (124)
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−a1

a2

cos (2α+β−µ)π
2

cos (β+µ)π
2

6
b1
b3

6
a1

a2

sin (2µ+ν−α)π
2

sin (α+ν)π
2

cos (2µ+ν−α)π
2

cos (α+ν)π
2

6
a1

a2

sin (2α+β−µ)π
2

sin (β+µ)π
2

, (125)

valid if 2µ+ ν − α < 1, becomes

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((µ− α)π) + a1b2ρ
α+β sin ((β + µ)π) + a1b3ρ

µ+ν sin ((2µ+ ν − α)π)

− a2b1ρ
µ+ν sin ((α+ ν)π) + a2b2ρ

α+β+µ+ν sin ((β − ν)π) + a2b3ρ
2(µ+ν) sin ((µ− α)π) , (126)

so that the non-negativity requirement of function K implies

a1b3 sin ((2µ+ ν − α)π)− a2b1 sin ((α+ ν)π) > 0. (127)

The first term in (127) has either a positive value if 2µ+ ν −α < 1, or non-positive value if 2µ+ ν −α > 1,
since 2µ + ν − α = (µ+ ν − α) + µ ∈ (0, 2) according to the thermodynamical requirement (124)1, while the
second term in (127) has a non-positive value, since α + ν 6 α + β 6 1, according to the thermodynamical
requirements (124). Therefore, the inequality (127) can be satisfied only if 2µ+ ν−α < 1 and it is transformed
into

b1
b3

6
a1

a2

sin (2µ+ν−α)π
2

sin (α+ν)π
2

cos (2µ+ν−α)π
2

cos (α+ν)π
2

,

representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (125)3, since α+ν 6 2µ+ν−α < 1, reducing to α 6 µ,

see (124)2, implies cos
(2µ+ν−α)π

2

cos
(α+ν)π

2

6 1.

In conclusion, the non-negativity of function K, corresponding to the model ID.IDD and given by (126), is
ensured if 2µ+ν−α < 1 by requesting (125) in addition to (124) implying the corresponding relaxation modulus
to be a completely monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein function, while if 2µ+ ν−α > 1, then
the mentioned properties cannot be ensured, since (127) cannot be satisfied.

4.2.6 Model ID.DDD
+

Function K, given by (20), in the case of the model ID.DDD
+

, having the constitutive equation given in the
form (

a1 0Iαt + a2 0Dβ
t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Dµ

t + b2 0Dν
t + b3 0Dα+β+ν

t

)
ε (t) ,

and with corresponding thermodynamical, see (202) and (203), as well as with the narrowed thermodynamical
requirements

1 6 α+ β + ν 6 2, β 6 µ < ν 6 1− α, (128)

a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+ν)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (ν−β)π

2

6
a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+ν)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (ν−β)π

2

sin (2α+β+ν)π
2

sin (ν−β)π
2

6
b2
b3
, (129)

becomes

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((α+ µ)π) + a1b2ρ
ν−µ sin ((α+ ν)π) + a1b3ρ

α+β+ν−µ sin ((2α+ β + ν)π)

+ a2b1ρ
α+β sin ((µ− β)π) + a2b2ρ

α+β+ν−µ sin ((ν − β)π) + a2b3ρ
2α+2β+ν−µ sin ((α+ ν)π) , (130)

so that the non-negativity requirement of function K implies

a1b3 sin ((2α+ β + ν)π) + a2b2 sin ((ν − β)π) > 0. (131)

The first term in (131) has a non-positive value, since 2α + β + ν = (α+ β + ν) + α > 1, according to
the thermodynamical requirements (128)1, as well as 2α + β + ν = (α+ β) + (α+ ν) 6 2 according to the
thermodynamical requirements (128)2, while the second term in (131) has a non-negative value, according to
the thermodynamical requirement (128)2. Therefore, the inequality (131) is transformed into

a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+ν)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (ν−β)π

2

sin (2α+β+ν)π
2

sin (ν−β)π
2

6
b2
b3
,

representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (129)1, since
(ν−β)π

2 6 π− (2α+β+ν)π
2 reducing to α+ν 6

1, see (128)2, implies sin
(2α+β+ν)π

2

sin
(ν−β)π

2

> 1.

In conclusion, the non-negativity of function K, corresponding to the model ID.DDD
+

and given by (130),
is ensured by requesting (129) in addition to (128) implying the corresponding relaxation modulus to be a
completely monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein function.
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4.2.7 Model ID.IDD
+

Function K, given by (20), in the case of the model ID.IDD
+

, having the constitutive equation given in the
form (

a1 0Iαt + a2 0Dβ
t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iα+β−ν

t + b2 0Dν
t + b3 0Dα+β+ν

t

)
ε (t) ,

and with corresponding thermodynamical, see (204) and (205), as well as with the narrowed thermodynamical
requirements

0 6 α+ β − ν 6 1, 1 6 α+ β + ν 6 2, β 6 ν 6 1− α, (132)

b1
b2

sin (α+2β−ν)π
2

sin (α+ν)π
2

6
b1
b2

sin (α+2β−ν)π
2

sin (α+ν)π
2

cos (α+2β−ν)π
2

cos (α+ν)π
2

6
a1

a2
, (133)

a1

a2
6
b2
b3

cos (ν−β)π
2∣∣∣cos (2α+β+ν)π
2

∣∣∣ sin (ν−β)π
2

sin (2α+β+ν)π
2

6
b2
b3

cos (ν−β)π
2∣∣∣cos (2α+β+ν)π
2

∣∣∣ , (134)

becomes

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((ν − β)π) + a1b2ρ
α+β sin ((α+ ν)π) + a1b3ρ

2(α+β) sin ((2α+ β + ν)π)

− a2b1ρ
α+β sin ((α+ 2β − ν)π) + a2b2ρ

2(α+β) sin ((ν − β)π) + a2b3ρ
3(α+β) sin ((α+ ν)π) , (135)

so that the non-negativity requirement of function K implies

a1b2 sin ((α+ ν)π)− a2b1 sin ((α+ 2β − ν)π) > 0, (136)
a1b3 sin ((2α+ β + ν)π) + a2b2 sin ((ν − β)π) > 0. (137)

According to the thermodynamical requirement (132)3, the first term in (136) has a non-negative value,
while according to the thermodynamical requirement (132)1, one finds α + 2β − ν = (α+ β − ν) + β > 0, as
well as according to the requirement (132)3, one has α + 2β − ν = (α+ β) − (ν − β) 6 1, and therefore the
second term in (136) has a non-positive value, so that the requirement (136) is transformed into

b1
b2

sin (α+2β−ν)π
2

sin (α+ν)π
2

cos (α+2β−ν)π
2

cos (α+ν)π
2

6
a1

a2
,

representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (133)1, since α+ 2β− ν 6 α+ ν < 1 reducing to β 6 ν,

see (132)3, implies cos
(α+2β−ν)π

2

cos
(α+ν)π

2

> 1.

The first term in (137) has a non-positive value, since 2α + β + ν = (α+ β + ν) + α > 1, according to
the thermodynamical requirement (132)2, as well as 2α + β + ν = (α+ β) + (α+ ν) 6 2 according to the
thermodynamical requirement (132)3, while the second term in (137) has a non-negative value, according to the
thermodynamical requirement (132)3. Therefore, the inequality (137) is transformed into

a1

a2
6
b2
b3

cos (ν−β)π
2∣∣∣cos (2α+β+ν)π
2

∣∣∣ sin (ν−β)π
2

sin (2α+β+ν)π
2

,

representing the narrowed thermodynamical restriction (134)2, since
(ν−β)π

2 6 π− (2α+β+ν)π
2 reducing to α+ν 6

1, see (132)3, implies sin
(ν−β)π

2

sin
(2α+β+ν)π

2

6 1.

In conclusion, the non-negativity of function K, corresponding to the model ID.IDD
+

and given by (135), is
ensured by requesting (133) and (134) in addition to (132) implying the corresponding relaxation modulus to
be a completely monotonic function and creep compliance a Bernstein function.

5 Numerical examples
Thermodynamical and narrowed thermodynamical restrictions on the parameters for the model I+ID.ID, taking
the form (

a1 0Iα+β+ν
t + a2 0Iνt + a3 0Dα+β−ν

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iαt + b2 0Dβ

t

)
ε (t) , (138)

are given as

0 6 α+ β − ν 6 1, 1 6 α+ β + ν 6 2, α 6 ν 6 1− β, (139)
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a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (α+2β+ν)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (ν−α)π

2

6
a1

a2

sin (α+2β+ν)π
2

sin (ν−α)π
2

∣∣∣cos (α+2β+ν)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (ν−α)π

2

6
b1
b2
, (140)

b1
b2

6
a2

a3

sin (β+ν)π
2

sin (2α+β−ν)π
2

cos (β+ν)π
2

cos (2α+β−ν)π
2

6
a2

a3

sin (β+ν)π
2

sin (2α+β−ν)π
2

, (141)

see also Section 4.2.3 and Appendix A.2.

5.1 Stress relaxation for the model I+ID.ID
The relaxation modulus for the model I+ID.ID, given by (138), takes the form

σ̃sr (s) =
1

s1−(β+ν)

φε (s)

φσ (s)
=

1

s1−(β+ν)

b1 + b2s
α+β

a1 + a2sα+β + a3s2(α+β)
(142)

in the Laplace domain, after applying the Laplace transform to the constitutive equation (138), where displace-
ment ε is prescribed as a Heaviside step function, see also (2) and Table 1, so that, after applying the inverse
Laplace transform to (142), according to (15), one obtains the relaxation modulus for the model I+ID.ID in the
time domain as

σsr(t) = σ(NP)
sr (t) +


0, if σ̃sr has no poles,

σ
(RP)
sr (t), if σ̃sr has a negative real pole,

σ
(CCP)
sr (t), if σ̃sr has a pair of complex conjugated poles,

(143)

where functions σ(NP)
sr , σ

(RP)
sr , and σ(CCP)

sr are given by

σ(NP)
sr (t) =

1

π

∫ ∞
0

1

ρ1−(β+ν)

∣∣b1 + b2ρ
α+βei(α+β)π

∣∣∣∣a1 + a2ρα+βei(α+β)π + a3ρ2(α+β)e2i(α+β)π
∣∣

× sin

(
(β + ν)π + arctan

b2ρ
α+β sin ((α+ β)π)

b1 + b2ρα+β cos ((α+ β)π)

− arctan
a2ρ

α+β sin ((α+ β)π) + a3ρ
2(α+β) sin (2 (α+ β)π)

a1 + a2ρα+β cos ((α+ β)π) + a3ρ2(α+β) cos (2 (α+ β)π)

)
e−ρtdρ, (144)

σ(NP)
sr (t) =

1

π

∫ ∞
0

1

ρ1−(β+ν)

K (ρ)∣∣a1 + a2ρα+βei(α+β)π + a3ρ2(α+β)e2i(α+β)π
∣∣2 e−ρtdρ,

σ(RP)
sr (t) = −ρβ−µRP

∣∣∣b1 + b2ρ
α+β
RP ei(α+β)π

∣∣∣
(α+ β)

∣∣∣a2 + 2a3ρ
α+β
RP ei(α+β)π

∣∣∣
× cos

(
(β + ν)π + arctan

b2ρ
α+β
RP sin ((α+ β)π)

b1 + b2ρ
α+β
RP cos ((α+ β)π)

− arctan
a2 sin ((α+ β)π) + 2a3ρ

α+β
RP sin (2 (α+ β)π)

a2 cos ((α+ β)π) + 2a3ρ
α+β
RP cos (2 (α+ β)π)

)
e−ρRPt, (145)

σ(CCP)
sr (t) = 2ρβ−µCCP

∣∣∣b1 + b2ρ
α+β
CCP ei(α+β)ϕCCP

∣∣∣
(α+ β)

∣∣∣a2 + 2a3ρ
α+β
CCP ei(α+β)ϕCCP

∣∣∣
× e−|Re sCCP|t cos

(
Im sCCPt− (1− (β + ν))ϕCCP + arctan

b2ρ
α+β
CCP sin ((α+ β)ϕCCP)

b1 + b2ρ
α+β
CCP cos ((α+ β)ϕCCP)

+ arctan
a2 sin ((1− (α+ β))ϕCCP) + 2a3ρ

α+β
CCP sin ((1− 2 (α+ β))ϕCCP)

a2 cos ((1− (α+ β))ϕCCP) + 2a3ρ
α+β
CCP cos ((1− 2 (α+ β))ϕCCP)

)
(146)

according to (16), (19), (17), and (18) respectively, with

φε (s) = b1 + b2s
α+β and φσ (s) = a1 + a2s

α+β + a3s
2(α+β), (147)

where the function K, defined by (20), is represented by

K (ρ) = a1b1 sin ((β + ν)π) + ρα+β (a1b2 sin ((α+ 2β + ν)π) + a2b1 sin ((ν − α)π))
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+ ρ2(α+β) (a2b2 sin ((β + ν)π)− a3b1 sin ((2α+ β − ν)π)) + ρ3(α+β)a3b2 sin ((ν − α)π) , (148)

and with poles of the relaxation modulus in Laplace domain ρRP = − 2(α+β)

√
a1
a3
, if tan ((α+ β)π) = −

√
4a1a3
a22
− 1

and sCCP = ρCCP eiϕCCP , with ρCCP = 2(α+β)

√
a1
a3

and ϕCCP =
(

1− 1
π arctan

√
4a1a3
a22
− 1
)

π
α+β , if tan ((α+ β)π) >

−
√

4a1a3
a22
− 1, obtained in Section 6.3 as zeros of function φσ, given by (147)2, by (166) and (167).

Considering the model I+ID.ID, the asymptotic behavior of the corresponding relaxation modulus in the
Laplace domain, according to (142), takes the form

σ̃sr (s) =
b2
a3

1

s1−(ν−α)

1 + b1
b2

1
sα+β

1 + a2
a3

1
sα+β + a1

a3
1

s2(α+β)

=
b2
a3

1

s1−(ν−α)

(
1 +

b1
b2

1

sα+β

)(
1 +

a2

a3

1

sα+β
+
a1

a3

1

s2(α+β)

)−1

=
b2
a3

1

s1−(ν−α)

(
1 +

b1
b2

1

sα+β

)(
1− a2

a3

1

sα+β
+

(
−a1

a3
+

(
a2

a3

)2
)

1

s2(α+β)
+O

(
s−3(α+β)

))

=
b2
a3

1

s1−(ν−α)

(
1 +

(
b1
b2
− a2

a3

)
1

sα+β
+

((
a2

a3

)2

− a1

a3
− a2

a3

b1
b2

)
1

s2(α+β)
+O

(
s−3(α+β)

))

=
b2
a3

1

s1−(ν−α)
+
b2
a3

(
b1
b2
− a2

a3

)
1

s1+2α+β−ν

+
b2
a3

((
a2

a3

)2

− a1

a3
− a2

a3

b1
b2

)
1

s1+3α+2β−ν +O
(
s−(1+4α+3β−ν)

)
, when s→∞,

that implies the short time asymptotics of the relaxation modulus as

σsr (t) =
b2
a3

t−(ν−α)

Γ (1− (ν − α))
+
b2
a3

(
b1
b2
− a2

a3

)
t2α+β−ν

Γ (1 + 2α+ β − ν)

+
b2
a3

((
a2

a3

)2

− a1

a3
− a2

a3

b1
b2

)
t3α+2β−ν

Γ (1 + 3α+ 2β − ν)
+O

(
t−(4α+3β−ν)

)
, when t→ 0, (149)

according to the theorem that if f̃ (s) ∼ g̃ (s) as s → ∞, then f (t) ∼ g (t) as t → 0, while the large time
asymptotics of the relaxation modulus

σsr (t) =
b1
a1

t−(β+ν)

Γ (1− (β + ν))
+O

(
t−(1−δ)

)
, when t→∞, (150)

follows from the asymptotics of relaxation modulus in the Laplace domain (142), obtained as

σ̃sr (s) =
b1
a1

1

s1−(β+ν)

1 + b2
b1
sα+β

1 + a2
a1
sα+β + a3

a1
s2(α+β)

=
b1
a1

1

s1−(β+ν)

(
1 +

b2
b1
sα+β

)(
1 +

a2

a1
sα+β +

a3

a1
s2(α+β)

)−1

=
b1
a1

1

s1−(β+ν)

(
1 +

b2
b1
sα+β

)(
1− a2

a1
sα+β +O

(
s2(α+β)

))
=
b1
a1

1

s1−(β+ν)

(
1 +

(
b2
b1
− a2

a1

)
sα+β +O

(
s2(α+β)

))
=
b1
a1

1

s1−(β+ν)
+O

(
s−δ
)
, when s→ 0,

with 0 < δ < 1 − (β + ν), since α + 2β + ν > 1, according to the theorem that if f̃ (s) ∼ g̃ (s) as s → 0, then
f (t) ∼ g (t) as t→∞.

Figure 3 presents time evolution of the relaxation modulus for different values of model parameters given in
Table 4, so that in the case when model parameters are such that the relaxation modulus in Laplace domain
does not have poles and additionally satisfy narrowed thermodynamical requirements (139) - (141), the relax-
ation modulus from Figure 3a, obtained according to (143) with function σ(NP)

sr given by (144), is completely
monotonic, while the complete monotonicity of the relaxation modulus from Figure 3b, obtained according to
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(143) with function σ(RP)
sr given by (145), is not guaranteed, although its form is seemingly such, since model

parameters do not satisfy narrowed thermodynamical requirements (139) - (141). Figures 3c and 3d, obtained
according to (143) with function σ(CCP)

sr given by (146), present oscillatory relaxation modulus having amplitude
exponentially decreasing in time, displaying the significant damping and the negative stress for a certain time
interval, however stress being positive and decreasing to zero for large time. Short and long time behavior of
the relaxation modulus, as obvious from all graphs from Figure 3, is governed by the asymptotic expressions
(149) and (150).

Case when σ̃sr has α β ν a1 a2 a3 b1 b2

no poles

0.35 0.55 0.4

0.05 1.5 0.45 0.7 0.95

a negative real pole 11 28.4029 . . . 20.27 7 9.5

a pair of complex
conjugated poles 11 15 20.27 7 9.5

Table 4: Model parameters used for numerical examples.
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(a) Case when σ̃sr has no poles. Relaxation modulus is com-
pletely monotonic.
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(b) Case when σ̃sr has a negative real pole. Complete mono-
tonicity of relaxation modulus is not guaranteed.
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(c) Case when σ̃sr has a pair of complex conjugated poles.
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(d) Case when σ̃sr has a pair of complex conjugated poles.

Figure 3: Time evolution of the relaxation modulus.

5.2 Creep compliance for the model I+ID.ID
The creep compliance for the model I+ID.ID, given by (111), takes the form

ε̃cr (s) =
1

s1+β+ν

φσ (s)

φε (s)
=

1

s1+β+ν

a1 + a2s
α+β + a3s

2(α+β)

b1 + b2sα+β
(151)

in the Laplace domain, after applying the Laplace transform to the constitutive equation (138), where stress σ
is prescribed as the Heaviside step function, see also (3) and Table 1, so that, after applying the inverse Laplace
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transform to (151), according to (27), one obtains the creep compliance for the model I+ID.ID in the time
domain as

εcr(t) = ε(NP)
cr (t) =

1

π

∫ ∞
0

1

ρ1+β+ν

∣∣a1 + a2ρ
α+βei(α+β)π + a3ρ

2(α+β)e2i(α+β)π
∣∣∣∣b1 + b2ρα+βei(α+β)π

∣∣
× sin

(
(β + ν)π + arctan

b2ρ
α+β sin ((α+ β)π)

b1 + b2ρα+β cos ((α+ β)π)

− arctan
a2ρ

α+β sin ((α+ β)π) + a3ρ
2(α+β) sin (2 (α+ β)π)

a1 + a2ρα+β cos ((α+ β)π) + a3ρ2(α+β) cos (2 (α+ β)π)

)(
1− e−ρt

)
dρ, (152)

or equivalently as

εcr (t) = ε(NP)
cr (t) =

1

π

∫ ∞
0

1

ρ1+β+ν

K (ρ)∣∣b1 + b2ρα+βei(α+β)π
∣∣2 (1− e−ρt

)
dρ, (153)

where the equivalent forms of function ε(NP)
cr are given by (28) and (31) and where function K is given by (148),

since function φε, given by (147)1, has no zeros in the complex plane, implying that the creep compliance in
Laplace domain admits no poles.

Rather than using any of the expressions (152) and (153), for the purpose of better numerical convergence,
one rewrites the creep compliance in Laplace domain (151) as

ε̃cr (s) = sε̃cr (s) =
1

sβ+ν

(
a1

b2

1

sα+β + b1
b2

+
a3

b2
sα+β

sα+β + a2
a3

sα+β + b1
b2

)

=
a3

b2

1

sν−α
+
a3

b2

(
a2

a3
− b1
b2

)
1

sν−α
1

sα+β + b1
b2

+
a1

b2

1

sβ+ν

1

sα+β + b1
b2

,

yielding the creep compliance in time domain in the form

εcr (t) =

∫ t

0

εcr (t′) dt′

=
a3

b2

t−(1−(ν−α))

Γ (ν − α)
+

1

π

a3

b2

(
a2

a3
− b1
b2

)∫ ∞
0

1

ρ1+ν−α

ρα+β sin ((β + ν)π) + b1
b2

sin ((ν − α)π)∣∣∣ρα+βei(α+β)π + b1
b2

∣∣∣2
(
1− e−ρt

)
dρ

+
1

π

a1

b2

∫ ∞
0

1

ρ1+β+ν

ρα+β sin ((α+ 2β + ν)π) + b1
b2

sin ((β + ν)π)∣∣∣ρα+βei(α+β)π + b1
b2

∣∣∣2
(
1− e−ρt

)
dρ, (154)

since the definition of inverse Laplace transform (40), used along with the Cauchy integral theorem (41) where
the contour is depicted in Figure 1, implies

L−1

[
1

sξ
1

sα+β + b1
b2

]
(t) =

1

π

∫ ∞
0

1

ρξ
ρα+β sin ((α+ β + ξ)π) + b1

b2
sin (ξπ)∣∣∣ρα+βei(α+β)π + b1

b2

∣∣∣2 e−ρtdρ.

Equivalently, the creep compliance is also derived in terms of two-parameter Mittag-Leffler function, see (32),
that in the case of model I+ID.ID yields

εcr (t) =
a1

b2
e
α+β,1+α+2β+ν,

b1
b2

(t) +
a2

b2
e
α+β,1+β+ν,

b1
b2

(t) +
a3

b2
e
α+β,1+ν−α, b1b2

(t) . (155)

Considering the model I+ID.ID, the asymptotic behavior of the corresponding creep compliance in Laplace
domain, according to (151), takes the form

ε̃cr (s) =
a3

b2

1

s1+ν−α

1 + a2
a3

1
sα+β + a1

a3
1

s2(α+β)

1 + b1
b2

1
sα+β

=
a3

b2

1

s1+ν−α

(
1 +

a2

a3

1

sα+β
+
a1

a3

1

s2(α+β)

)(
1 +

b1
b2

1

sα+β

)−1

=
a3

b2

1

s1+ν−α

(
1 +

a2

a3

1

sα+β
+
a1

a3

1

s2(α+β)

)(
1− b1

b2

1

sα+β
+

(
b1
b2

)2
1

s2(α+β)
+O

(
s−3(α+β)

))
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=
a3

b2

1

s1+ν−α

(
1 +

(
a2

a3
− b1
b2

)
1

sα+β
+

(
a1

a3
− a2

a3

b1
b2

+

(
b1
b2

)2
)

1

s2(α+β)
+O

(
s−3(α+β)

))

=
a3

b2

1

s1+ν−α +
a3

b2

(
a2

a3
− b1
b2

)
1

s1+β+ν

+
a3

b2

(
a1

a3
− a2

a3

b1
b2

+

(
b1
b2

)2
)

1

s1+α+2β+ν
+O

(
s
−(1+2α+3β+ν)

)
, when s→∞,

that implies the short time asymptotics of the creep compliance as

εcr (t) =
a3

b2

tν−α

Γ (1 + ν − α)
+
a3

b2

(
a2

a3
− b1
b2

)
tβ+ν

Γ (1 + β + ν)

+
a3

b2

(
a1

a3
− a2

a3

b1
b2

+

(
b1
b2

)2
)

tα+2β+ν

Γ (1 + α+ 2β + ν)
+O

(
t2α+3β+ν

)
, when t→ 0, (156)

while the large time asymptotics of the creep compliance

εcr (t) =
a1

b1

tβ+ν

Γ (1 + β + ν)
+
a1

b1

(
a2

a1
− b2
b1

)
tν−α

Γ (1 + ν − α)

+
a1

b1

(
a3

a1
− a2

a1

b2
b1

+

(
b2
b1

)2
)

t−2α−β+ν

Γ (1− 2α− β + ν)
+O

(
t−ξ
)
, when t→∞, (157)

follows from the asymptotics of creep compliance in Laplace domain, obtained as

ε̃cr (s) =
a1

b1

1

s1+β+ν

1 + a2
a1
sα+β + a3

a2
s2(α+β)

1 + b2
b1
sα+β

=
a1

b1

1

s1+β+ν

(
1 +

a2

a1
sα+β +

a3

a1
s2(α+β)

)(
1 +

b2
b1
sα+β

)−1

=
a1

b1

1

s1+β+ν

(
1 +

a2

a1
sα+β +

a3

a1
s2(α+β)

)(
1− b2

b1
sα+β +

(
b2
b1

)2

s2(α+β) +O
(
s3(α+β)

))

=
a1

b1

1

s1+β+ν

(
1 +

(
a2

a1
− b2
b1

)
sα+β +

(
a3

a1
− a2

a1

b2
b1

+

(
b2
b1

)2
)
s2(α+β) +O

(
s3(α+β)

))

=
a1

b1

1

s1+β+ν
+
a1

b1

(
a2

a1
− b2
b1

)
1

s1+ν−α

+
a1

b1

(
a3

a1
− a2

a1

b2
b1

+

(
b2
b1

)2
)

1

s1−2α−β+ν
+O

(
s−(1−ξ)

)
, when s→ 0,

with ξ ∈ (0, 1) .
Figure 4 presents time evolution of the creep compliance for different values of model parameters, so that the

creep compliance from Figure 4a, obtained according to (154) for the same set of parameters as the relaxation
modulus from Figure 3a, is a Bernstein function, while the creep compliance from Figure 4b, obtained for the
set of parameters in Table 4 guaranteeing that function σ̃sr has a pair of complex conjugated poles, is obviously
not a Bernstein function, since it is a convex, rather than a concave function. Creep compliance curves from
Figure 4, obtained according to the integral representation (154), perfectly overlap with the creep compliance
curves represented by dots, that are calculated according to the Mittag-Leffler representation (155). Finally,
short and long time asymptotic expressions (156) and (157) generate curves that show satisfactory overlapping
with the creep compliance curves.

6 Position and number of zeros of functions φσ and φε

Functions φσ and φε in the case of fractional anti-Zener and Zener models are of three different forms

φ (s) =

{
asξ + b,

as1+ξ + b,
φ (s) =

{
asξ + bsζ + c,

as1+ξ + bsζ + c,
and φ (s) = as2ξ + bsξ + c,

see Table 1, where a, b, c > 0 and ξ, ζ ∈ (0, 1) . Functions containing powers of complex variable s that are in
the interval (0, 1) , as it is well-known, do not admit zeros in the main Riemann branch arg s ∈ (−π, π) , while
functions having the power of leading term in the interval (1, 2) may admit no zeros, a negative real zero, and
a pair of complex conjugated zeros with negative real part, as it is proved in the sequel.
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(b) Creep compliance is not a Bernstein function..

Figure 4: Time evolution of the creep compliance.

6.1 Two-term function
Functions φσ and φε in the case of model ID.ID takes the form

φ (s) = as1+ξ + b, s ∈ C, arg s ∈ (−π, π) ,

see Table 1, where a, b > 0 and ξ ∈ (0, 1) . The function φ proves to admit a pair of complex conjugated zeros
with negative real part determined by

sCCP =

(
b

a

) 1
1+ξ

ei π
1+ξ and s̄CCP =

(
b

a

) 1
1+ξ

e−i π
1+ξ .

The real and imaginary part of function φ, by substituting s = ρeiϕ, become

Reφ (ρ, ϕ) = aρ1+ξ cos ((1 + ξ)ϕ) + b and Imφ (ρ, ϕ) = aρ1+ξ sin ((1 + ξ)ϕ) ,

so that Imφ (ρ, ϕ) = 0 implies ϕk = kπ
1+ξ . By requesting ϕk ∈ (−π, π) , one finds − (1 + ξ) 6 k 6 (1 + ξ),

implying k ∈ {−1, 0, 1} , transforming the real part of function φ into

Reφ (ρ, ϕk) = aρ1+ξ cos (kπ) + b,

that is zero for k ∈ {−1, 1} , implying ρ =
(
b
a

) 1
1+ξ , while for k = 0 one has Reφ (ρ, ϕ0) = aρ1+ξ + b > 0.

Therefore, the zeros of function φ are s1 =
(
b
a

) 1
1+ξ ei π

1+ξ and s−1 =
(
b
a

) 1
1+ξ e−i π

1+ξ .

6.2 Three-term function
Functions φσ and φε in the case of models IID.IID and IDD.IDD may take the form

φ (s) = as1+ξ + bsζ + c, s ∈ C, arg s ∈ (−π, π) ,

see Table 1, where a, b, c > 0 and ξ, ζ ∈ (0, 1) . The function φ proves to admit: a pair of complex conjugated
zeros with negative real part if Reφ (ρ∗, π) > 0, a negative real zero s = −ρ∗ if Reφ (ρ∗, π) = 0, no zeros if

Reφ (ρ∗, π) < 0, where Reφ is given by (158)1 and where ρ∗ =
(
b
a

sin(ζπ)
sin(ξπ)

) 1
1+ξ−ζ

.

The real and imaginary part of function φ, by substituting s = ρeiϕ, become

Reφ (ρ, ϕ) = aρ1+ξ cos ((1 + ξ)ϕ) + bρζ cos (ζϕ) + c and Imφ (ρ, ϕ) = aρ1+ξ sin ((1 + ξ)ϕ) + bρζ sin (ζϕ) .
(158)

According to (158)2, one has Imφ (ρ,−ϕ) = − Imφ (ρ, ϕ) implying that s0 = ρ0eiϕ0 and its complex conjugate
s̄0 = ρ0e−iϕ0 are both zeros of function φ, so that it is sufficient to to consider the upper complex half-plane
only. Clearly, there are no zeros of function φ lying in the right complex half-plane, since Imφ (ρ, ϕ) > 0 for
ϕ ∈

(
0, π2

)
and moreover there are no positive zeros of function φ as well, since Reφ (ρ, 0) > 0. Therefore, zeros

of function φ may only lie in the left complex half-plane.
In order to show that function φ admits a single zero in the left complex quarter-plane, the argument

principle and contour γ, shown in Figure 5, is used, stating that if the variable s changes along the contour γ
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closed in the complex plane, then the number of zeros N of function φ in the domain encircled by contour γ is
given by ∆ arg φ (s) = 2πN, provided that function φ does not have poles in the mentioned domain.

Re s

Im s

R 

r 

γ2

γ1

γ3 γ4

Figure 5: Contour γ.

γ1 : s = ρeiπ2 , ρ ∈ [r,R] ,
γ2 : s = Reiϕ, ϕ ∈

[
π
2 , π

]
,

γ3 : s = ρeiπ, ρ ∈ [r,R] ,
γ4 : s = reiϕ, ϕ ∈

[
π
2 , π

]
.

Table 5: Parametrization of contour γ.

The argument of complex numbers s belonging to the contour γ1 has a fixed value ϕ = π
2 , while their

modulus changes so that ρ ∈ (r,R) , see the parameterization given in Table 5, so that one has

Imφ
(
ρ,
π

2

)
= aρ1+ξ cos

ξπ

2
+ bρζ sin

ζπ

2
> 0,

by (158), which also implies that function φ does not have purely imaginary zeros. The asymptotics of real and
imaginary parts of function φ, given by (158), taking the form

Reφ
(
r,
π

2

)
∼ c and Imφ

(
r,
π

2

)
∼ brζ sin

ζπ

2
→ 0+, for r → 0, as well as

Reφ
(
R,

π

2

)
∼ −aR1+ξ sin

ξπ

2
→ −∞ and Imφ

(
R,

π

2

)
∼ aR1+ξ cos

ξπ

2
→∞, for R→∞,

so that
∣∣φ (R, π2 )∣∣ ∼ aR1+ξ → ∞ and tan arg φ

(
R, π2

)
∼ − tan ξπ

2 , implying arg φ
(
R, π2

)
∼ π − ξπ

2 ∈
(
π
2 , π

)
.

Therefore, as s changes along the contour γ1, the argument of function φ changes from zero to π − ξπ
2 .

Complex number s belonging to the contour γ2 has large but fixed modulus ρ = R, while its argument
changes along the contour γ2 taking the values ϕ ∈

[
π
2 , π

]
, see Table 5, so that the asymptotics of (158) as

R→∞ gives

Reφ (R,ϕ) ∼ aR1+ξ cos ((1 + ξ)ϕ) and Imφ (R,ϕ) ∼ aR1+ξ sin ((1 + ξ)ϕ) ,

so that |φ (R,ϕ)| ∼ aR1+ξ → ∞ and arg φ (R,ϕ) ∼ (1 + ξ)ϕ, implying arg φ (R,ϕ) ∈
[

(1+ξ)π
2 , (1 + ξ)π

]
.

Therefore, as s changes along contour γ2, the argument of function φ starts from the second quadrant, since
arg φ

(
R, π2

)
= (1+ξ)π

2 and ends either in the third, or possibly the fourth quadrant, since arg φ (R, π) = (1 + ξ)π,
however not crossing through the first quadrant, since the real and imaginary parts of function φ cannot be
simultaneously positive for ϕ ∈

[
π
2 , π

]
, since π

2 6 (1 + ξ)ϕ 6 2π.
The argument of complex numbers s lying on the contour γ3 has a fixed value ϕ = π, while their modulus

changes in the interval ρ ∈ (r,R) , yielding

Reφ (ρ, π) = −aρ1+ξ cos (ξπ) + bρζ cos (ζπ) + c and Imφ (ρ, π) = −aρ1+ξ sin (ξπ) + bρζ sin (ζπ) ,

according to (158), so that the asymptotics of real and imaginary parts of function φ is obtained in the form

Reφ (R, π) ∼ −aR1+ξ cos (ξπ)→ −∞ and Imφ (R, π) ∼ −aR1+ξ sin (ξπ)→ −∞, for R→∞,

as well as
Reφ (r, π) ∼ c and Imφ (r, π) ∼ brζ sin (ζπ)→ 0+ for r → 0,

implying that arg φ (R, π) ∼ (1 + ξ)π as R→∞, as well as tan arg φ (r, π) ∼ 0 as r → 0. Obviously, Imφ (ρ, π)

changes sign as ρ changes from R → ∞ to r → 0 and it has a single zero at ρ∗ =
(
b
a

sin(ζπ)
sin(ξπ)

) 1
1+ξ−ζ

, since ρ1+ξ

is a convex and ρζ is a concave function, both monotonically increasing from zero to infinity. Therefore, the
sign of Reφ (ρ∗, π) determines whether the argument of function φ, starting from arg φ (R, π) = (1 + ξ)π, as
s changes along contour γ3, ends at arg φ (r, π) = 0 or at arg φ (r, π) = 2π, so that the former is achieved if
Reφ (ρ∗, π) < 0 and the latter is achieved if Reφ (ρ∗, π) > 0. Moreover, if Reφ (ρ∗, π) = 0, then function φ

admits a negative real zero s = −ρ∗ = −
(
b
a

sin(ζπ)
sin(ξπ)

) 1
1+ξ−ζ

, since ρ∗ solves Imφ (ρ, π) = 0.
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The modulus of complex number s belonging to the contour γ4 has a fixed but small value ρ = r, while its
argument changes in the interval ϕ ∈

[
π
2 , π

]
, so that the asymptotics of real and imaginary parts of function φ,

see (158), become

Reφ (r, ϕ) ∼ c and Imφ (r, ϕ) ∼ brζ sin (ζϕ)→ 0+ for r → 0,

implying that arg φ does not really change.
Summing up, the change of argument of function φ, as s changes along the contour γ, is either ∆ arg φ (s) =

2π if Reφ (ρ∗, π) > 0, or ∆ arg φ (s) = 0 if Reφ (ρ∗, π) < 0, implying that function φ either has one zero, or has
no zeros in the upper left complex quarter-plane. If Reφ (ρ∗, π) = 0, then function φ admits a negative real
zero.

6.3 Function quadratic in sξ

Function φσ in the case of models I+ID.ID and IDD+.DD+, as well as the function φε in the case of model
ID.IDD+, so as both functions φσ and φε in the case of models I+ID.I+ID, IDD+.IDD+, and I+ID.IDD+, take
the same form

φ (s) = as2ξ + bsξ + c, s ∈ C, arg s ∈ (−π, π) , (159)

see Table 1, where a, b, c > 0 and ξ ∈ (0, 1) . If ξ ∈
(
0, 1

2

]
, then all powers of variable s belong to interval (0, 1)

and, as it is well-known, the function φ does not have zeros, while if ξ ∈
(

1
2 , 1
)
, then the zeros of function φ are

sξ = − b

2a

(
1±

√
1− 4ac

b2

)
.

Assuming that the discriminant of equation quadratic in sξ is non-negative, i.e., that 2
√
ac
b 6 1, one has

sξ = − b

2a

(
1±

√
1− 4ac

b2

)
< 0 i.e., ρξ eiξϕ =

b

2a

(
1±

√
1− 4ac

b2

)
ei(2k+1)π, k ∈ Z,

implying

ρ = ξ

√√√√ b

2a

(
1±

√
1− 4ac

b2

)
and ϕ =

(2k + 1)π

ξ
. (160)

The complex number s with modulus ρ and argument ϕ, given by (160), is not a zero of function φ, given by
(159), since the requirement ϕ ∈ (−π, π) cannot be satisfied for any k ∈ Z, due to −π < (2k+1)π

ξ < π implying
−1 < −ξ < 2k + 1 < ξ < 1, i.e., −1 < k < 0.

On the other hand, if the discriminant of equation quadratic in sξ is negative, i.e., if 2
√
ac
b > 1, then one has

sξ = − b

2a

(
1± i

√
4ac

b2
− 1

)
= −λ± iη = z± with λ =

b

2a
> 0 and η =

b

2a

√
4ac

b2
− 1 > 0, (161)

so that

sξ = ρξ eiξϕ± = |z±| ei(arg z±+2kπ) with |z±| =
√
λ2 + η2 and arg z± = ±

(
1− 1

π
arctan

η

λ

)
π, (162)

implying

s± = ρ eiϕ± with ρ = ξ
√
|z±| and ϕ± =

arg z± + 2kπ

ξ
. (163)

In order for ϕ+ to be an argument of zero of the function φ, given by (159), one requires ϕ+ = arg z++2kπ
ξ =

2k+1−δ
ξ π ∈ (0, π) , with δ = 1

π arctan η
λ ∈

(
0, 1

2

)
, so that one obtains 0 < (2k + 1− δ)π < ξπ, transforming into

0 < δ < 2k + 1 < δ + ξ < 3
2 , i.e., −

1
2 < k < 1

4 , yielding k = 0. Similar argumentation in the case of ϕ− also
implies that k = 0. Therefore, the zeros s± = ρ eiϕ± of function φ, given by (159), are such that

ρ =
2ξ

√
λ2 + η2 and ϕ± = ±

1− 1
π arctan η

λ

ξ
π,

with λ and η defined by (161), according to (162) and (163). Actually, the function φ admits a pair of complex
conjugated zeros

sCCP =
2ξ

√
λ2 + η2 ei

1− 1
π

arctan
η
λ

ξ π and s̄CCP =
2ξ

√
λ2 + η2 e−i

1− 1
π

arctan
η
λ

ξ π, (164)
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having negative real part, if tan (ξπ) > − η
λ , since ϕ+ =

1− 1
π arctan η

λ

ξ π < π implies 1− 1
π arctan η

λ < ξ, reducing
to tan (ξπ) > − η

λ , while one already knows that arg z+ = π − arctan η
λ > π

2 , see (162)3, and therefore ϕ+ =
arg z+
ξ > π

2 , see (163), due to ξ < 1. Note, if tan (ξπ) < − η
λ , then ϕ+ > π and function φ, given by (159) does

not have zeros for arg s ∈ (−π, π) .

In the special case when ϕ± = ± 1− 1
π arctan η

λ

ξ π = ±π, i.e., when 1− 1
π arctan η

λ

ξ = 1 reducing to tan (ξπ) = − η
λ ,

one has that the function φ, given by (159), admits a negative real zero

sRP = − 2ξ

√
λ2 + η2, (165)

according to (164), with the order ξ obtained as a solution to tan (ξπ) = − η
λ .

In conclusion, the function φ, given by (159), does not have zeros if ξ ∈
(
0, 1

2

]
, or if ξ ∈

(
1
2 , 1
)
and 2

√
ac
b 6 1,

or if ξ ∈
(

1
2 , 1
)
, 2
√
ac
b > 1, and tan (ξπ) < −

√
4ac
b2 − 1, while if ξ ∈

(
1
2 , 1
)
and 2

√
ac
b > 1, then it has either a

negative real zero

sRP = − 2ξ

√
c

a
, (166)

according to (165) and (161), if tan (ξπ) = −
√

4ac
b2 − 1, that actually determines the order ξ, or it has a pair of

complex conjugated zeros

sCCP = 2ξ

√
c

a
ei

1− 1
π

arctan
√

4ac
b2
−1

ξ π and s̄CCP = 2ξ

√
c

a
e−i

1− 1
π

arctan
√

4ac
b2
−1

ξ π, (167)

according to (164) and (161), if tan (ξπ) > −
√

4ac
b2 − 1.

7 Conclusion
The analysis of the energy balance of one-dimensional viscoelastic body modeled by the fractional anti-Zener and
Zener models, conducted in Section 2, yields two expressions for the power per unit volume of the viscoelastic
body, where the first one is expressed through the strain (7) and the second one is expressed through the stress
(8), both of them containing information about the elastic properties of material, represented by the energy per
unit volume stored in the viscoelastic body (9) and (10), as well as about the viscous properties of the material,
represented by the dissipated power per unit volume (11) and (12).

The positivity of stored energy and dissipated power per unit volume, both of them consisting of the
instantaneous and hereditary terms and depending either on the relaxation modulus and its derivatives, or on
the creep compliance and its derivatives, is guaranteed if the relaxation modulus, respectively creep compliance,
is a completely monotone function, respectively a Bernstein function, and therefore the Laplace transform
method is used in Section 3 in order to obtain the explicit forms of the relaxation modulus σsr, expressed
by (15) in terms of functions σ(NP)

sr , σ
(RP)
sr , and σ

(CCP)
sr , given by (16), (17), and (18), as well as of the creep

compliance εcr, expressed by (27) in terms of functions ε(NP)
cr , ε

(RP)
cr , and ε(CCP)

cr , given by (28), (29), and (30),
allowing for the relaxation modulus and creep compliance to be non-monotonic and even oscillatory functions
with exponentially decreasing amplitude. These qualitative properties are due to the existence of poles of the
relaxation modulus and creep compliance in the Laplace domain (2) and (3), examined in Section 6. The
relaxation modulus is proved to be a completely monotone function, as well as the creep compliance proved to
be a Bernstein function, if additional restrictions on model parameters, derived in Section 4 and narrowing the
thermodynamical restrictions on the parameters of fractional anti-Zener and Zener models, listed in Appendix
A, are posed.

In Section 5, the time evolution of relaxation modulus and creep compliance for model I+ID.ID is examined
numerically for the set of parameters from Table 4 and presented in Figures 3 and 4 along with the short and
long time asymptotics, displaying a good agreement. In the case of model I+ID.ID, the relaxation modulus
can be a completely monotone function, as obvious Figure 3a, as well as a function resembling to a completely
monotone function, because of the choice of model parameters not guaranteeing the mentioned property, see
Figure 3b, and moreover an oscillatory function having exponentially decreasing amplitude, see Figures 3c and
3d. On the other hand, the creep compliance can be at most a non-monotonic function, with the possibility to
be a Bernstein function, see Figure 4a, and a function that is positive, monotonically increasing and a convex
rather than a concave function, see Figure 4b. The creep compliance curves, obtained according to the integral
representation (154) because of convergence reasons rather than (152), are compared with the ones obtained by
the Mittag-Leffler representation (155) and showed a good agreement.
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A Fractional anti-Zener and Zener models

A.1 Symmetric models
Model ID.ID takes the form(

a1 0Iαt + a2 0Dβ
t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iµt + a2 0Dα+β−µ

t

)
ε (t) ,

with thermodynamical restrictions

0 6 α+ β − µ 6 1, µ 6 α, β + µ 6 1, (168)

−a1

a2

cos (2α+β−µ)π
2

cos (β+µ)π
2

6
b1
b2

6
a1

a2

sin (2α+β−µ)π
2

sin (β+µ)π
2

. (169)

Model ID.DD
+

takes the form(
a1 0Iαt + a2 0Dβ

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Dµ

t + b2 0Dα+β+µ
t

)
ε (t) ,

with thermodynamical restrictions

1 6 α+ β + µ 6 2, β 6 µ 6 1− α, (170)

a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+µ)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (µ−β)π

2

6
b1
b2
. (171)

Model IID.IID takes the form(
a1 0Iαt + a2 0Iβt + a3 0Dγ

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iα+γ−η

t + b2 0Iβ+γ−η
t + b3 0Dη

t

)
ε (t) ,

with thermodynamical restrictions

β < α, γ 6 η, 0 6 β + γ − η 6 α+ 2γ − η 6 1, α+ γ 6 β + η, (172)

−b3
b1

cos (α+η)π
2

cos (α+2γ−η)π
2

6
a3

a1
6
b3
b1

sin (α+η)π
2

sin (α+2γ−η)π
2

, (173)

−b3
b2

cos (β+η)π
2

cos (β+2γ−η)π
2

6
a3

a2
6
b3
b2

sin (β+η)π
2

sin (β+2γ−η)π
2

. (174)

Model IDD.IDD takes the form(
a1 0Iαt + a2 0Dβ

t + a3 0Dγ
t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iµt + b2 0Dα+β−µ

t + b3 0Dα+γ−µ
t

)
ε (t) ,

with thermodynamical restrictions

0 6 α+ γ − µ 6 1, β < γ, µ 6 α, γ + µ 6 α+ β, γ + µ 6 1, (175)

−b2
b1

cos (2α+β−µ)π
2

cos (β+µ)π
2

6
a2

a1
6
b2
b1

sin (2α+β−µ)π
2

sin (β+µ)π
2

, (176)

−b3
b1

cos (2α+γ−µ)π
2

cos (γ+µ)π
2

6
a3

a1
6
b3
b1

sin (2α+γ−µ)π
2

sin (γ+µ)π
2

. (177)
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Model IID.IDD takes the form(
a1 0Iαt + a2 0Iβt + a3 0Dγ

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iµt + b2 0Dν

t + b3 0Dα+γ−µ
t

)
ε (t) ,

with thermodynamical restrictions

µ 6 β < α, γ 6 ν, α+ β + γ 6 1 + µ, µ+ ν − γ < α 6 1− ν, (178)

−b3
b1

cos (2α+γ−µ)π
2

cos (γ+µ)π
2

6
a3

a1
6
b3
b1

sin (2α+γ−µ)π
2

sin (γ+µ)π
2

. (179)

Model I
+

ID.I
+

ID takes the form(
a1 0I1+α

t + a2 0I
1+α−γ

2
t + a3 0Dγ

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0I1+µ

t + b2 0I
1+µ−(α+γ−µ)

2
t + b3 0Dα+γ−µ

t

)
ε (t) ,

with thermodynamical restrictions

µ 6 α, α+ γ + 2 (α− µ) = 3α+ γ − 2µ 6 1, (180)

a2

a1
6
b2
b1

cos (1−3α−γ+2µ)π
4

cos (1+α−γ−2µ)π
4

,
a3

a2
6
b3
b2

sin (1+3α+γ−2µ)π
4

sin (1−α+γ+2µ)π
4

, (181)

a3b1 cos
(γ + µ)π

2
− a2b2 sin

(α− µ)π

2
6 a1b3 cos

(2α+ γ − µ)π

2
, (182)

a1b3 sin
(2α+ γ − µ)π

2
6 a2b2 cos

(α− µ)π

2
− a3b1 sin

(γ + µ)π

2
. (183)

Model IDD
+

.IDD
+

takes the form(
a1 0Iαt + a2 0D

1+γ−α
2

t + a3 0D1+γ
t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iα+γ−η

t + b2 0D
1+η−(α+γ−η)

2
t + b3 0D1+η

t

)
ε (t) ,

with thermodynamical restrictions

0 6 α+ γ − η 6 1, γ 6 η, α+ η + (η − γ) = α− γ + 2η 6 1, (184)

a2

a1
6
b2
b1

sin (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

sin (1+α+3γ−2η)π
4

,
a3

a2
6
b3
b2

cos (1−α+γ−2η)π
4

cos (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

, (185)

a3b1 cos
(α+ 2γ − η)π

2
− a2b2 sin

(η − γ)π

2
6 a1b3 cos

(α+ η)π

2
, (186)

a1b3 sin
(α+ η)π

2
6 a2b2 cos

(η − γ)π

2
− a3b1 sin

(α+ 2γ − η)π

2
. (187)

Model I
+

ID.IDD
+

takes the form(
a1 0I1+α

t + a2 0I
1+α−γ

2
t + a3 0Dγ

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iα+γ−η

t + b2 0D
1+η−(α+γ−η)

2
t + b3 0D1+η

t

)
ε (t) ,

with thermodynamical restrictions

η 6 γ, α+ γ + 2 (γ − η) = α+ 3γ − 2η 6 1, (188)

a1

b1

sin (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

cos (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

6
a2

b2
6
a3

b3

cos (1−α−3γ+2η)π
4

sin (1+α−γ+2η)π
4

, (189)

a1b3 cos
(α+ η)π

2
− a2b2 sin

(γ − η)π

2
6 a3b1 cos

(α+ 2γ − η)π

2
, (190)

a3b1 sin
(α+ 2γ − η)π

2
6 a2b2 cos

(γ − η)π

2
− a1b3 sin

(α+ η)π

2
. (191)

A.2 Asymmetric models
Model IID.ID takes the form(

a1 0Iα+β−γ
t + a2 0Iνt + a3 0Dγ

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iαt + b2 0Dβ

t

)
ε (t) ,
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with thermodynamical restrictions

0 6 α 6 ν < α+ β − γ 6 1, β + ν 6 1, (192)

−a1

a3

cos (α+2β−γ)π
2

cos (α+γ)π
2

6
b1
b2

6
a1

a3

sin (α+2β−γ)π
2

sin (α+γ)π
2

. (193)

Model IDD.DD
+

takes the form(
a1 0Iαt + a2 0Dβ

t + a3 0Dγ
t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Dµ

t + b2 0Dα+β+µ
t

)
ε (t) ,

with thermodynamical restrictions

1 6 α+ β + µ 6 2, β < γ 6 µ 6 1− α, (194)

a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+µ)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (µ−β)π

2

6
b1
b2
. (195)

Model I
+

ID.ID takes the form(
a1 0Iα+β+ν

t + a2 0Iνt + a3 0Dα+β−ν
t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iαt + b2 0Dβ

t

)
ε (t) ,

with thermodynamical restrictions

0 6 α+ β − ν 6 1, 1 6 α+ β + ν 6 2, α 6 ν 6 1− β, (196)

a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (α+2β+ν)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (ν−α)π

2

6
b1
b2

6
a2

a3

sin (β+ν)π
2

sin (2α+β−ν)π
2

. (197)

Model IDD
+

.DD
+

takes the form(
a1 0Iαt + a2 0Dβ

t + a3 0Dα+2β
t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Dµ

t + b2 0Dα+β+µ
t

)
ε (t) ,

with thermodynamical restrictions

1 6 α+ 2β 6 2, 1 6 α+ β + µ 6 2, β 6 µ 6 1− α, (198)

a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+µ)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (µ−β)π

2

6
b1
b2

6
a2

a3

sin (α+µ)π
2

sin (α+2β−µ)π
2

. (199)

Model ID.IDD takes the form

(a1 0Iµt + a2 0Dν
t )σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iαt + b2 0Dβ

t + b3 0Dµ+ν−α
t

)
ε (t) ,

with thermodynamical restrictions

0 6 ν 6 β < µ+ ν − α 6 1, α 6 µ 6 1− β, (200)

−a1

a2

cos (2µ+ν−α)π
2

cos (α+ν)π
2

6
b1
b3

6
a1

a2

sin (2µ+ν−α)π
2

sin (α+ν)π
2

. (201)

Model ID.DDD
+

takes the form(
a1 0Iαt + a2 0Dβ

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Dµ

t + b2 0Dν
t + b3 0Dα+β+ν

t

)
ε (t) ,

with thermodynamical restrictions

1 6 α+ β + ν 6 2, β 6 µ < ν 6 1− α, (202)

a1

a2

∣∣∣cos (2α+β+ν)π
2

∣∣∣
cos (ν−β)π

2

6
b2
b3
. (203)

Model ID.IDD
+

takes the form(
a1 0Iαt + a2 0Dβ

t

)
σ (t) =

(
b1 0Iα+β−ν

t + b2 0Dν
t + b3 0Dα+β+ν

t

)
ε (t) ,

with thermodynamical restrictions

0 6 α+ β − ν 6 1, 1 6 α+ β + ν 6 2, β 6 ν 6 1− α, (204)

b1
b2

sin (α+2β−ν)π
2

sin (α+ν)π
2

6
a1

a2
6
b2
b3

cos (ν−β)π
2∣∣∣cos (2α+β+ν)π
2

∣∣∣ . (205)
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