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Abstract: We shall discuss three methods of inverse Laplace transforms. A Sinc-Thiele approxi-
mation, a pure Sinc, and a Sinc-Gaussian based method. The two last Sinc related methods are
exact methods of inverse Laplace transforms which allow us a numerical approximation using
Sinc methods. The inverse Laplace transform converges exponentially and does not use Bromwich
contours for computations. We apply the three methods to Mittag-Leffler functions incorporating
one, two, and three parameters. The three parameter Mittag-Leffler function represents Prabhakar’s
function. The exact Sinc methods are used to solve fractional differential equations of constant and
variable differentiation order.

Keywords: Sinc methods; inverse Laplace transform; indefinite integrals; fractional calculus;
Mittag-Leffler function; Prabhakar function; variable fractional order differentiation; variable
fractional order integration

1. Introduction

In the present paper, we present three methods for carrying out the numerical inver-
sion of the Laplace transform [1]. The methods are all based on Sinc approximations of
rational expressions via Thiele’s continued fraction approximation (STh) [2], indefinite
integral approximations based on a Sinc basis [3], and indefinite integral approximations
based on a Sinc-Gaussian (SG) basis [4]. The three methods avoid Bromwich contours
requiring a special parameter adaptation on each time step [5-9]. The motivation behind
avoiding Bromwich contours is to represent numerically generalized functions and provide
a practical method for computing inverse Laplace transforms. Among the generalized func-
tions, we aim at Mittag-Leffler (ML) functions, and especially Prabhakar functions among
them. ML functions are frequently used in fractional calculus [10-14]. For an overview
and detailed discussion of theoretical properties and applications of the Mittag-Leffler
functions, see the recent book by Gorenflo et al. [14] and Kilbas [15]. Mittag-Leffler a
Swedish mathematician introduced this function at the beginning of the last century [16] to
generalize the exponential function by a parameter a:

Zk

= L)

Three years later, Wiman [17] extended the one-parameter function to a two-para-
meter function also defined as an infinite series using gamma functions I'(x) to replace the
factorial in its definition:

————with a € C,R(a) > 0,and z € C. 1)

00 k

Eup(z) = ; mwiw a,B€C,R(w) >0,and z € C. ?)

In 1971, the Indian mathematician Prabhakar [18] proposed another generalization to
three parameters, i.e.,
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1 & T(y +k)zk

Eipla) = T(7) k§0 T(k+ 1)T(ak + p)

with «, 8,7 € C,R(a) > 0,and z € C. (3)

Comparing these series definitions of higher parameter ML functions, it is obvious
that all of them are generalizations of the exponential and, thus, include the exponential
function as a limiting case. There are many other ML functions in use with larger numbers
of parameters especially in fractional calculus; for a detailed discussion of these types
of functions, see Reference [15]. We shall restrict our examinations of the numerical
representation to the above three variants because, currently, they are the most frequently
used in fractional calculus. However, the higher-order ones can be included in our approach
in a straightforward way if needed. One common property of the ML functions as stated
above is the Laplace representation G(s) as a transfer function instead of the infinite series.
The series representation is not an efficient option for numerical computations because the
convergence of the series is sometimes restricted to |z| < 1, the sequence of the terms in the
series do not decrease monotonically [19], and the numerical evaluation of the I" function
is usually limited to a restricted magnitude of the argument if single or double precision
is used in computations. For this reason, we use the Laplace route to avoid such kinds of
convergence limiting problems.

That is, if R™ denotes the interval (0, ), we obtain accurate approximations to f
defined on R™ by

Lf=G(s), 4)

where G the transfer function is given on R*. The Laplace transform Lf is defined by

(LHG) = [ e e, ©

The Laplace transform occurs frequently in the applications of mathematics, physics,
engineering and is a major tool today in fractional analysis [13,20], especially in the repre-
sentation of special functions. We will use this technique to numerically represent functions,
like the ML functions needed in practical applications of relaxation processes. However,
one of the major problems of the Laplace transform is and especially its inverse, contrary to
Fourier transform, is that there is no universal method of inverting the Laplace transform.
In applications, such as fractional calculus, G is frequently known on R*, and the use of
the Bromwich inversion formula [21]

)= o [ oG ©
f o 27t T—ico ¢ 5)as

is, therefore, not analytically feasible in many cases. Recently, the Bromwich inversion
formula was used in connection with Talbot’s idea to replace the Bromwich contour € € C
by a simplified contour in C [5-8]. However, it turned out that a special tuning of the
parameters in the parametric representation of the contour is needed to achieve trust-
able results. The lack of universal methods for inverting the Laplace transforms stems
from the fact that the space of functions f for which Lf exists is simply speaking too
big. We immediately restrict this space by assuming that f € L2(R"), which implies
that G € L?>(R"). In applications, it is generally possible to achieve this criterion via
elementary manipulations [22]. An excellent summary of other methods for inverting the
Laplace transform is contained in Reference [23]. Furthermore, the methods summarized
in Reference [23] are tested on several functions. While the tests in Reference [23] are
interesting, the criteria of testing do not restrict the space of functions; thus, it is possible to
write down test functions for which any one of the methods does extremely well, while all
of the others fail miserably. A variety of other methods are discussed in Reference [20] and
references in Reference [22].
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The connection between the Laplace transform G(s) and the function f(t) is easily
recognized if we recap the physical background in dielectric relaxation processes. Let us
assume for simplicity of the discussion that the orientation polarization P, is related to
the alignment of dipoles in the electric field, whereby the permanent dipoles are rigidly
connected to the geometry of the molecule. Thus, the time for complete development of
Py is coupled to the rotational mobility of the molecules. This, in turn, is a variable that
is closely related to the viscosity # of the substance. The simplest approach to describe a
temporal law for Py, () is incorporated in the idea that, after switching on an electric field,
E(t) = Ep for t > 0, the change dP o / dt depends linearly on Py (t), which is known as
Debye relaxation of dielectrics [24], resulting in the celebrated relaxation equation

dP o
dt

= —771p,,. (7)

The solution of the initial value problem (7) is given by the exponential function
Por (t) = Por (0) exp(—t/7) with 7 the relaxation time. More interestingly, the Laplace
representation of this relation which, in terms of a standard relaxation function x(t), reads

$A(5) =~ 4(5) +x(0), ®
or 0
x5 = KO ©)

Delivering immediately the time dependent solution x(t) = x(0) exp(—t/7) using the
inverse Laplace transform. A canonical fractionalization of the standard relaxation
Equation (7) in terms of x(t) result to

- Xot ™"

D*x(t) = -t “x(t) + =+——, 10
using the initial condition x(0) = xo; here, D* represents the Riemann-Liouville fractional
derivative. Since Equation (10) is a linear equation, we can get the Laplace transform of
this equation including the initial condition g as

Suc—l

v(s) = xo——. 11
x(s) = xog = (11)
Inversion of the transfer function by involving a Mellin transform results to the
time dependent solution x(t) = xoE«(—(t/7)%) [25], where E,(z) is the one parameter

ML function E,(z) defined in classical terms as an infinite series by Equation (1). The

comparison with the exponential function exp(z) = ¥ ;2 reveals that E,(z) is in

S
T(k+1)
fact a generalization of the exponential function using the fractional parameter « restricted
to0d<a <1

Another type of fractional relaxation equation which changes the initial decay of the pro-

cess by an additional fractional exponent j is given by the following two-parameter equation

xotP 1
Ir'(g—a)

Applying the same procedure as before, we get the transfer function representation as

Dfx(t) = =t %x(t) + (12)

st P

st T 13)

x(s) = xo
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After inverting the Laplace transform by using the Mellin transform [12,25,26], we
gain the two-parameter ML function

x(t) = xotP ' Eqp(—(t/T)"). (14)

Again, the comparison with exp(z) and E,(z) reveals that E, g(z) is a generalization of
the exponential function. We could continue in this way by adding additional parameters
to get generalized rational expressions in Laplace space resulting in generalized functions
of the exponential. We will get back to this idea in a moment. However, Prabhakar followed
another route which is based on the following Laplace representation of a function (see.
Kilbas et al. [15]) using multiplications instead of additions in the parameter set a, 8, and
as follows:

. S'Y‘X*;B 15
X(s) = XOW’ (15)
delivering a three parameter generalization of the exponential function as
xX(8) = xot? EY 5(=(t/T)"), (16)
with L
v v (7)kz
Ea,ﬁ(z) = kg%) NESNOETOL a,B,v€C, R(a)>0,z€C, (17)

where (7)r = I'(y +k)/I'(y) is the Pochhammer symbol, and I'(z) denotes the Euler
gamma function. Note that Prabhakar’s function is an entire function of order p = 1/R(«)
and type 0 = 1 [14]. The above Prabhakar model can be reduced to a Riemann-Liouville
fractional integral equation of relaxation type [27]. In this framework of Laplace transforms,
we can introduce generalized transfer functions G(s) in the Laplace space incorporating
many parameters combined in different ways.

Such an approach was proposed in the field of electronic filter design, such as low-
pass, high-pass, and bandpass filters, including the construction of a rational function
that satisfies the desired specifications for cutoff frequencies, pass-band gain, transition
bandwidth, and stop-band attenuation. Recently, these rational approximations were
extended to fractal filters improving the design methodology in some direction. Following
Podlubny [28], a fractional-order control system can be described by a fractional differential
equation of the form:

anD* x(t) + ay_1D*1x(t) + ...+ agD"x(t) = (18)
b DP7x (£) + by 1 DPr1 x () 4 ... + boDPx (1) (19)

or by an equivalent continuous transfer function

bysPm + by, _15Pm=1 4 ...+ bysPo
Apstn + a,_18%—1 4 ... 4 agsto

G(s) =

(20)

The use of the continuous transfer function is today the standard approach to design
filters. The transfer function uses fractional exponents «; and f; to represent the fractional
orders of the differential equations. The problem with this approach is that only in rare
cases a direct inversion of the Laplace representation to the time domain is possible. One
way to solve this problem was originally proposed by Roy; that is the transfer function
G(s) with fractional exponents can be replaced by a rational approximation G(s) using
natural number exponents [29]. Such kind of rational approximation G(s) can be generated
by a Sinc point based Thiele algorithm (STh) [2,30]. Thiele’s algorithm converts a rational
expression to a continued fraction representation which is related to a rational expression
possessing exponents of natural numbers. Such kind of approximation will change of
course the representation of the rational character of the transfer function but allows us
to use a fraction with integer orders if we need to invert the Laplace transformation. The
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benefit here is that, for rational functions with integer powers, a well-known method by
Heaviside exists, also called the partial fraction method, to invert a Laplace transform to a
sum of exponential functions. This is in short how the method of numerical approximation
of all the different transfer functions mentioned above can be transformed to the time
domain with sufficient accuracy.

From a practical point of view of the STh approach, we gain a numerical represen-
tation of the function but miss the analytic properties if we are not able to compute
the inverse Laplace transform analytically. In some cases, an analytic representation is
possible via Mellin-Barns integrals delivering special function included in the class of
Fox-H functions [11,13,15,26]. For our numerical computations, however, this is not a
disadvantage if we are aware that the numerical results belong to this larger class of special
functions which are representable by Mellin-Barns integrals. Given the ML function, we
know that these functions belong to this class of Fox-H functions. The gain of the numerical
inversion of the Laplace transform, however, is that, at least for practical work, we have
access to the determining parameters of the function.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces, in short, the methodology
of Sinc methods. Section 3 discusses some applications and error estimations. Section 4
summarizes the work and gives some perspectives for additional work.

2. Sinc Methods of Approximation

This section discusses the used methods of approximation for the two sets of basis
functions. First, the approximation of functions is introduced defining the terms and
notion. The second part deals with approximations of indefinite integrals. Based on these
definitions, we introduce the approximation of inverse Laplace transform in the next step.
We use the properties of Sinc functions allowing a stable and accurate approximation based
on Sinc points [31]. The following subsections introduce the basic ideas and concepts. For
a detailed representation, we refer to References [30,32,33].

In their paper, Schmeisser and Stenger proved that it is beneficial to use in Sinc approx-
imations a Gaussian multiplier [4]. The idea of using a Gauss multiplier in connection with
Sinc approximations is a subject discussed in literature from an application point of view by
Qian [34]. The group around Qian observed that a Gauss multiplier improves under some
conditions the convergence of an approximation [35]. Schmeisser and Stenger verified this
observation on a theoretical basis and proved an error formula possessing exponential
convergence [4]. A similar approach was used by Butzer and Stens [36] to improve the con-
vergence in a Sinc approximation in connection with the Whittaker-Kotelnikov-Shannon
sampling theorem. The general multiplier used by Butzer and Stens is here replaced by
a Gaussian. We note that the used multiplier function used by Butzer and Stens in the
limit m — oo is the same as the Gaussian for ¢ — 0. It turned out that the approximation
is useful not only to represent functions but can be also applied to integrals and integral
equations, as well as to derivatives.

It is a well-known fact that numerical Laplace transform and especially its inversion
is much more difficult than numerical integration. It turns out that numerical inverse
Laplace transform based on Bromwich’s integral is influenced by several factors, like the
choice of nodes, the method of integration used, the algorithmic representation, and the
structure of the contour to mention only a few. In applications, it is sometimes required
that a certain accuracy is achieved over a definite or semi-infinite interval, and specifically
at the boundaries. It would be beneficial if the method is easy to implement, and the
number of computing steps is minimized. In addition, from the mathematical point of
view, we may gain some insights if an ad hoc estimation of the error is possible. Such a
set of requirements is, in most of the cases, not available; either one of the properties is
missing, or the whole set of requirements cannot be satisfied by a specific method. We will
discuss a new method that was mentioned in a basic form in an application to initial value
problems [1]. Our new method uses the basic idea of collocating indefinite integrals in
connection with the fundamental theorem of calculus. This allows us to approximate a
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basic relation using either a Sinc basis or a Sinc-Gaussian (SG) basis. Both approaches will
be discussed and used in examples.

To put our results in perspective, we briefly discuss the basics of approximations
using a Sinc-Gaussian basis, indefinite integrals, convolution integrals, and the inverse
Laplace transform.

2.1. Sinc Basis

To start with, we first introduce some definitions and theorems allowing us to specify
the space of functions, domains, and arcs for a Sinc approximation.

Definition 1. Domain and Conditions.

Let D be a simply connected domain in the complex plane and z € C having a boundary oD.
Let a and b denote two distinct points of 9D and ¢ denote a conformal map of D onto D4, where
Dy = {z € C:|Im(z)| < d}, such that ¢(a) = —co and ¢p(b) = co. Let ) = ¢! denote the
inverse conformal map, and let T be an arc defined by T = {z € C: z = ¢(x),x € R}. Given ¢,
Y, and a p(os)z'tive number h, let us set zy = (kh), k € Z to be the Sinc points, let us also define
p(z) = e?2),

Note the Sinc points are an optimal choice of approximation points in the sense of
Lebesgue measures for Sinc approximations [37].

Definition 2. Function Space.

Let d € (0, 7t), and let the domains D and Dy be given as in Definition 1. If d' is a number
such that d' > d, and, if the function ¢ provides a conformal map of D' onto Dy, then D C D'.
Let a and B denote positive numbers, and let L, g(D) denote the family of functions u € Hol (D),
for which there exists a positive constant ¢y such that, for all z € D,

lo(z)|*
lu(z)| < Clw~ (21)

Now, let the positive numbers o and B belong to (0,1], and let M, (D) denote the family of all
functions g € Hol (D), such that g(a) and g(b) are finite numbers, where g(a) = lim,_,, g(z)
and g(b) = lim,_,}, ¢(z), and such that u € L, g(D) where

) = g(o) - EOEEE) @)

These definitions directly allow the formulation of an algorithm for a Sinc approxima-
tion. Let Z denote the set of all integers. Select positive integers N and M = [BN/«] so
that m = M + N + 1. The step length is determined by & = (7td/(BN))'/? where «, 8, and
d are real parameters. In addition, assume there is a conformal map ¢ and its inverse ¥
such that we can define Sinc points z; = ¥(jh), j € Z [38]. The following relations define
the basis of a Sinc approximation:

sin(7tz)

Sinc (z) = — (23)

The sifted Sinc is derived from relation (23) by translating the argument by integer
steps of length h and applying the conformal map to the independent variable.

_ S(k,h)(z) ifc=0
B(k,h,C)(.X') - { 6(k,h,C)(Z) if ¢ 7&0 ’ (24)
where S(k,h)(z) = sin(rt(z/h —k))/(7t(z/h — k)) = Sinc (z/h — k) represents the Sinc
function and &(k, h, ¢)(z) = Sinc (z/h — k) exp(—c(z/h — k)?) is the Sinc-Gaussian. The
first type of approximation results to the representation
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Chmnlf Z f(zx)Sinc <¢§1Z) k), (25)

using the basis set of orthogonal functions

Bs = {S(k,h) o p(2) =y = {S(k, ) 0 p(2) il _ups (26)

where ¢(z) is a conformal map. As discussed by Schmeisser and Stenger [4], a Sinc
approximation of a function f can be given in connection with a Gaussian multiplier in the
following representation:

CheMmNLf Z f(zx)Sinc (4)51) k> exp (—c(‘l)glz) —k>2>, (27)

with ¢ a constant, and ¢ denoting a conformal map. This type of approximation allows
to represent a function f(z) on an arc I' with an exponential decaying accuracy [4]. As
demonstrated in Reference [4], the approximation works effective for analytic functions.
The definition of the Sinc-Gaussian basis by

NN
Bsg = {S(k,h) o ¢(z) exp (c((l)(z)hkh> ) } ={6&(kh,c)o ¢(Z)}1]<\]:—M (28)
k=—M

allows us to write the approximation in a compact form as

ChemNIf Z f(z)S(k, h,c) o P(2). (29)

The two approximations allow us to formulate the following theorem for Sinc approx-
imations.

Theorem 1. Sinc Approximation [38].

Let u € La,ﬁ(D) fora > 0, B > 0, and d as in Definition 2, take M = [B N/a], where
[x] denotes the greatest integer in x, and then set m = M+ N + 1. If u € M, g(D), and, if
h = (rwd/(BN))Y/2, then there exists a positive quantity, such that

£ (x) = Chemn[F)]| = KiN"2exp(—kiN'2), (30)
using wy as basis functions (see (31)). Here, Ky and ky are constants independent of N.

The proof of this theorem is given for the pure Sinc case in References [4,30] discusses
the SG case. Note the choice 1 = (7td /(BN))1/? is close to optimal for an approximation in
the space M, (D) in the sense that the error bound in Theorem 1 cannot be appreciably
improved regardless of the basis [38]. It is also optimal in the sense of the Lebesgue measure
achieving an optimal value less than Chebyshev approximations [37].

Here, z; = (kh) = ¢! (kh) are the discrete points based on Sinc points ki. Note that
the discrete shifting allows us to cover the approximation interval (a,b) in a dense way,
while the conformal map is used to map the interval of approximation from an infinite
range of values to a finite one. Using the Sinc basis, we can represent the basis functions as
a piecewise-defined function w;(z) by

1+(13( Zk_ M+1 1+ekh B(k,h,c)o¢(z) j=-M
w; = (khc) <P(Z) j=-M+1,...,N-1 , (31)
Blho)opz) =N

1+p Z M1+kh
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and ¢ = 0 or ¢ # 0, where p(z) = exp(¢(z)). This form of the Sinc basis is chosen as to
satisfy the interpolation at the boundaries. The basis functions defined in (31) suffice for
purposes of uniform-norm approximation over (a,b).

This notation allows us to define a row vector V,,(B) of basis functions

Vm(B) = (wa/ .- -/wN)r (32)

with w; defined as in (31). For a given vector Vi, (u) = (u_p, ..., uyn)T, we now introduce
the dot product as an approximation of the function u(z) by

N
u(z) = Vi(B).Vin(u) = Y wewy. (33)
k=—M

Based on this notation, we will introduce in the next few subsections the different
integrals we need [32].

2.2. Indefinite Integral Approximation

In this section, we pose the question of how to approximate indefinite integrals
on a sub-domain of R. The approximation will use our basis system introduced in
Section 2.1. We will introduce two different approximations using Sinc and Sinc-Gaussian
basis. It turns out that, for both basis systems, we can get an approximation converging
exponentially. Specifically, we are interested in indefinite integrals of the two types

[ " f(t)dtand (34)
/X “ f(bat. (35)

~ ~

| +
>
[ I

If the function f is approximated by one of the approximations given in Section 2.1,
we write, for 7 (f),

x N

G = [ a0 = [ fuBE R op(td (36
- “Rk=—M
N x
= Y f(w) / Bk, h,c) o p(t)dt (37)
k=—M -

Y S Sk ) o g(t)at ifc=0
- k_ZMf(tk){ f"oos(k,h)ocp(t)exp(_c((p(t)h_k;,)Z)dt feto 48

Scaling the variable ¢ = t/h and collocating the expression with respect to ¢, we end
up with the representation

JXL sine (¢() — k)dg ife=0
J* 1l sine (9(8) — k) exp(—c(¢(&) —K)2)dE ifc £0

The collocation of the variable ¢ — x delivers an integral I].Ck, which will be our target

N
JH(fy=h Y, f(tk){ (39)
k=—M

in the next steps.

c _ j Sin(n(x_k)) —c(x—k)?
I = L e dx. (40)

Note that, with ¢ = 0, the integral simplifies to the expression I]Qk = U & Sinc (x —
k) dx. The discrete approximation of the integral ] (f), thus, becomes
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y 1
IJr(f) ~h Z f(tk)/il};k = I] with x; = 1/J(kh)and —M< ] <N, (41)

k=—M ¢’ (xx) 7
and delivers the approximation of J*(f) via
N
T7) = Inemnlfl(x) =} JiB(j,hyc) o p(x). (42)
j=—M

For the discrete approximation, we need to know the value of I].Ck to be able to find the
approximation of the indefinite representation

X L : ,
K= ¥ {0 gt =t[5]pamev. (43)

The matrix I ]C « can be written as

e _ 1 sin(r(x —k) _cixip2
S = /_oo e e dx (44)
_ 0 Sin(ﬂ(x - k)) —c(x—k)? J sin(n(x — k)) —c(x—k)?
= /;oo We dx + /0 We dx (45)
i=ksin(rty) _,2 c
= ‘/700 ;[yy)e Vidx = ijk,O’ (46)

reducing the problem to the structure of a Toeplitz matrix if the indefinite integral has
some finite values. To get the values of the integrals, we divide the integration domain into
two parts

ik si
o = [ I ey 47)
J=r —0  TTY
- / P osin(Y) oo gy, /j_k SIN(Y) et g (48)
—eo Y 0 Yy

The two integrals deliver the following:

Ic : ifc=0 50
0~ erf(ﬁ) ifc#£0 "’ (50)

and

I

Si (j— k) ifc=0
j—k =

sign (j — k)afjik‘ ifc#0 7 (1)
with of | = of + ff, and f{ = [y Sinc (y + k) exp(—c(y + k)?)dy; thus, 0§ = TiZ} fe. A
similar procedure can be applied to the integral ]~ (f). The difference is a transposition of
the matrix I jin the representation of approximation. The following Theorem summarizes
the results.

Theorem 2. Indefinite Integrals

If ¢ denotes a one-to-one transformation of the interval (a,b) onto the real line R, let h
denote a fixed positive number, and let the Sinc points be defined on (a,b) by zx = ¢~ (kh),
k € Z, where ¢~ denotes the inverse function of the conformal map ¢. Let M and N be posi-
tive integers, set m = M + N + 1, and, for a given function f defined on (a,b), define the vector
V(f) = (f(z—m),---, f(zN)), and a diagonal matrix D(f) by D(f) = diag [f (z—_m),-- -, f(zn)]-
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Let V(B) = (B_p, ..., Bn) be the vector of basis functions, and let =) be a square Toplitz
matrix of order m having I, as its (i,j)™ entry,i,j = —M,...,N,

(1(‘1))1-,]- = I o with ij=—M,...,N. (52)
Define square matrices Ay, and By, by

hI=UD(1/¢), (53)
By = h{I(—1>}TD(1/4>’), (54)

Am

where the superscript “T” denotes the transpose. Then, the indefinite integrals (34) and (35) are
approximated by

J'f) = Tuf=V(B)AnV(f)and (55)
I-(f) = Juf=V(B)BuV(f) (56)

The error of this approximation was estimated for the pure Sinc case ¢ = 0 in Reference [30] as

En = [1() = Iemnlf1(0)]| ~ KaNY 2 exp(—kaN'/2), (57)
where Ky and ky are constants independent of N.

Note the matrices A;, and B,, have eigenvalues with R(A;) > 0, which guaranties the
convergence of the solution. A proof for the pure Sinc case for the matrix I(-) was recently
given by Han and Xu [39].

If we use the properties of the matrices defined above, we know that

Ay =hIYD(1/¢) = h(15f+ [ ].Qk])D(l/(p’), (58)

where [ is a m x m matrix filled with 1’s, and [ch_ k} is antisymmetric. The elements of the

diagonal matrix D = D(1/¢’) are all positive according to their definition. If we assume
that A, is diagonalizable, then, for each eigenvalue A; € C, there exists a complex valued
eigenvector w; € C". Since the eigenvalues of A, are the same as DY2A,, D12 we
can write

w*DY2A,,D~?w = hw*DY21-Y D2y = hw*D'/? (15f+ [Ijﬂk] )Dl/zw = Ajw|? (59)

equivalent to

. A
Igw* DYDY 2w +w* D2 |If_ ] ) DY = ] (60)
I % widl/? ﬁ wid/? | +w* D21, | DV 2w = A o) 61
0 k% kg w j—k w = h”wH (61)
k=—M k=—M
W*
. A
[SW*W + w* D1/ [I]{k] D2 = 2w (62)
A
IWI2 +w* D215 | DY = 2wl (63)

The real part of this expression delivers

A _ c||W||2 *11/2 | 7¢ 1/2
R(5) = R (15 ) +Re (D[]0 ), €4

=0
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and the second term vanishes because the matrix [I;_k} is anti-symmetric; thus, since

I§ > 0and h > 0, we have

2
R(A) = hig |||W|

> 0. 65
ol = )
If we assume that the norm is defined on the vector space, we can use the Rayleigh
quotient of a matrix H given by Ry(w) = w*Hw/(w*w) to bound the eigenvalues A.
According to References [40,41], there exist a minimal and maximal eigenvalue defined by

Am = ma%nRH(w) and (66)

Apm = mue]lxRH (w). (67)

The relations were examined numerically by computing the eigenvalues of the Hermi-
tian matrix H = A}, A, with A}, the conjugate transpose of Ay;. The results for different
size v = m X m matrices are shown in Figure 1. The left panel in Figure 1 is related to the
pure Sinc basis, while the right panel represents results for the Sinc-Gaussian basis. It is
obvious that, for the Sinc-Gaussian, the limits are symmetric to A = 1. In all cases, the
relation between A and the size v of H follows a power law A ~ v7. The value for v for the
upper limit Ay is estimated to be nearly v = 1/2. For the lower limit A, the exponents
are different. In the Sinc-Gaussian case, we find v ~ 1/2, while the pure Sinc case shows
a much smaller value of v = 7/100. However, in both cases, the lower limit is a positive
decaying function that is always greater than zero. Only in the limit v — oo is the value
zero reached. This, in turn, tells us, based on Grenander and Szego theory [42], that the
eigenvalues of Ay, are strictly positive for finite matrix sizes.

100 ¢ . 100 |
: 10,
< 10 LR
< : £ 1§
¥ 0.10 |
I | 0.01 |

R ————————————— T A RN R

0 50000 100000 150000 200000 250000 10 100 1000 10*  10°

mXxm mXxm

Figure 1. Limits for eigenvalues of the Hermitian Matrix H = A}, A;;. Left panel shows the minimal and maximal
eigenvalues for a Sinc basis and the right panel for a Sinc-Gaussian basis (log-log plot). The limits follow a relation
Aum ~ vET with v = m x m the size of H, and y = 1/2 for the upper limits and 7 ~ 7/100 for the lower limit of a Sinc
approximation. The lower limit for Sinc-Gaussian follows the upper limit with the opposite sign.

2.3. Convolution Integrals

Indefinite convolution integrals can also be effectively collocated via Sinc methods [38].
This section discusses the core procedure of this paper, for collocating the convolution
integrals and for obtaining explicit approximations of the functions p and g defined by

p(x) = /ax f(x—t)g(t)dt with x € (a,b), (68)

/b F(t— x)g(t)dt with x € (a,b), (69)

Y
—~
=
~—
I
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where x € T'. In presenting these convolution results, we shall assume that ' = (a,b) C R,
unless otherwise indicated. Note also that being able to collocate p and g enables us to

collocate definite convolutions, like [ ab f(x—t)g(t)dt.

Before we start to present the collocation of the Equations (68) and (69), we mention
that there is a special approach to evaluate the convolution integrals by using a Laplace
transform. Lubich [43] introduced this way of calculation by the following idea

/ flx—1t)g ! /F+(s)/0x65tg(x—t)dtds, (70)

2m

for which the inner integral solves the initial value problem y’ = sy + ¢ with g(0) = 0. We
assume that the Laplace transform

- /E F(Heteat, 71)

with E any subset of R such that E D (0,b — a), exists for alls € Q" = {s € C|R(s) > 0}.
In the notation introduced above, we get that

p=FE:(")g~ Fe ()8 (72)
and
4=F(J7)g~ Fe(Tn)g (73)
are accurate approximations, at least for g in a certain space [32]. The procedure to calculate
the convolution integrals is now as follows. The collocated integral J,; = V;,(B)- Ay, Vin
and J,; = Viu(B)-Byu Vi, upon diagonalization of A, and By, in the form
Ay = Xye-diag [sm—m - SmN]-Xn's (74)
By = Yy-diag [sm - m, .- Smn]-Yim (75)
with £ = diag [s_p, ..., sn] as the eigenvalues arranged in a diagonal matrix for each of
the matrices A;; and By,. Then, the Laplace transform (71), introduced by Stenger, delivers
the square matrices F; (Ay,) and F4 (Byy,) defined via the equations
Fi(Aw) = Xp-diag [Fi(sm,-m), - FrGmN)]- X! = XFi(2)- XL, (76)
Fi(Bw) = Yu-diag [Fi(sm,_m) - Fr(SmN)]-Ym® = YmFs ()Yt (77)

We can get the approximation of (72) and (73) by

Fi(T7)8 = Fi(Jn)8 = Vin(B)-Fi(An)Vin(g)

= Viu(B)-XnF+(Z)- X,  Viu(g), (78)
Fi(T7)g = Fi(Tn)g= Vm<B>-F+(Bm>-Vm(g)
= Vm(B) YmF+( )Y Vm(g) (79)

These two formulas deliver a finite approximation of the convolution integrals p and
g. The convergence of the method is exponential as was proved in Reference [38].

2.4. Inverse Laplace Transform

The inversion formula for Laplace transform inversion was originally discovered by
Stenger in Reference [32]. This exact formula presented here is only the third known exact
formula for inverting the Laplace transform, the other two being due to Post [44] and
Bromwich [21], although we believe that practical implementation of the Post formula has
never been achieved, while the evaluation of the vertical line formula of Bromwich is both
far more difficult and less accurate than our method, which follows.
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Let the Laplace transform F be defined as in (71). If J* denotes the indefinite integral
operator defined on (0,4) C (0,¢) C (0, c0), then the exact inversion formula is

F=0") "B ()L (80)

where 1 denotes the function that is identically 1 on (0,4). Hence, with 7, ~ wA,,V, with
A, = XSX1, 5= diag (s_m,--.,Sn), we can proceed as follows to compute the values
fi = f(xj) of f:

Assume that matrix X and vector s = (s_yy,...,s,) have already been computed
from A,,; then, compute the column vector v = (v_yy, ... ,ZJN)T = X1, where 11is a
vector of M + N + 1 ones:

Compute
gE(F"F(S*M)/S*M/-'-/F+(SN)/SN)/ (81)
z = g+ v with x4 Hadamard product, (82)
£=(Fortreo fn) = Xz (33)

All operations of this evaluation take a trivial amount of time, except for the last
matrix-vector evaluation. However, the size of these matrices is nearly always much
smaller than the size of the DFT matrices for solving similar problems via FFT.

Then, we have the approximation f(x;) ~ fj, which we can combine, if necessary,
with our interpolation Formula (33) to get a continuous approximation of f on (0, a).

3. Numerical Examples

The following examples demonstrate the theoretical steps discussed above. To sim-
plify the presentation we shall consider the symmetric approximation with M = N in
the following. Thus, the step length is simplified to h = o7/+/N and ¢ € R* (see
Reference [30] for details). We select starting from the very simple Debye model, the
one-parameter fractional relaxation equation, its extension to two-parameter fractional
relaxation equation to the three-parameter Prabhakar relaxation. Each of these models
is related to an ML function with one, two, and three parameters. We will not extend
this to higher-order ML functions because this is a straightforward process (see, e.g.,
Kilbas et al. [15]). As already introduced, we will use for our computations the transfer
function G(s) as the basis for our approach to gain the time-dependent approximation
or the representation of the ML function. Besides, we shall extend the ML functions to
variable order functions useful to solve fractional differential or integral equations using
variable orders.

3.1. Debye Model

To demonstrate the procedure, let us examine the classical Debye relaxation equation
as initial value problem

dx (t)

T —Tﬁl)((t),with x(0) = xo- (84)

The Laplace transform of the above equation delivers the algebraic equation

sCx(t) = xo— T "Lx(t). (85)

The solution of this equation in Laplace space follows by solving the above equation
for the Laplace representation of x:

Lx() = +X2_1 = G(s). (86)
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Inverting this transfer function G(s) using inverse Laplace transforms the exact solu-
tion follows

x(#) = xoexp(=(t/7)) = xoE1(=(t/7)). (87)

The first approach to get the solution x(t) is to use a Sinc approximation of the transfer
function G(s). We use here the representation of G(s) on R™, i.e., we use a conformal map
1 generating the discrete Sinc points on (0, ). Note, we do not approximate the upper
limit by a finite number. The result is an approximation of the transfer function G(s) ~
G(s) = pu(s)/qu(s), where p, and g, are polynomials of order y and v satisfying u < v,
which is a prerequisite of Heaviside’s theorem. The discrete set of data (s, G(sk)) ,Z(V:_ N
is then used in a continued fraction approximation of Thiele’s algorithm (for details, see
References [2,30]). This approximation allows us to convert the rational expression using
fractional exponents to a rational expression using integer exponents. The result of this
approximation is shown in Figure 2. The left panel shows the original irrational fractional
transfer function G(s) and its approximation using Thiele’s algorithm. It is obvious that,
between the original function and its approximation, there is no visible difference. However,
the local error between the exact and approximated function is shown in the right panel of
Figure 2. First, we observe in Figure 2 that the error is a small quantity and that, for larger
values of s, the local error decays more than 4 decades.

0.50 |

0.10 ¢

G(s)

0.05

0.01 ¢

0.001 F
\ ] 1076+

\ 107

IG=Gapl

10712 L

\ 1079 ¢ .

\ ] 10718 |

0.01

0.10 1 10 100 0.01 0.10 1 10 100

S S

Figure 2. Approximation of the transfer function G(s) for the Debye relaxation equation given by (84). The left panel shows
the exact transfer function G(s) with xo = 1 and T = 1 in connection with the approximation G(s) using Thiele’s algorithm
(dashed line). The right panel shows the local error between the exact transfer function and its approximation. The total

number of points used in the approximation is m = 2N + 1 = 35.

If the approximation of the transfer function is known as a symbolic rational expres-
sion, it becomes straightforward using Heaviside’s expansion theorem for inverse Laplace
transforms to find the symbolic solution for the fractional relaxation equation. Heaviside’s
theorem tells us that the fractional approximation can be represented in terms of exponen-
tial functions. The application of the inverse Laplace transform to the approximation of the
transfer function G(s) delivers the graphs shown in Figure 3.

To demonstrate the application of the inverse Laplace transform based on indefinite
integrals to Debye’s model, we apply the computations to the Equation (86) using the
approach of Section 2.4. For this reason, we select a fixed set of parameters and vary the
number of Sinc points to generate different approximations of order 2N + 1. This allows us
to check the convergence of the algorithm stated in Equation (57) with ¢ = 0. The resulting
errors computed using an L? norm estimation enables us to verify the error formula by
determining two parameters the amplitude K; and the scaling parameter in the exponent
k1. The results of the inversion of G(s) is shown in Figure 4 in connection with the local
error and the decay of the error Ey. In addition, we also depicted the transfer function
G(s) on the complex plane to identify the location of the pole.
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Figure 3. Solution of the Debye relaxation Equation (84) generated by the inverse Laplace transform of G(s). The left panel
also includes the exact solution of the relaxation equation given by x(t) = xoexp(—(t/7)) (dashed) and the approximation
(solid line). The right panel shows the local error of the exact solution and the approximation. The number of approximation
points used in the calculation was m = 2N + 1 = 35. The parameters to generate the plotare yo = 1and 7 = 1.
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Figure 4. Solution of Debye’s relaxation Equation (84) generated by the Sinc inverse Laplace transform
based on indefinite integrals. The top left panel includes the exact solution of the relaxation equation
given by x(t) = xoexp(—(¢/7)) (dashed) and the approximation (solid line). The top right panel
shows the absolute local error of the difference between the exact solution and the approximation.
The number of approximation points used in the calculation was m = 2N + 1 = 769. The parameters
to generate the plot are o = 1 and T = 1. The bottom panels (left) show the error decay as a function
of Sinc points N, Ex ~ v/N exp ( —k NV 2) . Dots represents numerically determined L? norms, and
the solid line represents Equation (57) with ¢ = 0, where K; and k; are adapted accordingly. The
right panel shows the structure of the transfer function G(s) on the complex plane C.

3.2. One Parameter Fractional Relaxation Equation

The canonical fractionalization of Debye’s initial value problem delivers a simple
fractional relaxation equation

D*(B) = —r () + e, 9)



Fractal Fract. 2021, 5, 43

16 of 28

G(s), G(s)

where D* represents the Riemann-Liouville operator, and « the fractional order is limited
to 0 < a < 1[25]. xo is the initial condition, and T the fractional relaxation time. The
Laplace transform of Equation (88) delivers the algebraic equation

SULx(t) = xos" ' — T " Lx(b). (89)

The solution of this equation in Laplace space follows by solving the above equation
for the Laplace representation of x:

socfl

Lx(t) = X0 == = G(s).

9
st Tk ©0)

Inverting this transfer function using inverse Laplace transforms and Mellin trans-
forms [25] will deliver the exact solution

xX(t) = xoEa(—(t/T)%). (91)

To approximate Equation (90), we again use the Sinc-Thiele approximation of the
fractional rational transfer function G(s) by using Thiele’s algorithm of continued fractions
allowing us to convert the fractional rational function G(s) to an integer exponent rational
G(s) shown in Figure 5. The figure demonstrates that an efficient approximation within a
small error is possible, thus allowing the application of Hamilton’s method.

5F
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E Ny
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0.001 0.010 0.100 1 10 100 0.001 0.010 0.100 1 10 100
S S

Figure 5. Approximation of the transfer function G(s) for a fractional relaxation Equation (88). The left panel shows the

exact transfer function G(s) with xo = 1, T = 1, and « = 2/3 in connection with the approximation G(s) using Thiele’s

algorithm. The right panel shows the local error between the exact function G(s) and its approximation. The total number

of points used in the approximation is m = 2N + 1 = 35.

The use of a partial fraction expansion and a direct inversion of the resulting fraction
representation again delivers a finite series of exponential functions representing the
solution of the fractional differential Equation (88) (see Figure 6).

Applying the second method of Laplace inversion based on pure Sinc approximations
(¢ = 0) to the fractional transfer function delivers the inverse Laplace transforms for the
selected parameters. Some results are shown in Figure 7. The results in this figure are the
approximation of the one-parameter ML function E,(—(¢/7)*) for « = 3/4. Compared
with the results in Figure 6, we observe that, for a sufficiently large number of Sinc points,
we can reach a relatively small absolute error in our approximation (see the top right panel
in Figure 7). To compute this absolute local error, we used the implemented ML function in
Mathematica as reference, knowing that this representation is also based on approximations.
In addition, it is also clear that we have exponential convergence of the method following
the estimates of Equation (57) shown as a two-parameter least-square fit to the computed
L? norm Ey (bottom left panel in Figure 7). The bottom right panel shows the location
of the pole of the transfer function G(s) in the complex plane. The colors on the surface
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represent the argument varying from —7t to 7t. The branch cut of the transfer function is
on the negative real axis.
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Figure 6. Solution of the fractional relaxation Equation (88) generated by the inverse Laplace transform of G(s). The left
panel also includes the exact solution of the fractional relaxation equation given by x(t) = xoEx(—(t/7)"*) where E,(f) is
the Mittag-Leffler function. The right panel shows the local error between the exact solution and the approximation. The
number of approximation points used in the calculation was m = 2N + 1 = 35. The parameters to generate the plot are

xo=1,1t=1a=2/3.
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Figure 7. Solution of the fractional relaxation Equation (90) generated by the inverse Laplace
transform of G(s). The left panel on top also includes the exact solution of the fractional relaxation
equation given by x(t) = xoE«(—(t/7)%), where E, (t) is the one parameter Mittag-Leffler function.
The right panel on top shows the local error between the exact solution and the approximation. The
number of approximation points used in the calculation was m = 2N + 1 = 1025. The parameters
to generate the plot are xo = 1, T = 1, « = 3/4. The bottom panels (left) show the error decay
as a function of Sinc points N, Ex ~ v/Nexp (—kl NV 2). Dots represent numerically determined
L? norms, and the solid line represents Equation (57) with ¢ = 0, where K; and kjare adapted
accordingly. The right panel shows the pole structure with a branch cut along the negative real axis
of the transfer function G(s) on the complex plane C.
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In Figure 8, we depict a collection of ML functions E,(—(t/7)") for varying values
of «. The graph includes the approximation using an inverse Laplace transform based on
pure Sinc approximations (solid line) and the Mathematica representation (dashed line). It
is apparent that the Sinc approximation and the Mathematica implementation of the ML
function agree on a larger scale. The character of the one parameter ML function E, does
not change dramatically only the decay to zero is a characteristic included in this graph.

P T T — T T 5
1.0 - B

0.8 - B

Ey(~(t/1)")

S S S S NS S S B
0 20 40 60 80 100

Figure 8. A variety of solutions of (88) for different values of . From top to bottom on the right end
of the graph, the a values vary between 0.05 and 1 in steps of 0.01. The solid line represents the Sinc
inverse Laplace result, while the dashed line is the Mathematica implementation of E,(—(t/7)%).
Parameters are yg = 1, T = 1, and N = 256.

3.3. Two Parameter Fractional Relaxation Equation

The approximation of the two-parameter ML function is demonstrated by a two-
parameter relaxation model. We use for this model the SG approximation of the inverse
Laplace transform. The reason for using SG instead of Sinc is that the eigenvalues of the SG
approximation are clustered closer to zero in the complex plane, while the Sinc distribution
of eigenvalues is slightly moved away from zero. This is controlled by the value c = 1/150,
which is the same in all SG computations.

To demonstrate the SG method, let us consider a simple fractional relaxation equation
which may be used to define the two-parameter Mittag-Leffler function as a solution. The
equation represents a two-parameter fractional relaxation process given by

Xotﬂ—uc—l
L(B—a)’

where « and S are positive numbers which we restrict to 0 < &, § < 1, and ) is the initial
condition. The Laplace transform of the above equation delivers the algebraic equation

Dfx(t) = =t %x(t) + (92)

S*Lx(t) = xos* P — T Lx (). (93)

The solution of this equation in Laplace space follows by solving Equation (93) for the
Laplace representation of x:

Xos* P
Lx(t) = ot G(s). (94)
Note that, for & < f, the transfer function changes its character in the complex plane.
From a pole-dominated characteristic, it changes to a singularity-dominated function if
a < B. This change causes some problems in the approximation which become obvious if
B < 1. The assumption in the fractional model that § < 1 is not restrictive in mathematical
terms and can be relaxed to values § > 1. However, from a physical point of view, as a
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relaxation model, B should be less than 1. In the following, we will consider both cases.
The important point here is that, for « < B, the structure of the ML function in Laplace
space will change.

Inverting analytically the two-parameter transfer function using the inverse Laplace
transforms and Mellin transforms [25] will deliver the exact solution which can be repre-
sented by a two-parameter Mittag-Leffler function

x(t) = xotP T Eq g (—(t/T)"). (95)

To demonstrate the approximation of the solution, let us first apply the Sinc-Thiele
approach. To approximate Equation (94), we use a Sinc approximation of the fractional
rational transfer function G(s) by Thiele’s algorithm of continued fractions allowing us to
convert the fractional rational function G(s) to an integer exponent rational G(s) shown in
Figure 9. The figure demonstrates that an effective approximation within a small error is
possible, thus allowing the application of Hamilton’s method.
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Figure 9. Approximation of the transfer function G(s) for a fractional relaxation equation given by (94). The left panel
shows the exact transfer function G(s) with xo =1, 7 =1,a = 1/2, and = 1/3 in connection with the approximation
using Thiele’s algorithm. The right panel shows the local error between the exact function and its approximation. The total
number of points used in the approximation is m = 2N +1 = 35.

The use of a partial fraction expansion and a direct inversion of the resulting fraction
representation again delivers a finite series of exponential functions representing the
solution of the fractional differential Equation (92), as shown in Figure 10.
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Figure 10. Solution of the fractional relaxation Equation (92) generated by the inverse Laplace transform of G(s). The left
panel also includes the exact solution of the fractional relaxation equation given by x(t) = Xotﬁ‘lE,x,ﬁ (—(t/71)*), where
E, (z) is the two parameter Mittag-Leffler function. The right panel shows the local error between the exact solution and
the approximation. The number of approximation points used in the calculation was m = 2N + 1 = 35. The parameters to
generate the plotare yp =1, 7=1,a =1/2,and § =1/3.
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It is obvious from the results shown in Figure 10 that an approximation of the solution
of a fractional initial value problem is a direct method and delivers an accurate result with
a minimal amount of computation steps. The steps needed are reduced to the collocation of
the transfer function, which is approximated by Thiele’s algorithm as a continued fraction.
This continued fraction is converted to a rational expression which is used in a Laplace
inversion to get the solution. Such kind of inversion is always possible if the conditions for
Heaviside’s expansion theorem are satisfied. Thus, any rational fraction of polynomials can
be represented by a finite sum of exponentials if the inverse Laplace transform is applied
to this rational fraction in Laplace space.

Applying the third method of Laplace inversion based on SG approximations to the
fractional transfer function delivers the inverse Laplace transform for the selected parame-
ters. Some results are shown in Figure 11. The results in Figure 11 are the approximation of
the two-parameter ML function tﬂ’lEa,ﬁ(— (t/7)*) fora =2/3 and f = 3/4. Compared
with the error in Figure 10, we observe that, for a sufficiently large number of Sinc points,
we can reach a relatively small absolute error in our approximation (see the top right panel
in Figure 11). To compute this absolute local error, we used the implemented ML function
in Mathematica as reference. Besides, it is also clear that we have exponential convergence
of the method following the estimates of Equation (57) shown as a two-parameter least-
square fit to the computed L? norm Ey (bottom left panel in Figure 11). The bottom right
panel shows the location of the pole of the transfer function G(s) in the complex plane. The
colors on the surface represent the argument varying from —r to 7t. The branch cut of the
transfer function is on the negative real axis.
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Figure 11. Approximation of the fractional relaxation Equation (92) generated by the SG inverse
Laplace transform of G(s). The left panel on top includes the exact solution of the fractional relaxation
equation given by x(t) = Xotﬁ_lEa/ﬁ(—(t/ 7)7), where E, 4(t) is the Mittag-Leffler function. The
right panel on top shows the local error between the exact solution and the approximation. The
number of approximation points used in the calculation was m = 2N + 1 = 2049. The parameters
to generate the plotare o =1, 7 = 1, « = 2/3, and B = 3/4. The bottom panels (left) show the
error decay as a function of Sinc points N, Ex ~ v/N exp (—kl NV 2). Dots represents numerically

determined L2 norms, and the solid line represents Equation (57) with ¢ = 1/150, where K; and kjare
adapted accordingly. The right panel shows the pole structure with a branch cut along the negative
real axis of the transfer function G(s) on the complex plane C.
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To demonstrate the variety of the ML function by changing the first parameter « and
keeping the second fixed at B = 11/9, we graph in Figure 12 a family of curves. The
variation from an increasing function to a decreasing and oscillating function shows the
different behaviors of E, g.

t#7 B, 5(—~(t/1)")

Figure 12. A variety of solutions of (94) for different values of a. From top to bottom on the right
end of the graph the « values vary between 0.1 and 1.5 in steps of 0.1 with § = 11/9. The solid
line represents the SG inverse Laplace result, while the overlaid dashed line is the Mathematica
implementation of t#~1E, g(—(t/7)*). Parameters are xo = 1,7 = 1,and N = 96.

Figure 13 demonstrates that the SG inverse Laplace transform still works under fairly
regular conditions if f is not far below a. This is the case where the transfer function G(s)
is dominated by a singularity at zero. The accuracy of the approximation is still valid with
an L? error of approximately 10~2.

-
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Figure 13. An example where the condition « < f8is violated. Parametersare yo =1, 71 =1, 0 =1/2,
and B = 7/20. The pole of the transfer function is replaced by a singularity at zero (right panel).

3.4. Three Parameter Fractional Relaxation Equation: Prabhakar Function

A special type of ML function is the Prabhakar function. It was introduced by T.R.
Prabhakar in 1971 in connection with weakly singular Volterra integral equations [18]. A
subset of these functions is currently used in literature to describe anomalous dielectric
relaxation [45,46]. These Havriliak-Negami models are also used to describe the dielectric
and viscous properties of polymeric material [47]. However, Prabhakar’s generalization
of ML functions to three parameters is not the only ML function using three parameters;
for a general discussion, see Reference [15]. Due to the application to polymeric material
and the connection to fractional calculus, we shall restrict our discussions to Prabhakar’s

transfer function
S ya— :5

X(s) = XOW = G(s). (96)
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The first approach to approximate Prabhakar’s function using (96) is our Sinc-Thiele
approximation using a finite number of Sinc points to approximate the transfer function
G(s). The result is shown in Figure 14.

G(s), G(s)
o
S -

0.10 £

0.05 -

105 1

107°F

|G=Gapl

10718 |

0.001

0.010 0.100 1 0.001 0.010 0.100 100

Figure 14. Approximation of the transfer function G(s) for a three parameter fractional relaxation equation represented

by (96). The left pan
connection with the
function and its appr

el shows the exact transfer function G(s) with xyo =1, 7 =1,2a = 1/2, = 2/3,and vy = 9/10 in
approximation using Thiele’s algorithm. The right panel shows the local error between the exact
oximation. The total number of point used in the approximation is m = 2N + 1 = 35.

The result is an approximation of the transfer function G(s) &~ G(s) = pu(s)/qu(s),
where p, and g, are polynomials of order y and v satisfying u < v, which is a prerequisite
of Heaviside’s theorem. The approximated fraction G(s) and the original expression for the
transfer function G(s) is shown in Figure 14. The left panel shows the original irrational
fractional transfer function G(s) and its approximation using Thiele’s algorithm. It is
obvious that, between the original function and its approximation, there is no visible
difference. However, the local error between the exact and approximated function is shown
in the right panel of Figure 14.

If the approximation of the transfer function is known as a symbolic rational ex-
pression, it becomes straightforward using Heaviside’s expansion theorem for inverse
Laplace transforms to find the symbolic solution for the fractional relaxation equation (see
Figure 15). We also included the two-parameter ML function (dashed line) in this figure to
demonstrate the deviations of Prabhakar’s function from the two-parameter ML function
shown in the right panel.

10 gr

X,
t#7E, 4@, B,~(t/0)")
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Figure 15. Solution of the fractional relaxation Equation (96) generated by the inverse Laplace transform of G(s). The
left panel also includes the two parameter ML function t#~1E, p(—(t/1)"*) as a reference. The right panel shows the local
error between the reference and the approximation. The number of approximation points used in the calculation was
m = 2n + 1 = 35. The parameters to generate the plotare xyo =1, 7=1,4 =1/2, =2/3,and v = 9/10.
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Applying the third method of Laplace inversion based on SG approximations to the
fractional transfer function of Prabhakar’s function delivers the inverse Laplace transform
for the selected parameters. Some results are shown in Figure 16. Figure 16 shows the
approximation of the three-parameter ML function tﬁ_lElﬁ(f (t/7)*) for a = 7/10. The
three panels on the left demonstrate the changes of the Prabhakar function if g and v
are varied. The right graphs are representing the relative local error. As a reference we
computed the truncated series (3) with 126 terms, which is called x(¢) in the graphs. It is
apparent that, for all three-parameter choices, we achieved a relatively small local error. It is
also remarkable that a relatively small change in the parameter values results in completely
different function behavior (see Figure 16).
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Figure 16. Three different parameter selections for Prabhakar’s function x(t) = xot#~! E;Y, 5 (= (t/1)).
The left panels include the SG approximation (solid line) and the series representation truncated by
126 terms. The right panels show the relative absolute local errors using the series approximation as
reference. The number of approximation points used in the calculation was N = 128. The parameter
sets used from top to bottom are {xp =1, 71=1, a4 =7/10,  =3/10, vy =22/10}, {xo =1, 1 =1,
a=7/10,=23/10,y=12/10},{ xo=1,71=1,0 =7/10, $ = 9/10, and y = 8/10}.

In Figure 17, we collect a variety of solutions for the HN model, where g = a7.
We compare the series representation of Prabhakar’s function by the SG inverse Laplace
solution for different parameters y. Note the range of the graphs is restricted to a few
decades due to the inaccurate numerical results of the series approximation for large
arguments. The SG inverse Laplace transform is, however, capable of covering much more
decades than are shown in Figure 17.
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Figure 17. A variety of solutions of the HN model with 8 = a<y for different values of . From top to
bottom on the right end of the graph, the < values varied and « kept fixed. The solid line represents
the SG inverse Laplace result, while the dashed line is the series implementation of A~ EZ/ 8 (=(t/1)%)
using 126 terms. The SG inverse Laplace results are not limited to the shown scale. The limitation
results here by using the series representation. Parameters are o =1, 7 =1, &« = 1/2, and v is taken
from [3/5,2] in steps of 1/10. The number of Sinc points is N = 128.

Figure 18 demonstrates that the SG inverse Laplace transforms still works under
general choices of parameters. The graphs are related to a model, where f = 2ay with
fixed « and varying 7. The right panel demonstrates that the SG inverse Laplace transform
can cover three decades and more by using a relatively small number of Sinc points.
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Figure 18. A variety of solutions with g = 2ay for different values of . The solid line represents the
SG inverse Laplace result, while the dashed lines are the series approximation of tﬁ’lEZ, 8 (—(t/7)")
using 126 terms. The limitation on the left panel for the range results from using the series repre-
sentation and the bad convergence for large arguments. The right panel shows the same SG inverse
Laplace transform on a wider range. Parameters are xg = 1, T = 1, « = 4/5, and 1 is taken from
[2/5,2] in steps of 1/10. The number of Sinc points is N = 128.

3.5. Scarpi’s Variable-Order Fractional Calculus

The SG inverse Laplace transform even works for variable-order calculus. We follow
Scarpi’s approach for a relaxation problem [48]. In a recent paper, Garrappa et al. [49]
discussed a variable order fractional calculus in connection with fractional relaxation
equations. Scarpi’s fractional initial value problem is stated as follows:

D*x(t) = —tx(t),and x(0) = xo. (97)

The transfer function of this problem is given after a Laplace transform and some
algebraic manipulations as

G(s) =" X0 (98)



Fractal Fract. 2021, 5, 43

25 of 28

where &(s) is the Laplace transform of «(t). For details of the theoretical back ground, see
Reference [49]. Figure 19 shows the solution x(t) for different models of a(t) = 1 — tke™*
with k = 0,1,2,3. The case with k = 0 reproduces one example in Reference [49], while the
other cases are solutions satisfying the conditions given in Reference [49].

1o0fF ]

08l ]

04l |

Xx(t/7)
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Figure 19. Variable order fractional relaxation with a(t) =1 — tke=t and k = 0,1,2, 3. The number of
Sinc points is N = 128.

Following the ideas of Scarpi, Wiman, and Prabhakar, we are also able to generalize
the variable order transfer function to the cases of two and three variable exponents in the
transfer function G(s). For the Wiman extension, we can write

555‘(5)753(5))(0
6O = o7 *)

and, for the Prabhakar extension, we get

2(s)7(s)—sB(s)
G(s) = > _Xo, (100)
(s54(5) +T)SW(S)

Both transfer functions can be used in the SG inverse Laplace transform to generate
the solutions for given functions a(t), B(t), and 7(t) (see Figure 20).
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Figure 20. Extensions of Scarpi’s fractional equation. Left panel a(t) = 1/cosh(t)? and B(t) = cosh(t) with N = 128. Right
panel the same functions for a(t) and () as in the left panel, but y(f) = sin(¢) and N = 256.

We note that these generalizations of the transfer functions are related to a fractional
differential or integral equations using variable exponents «, 3, and y.
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4. Conclusions

The paper discusses exact versions of the inverse Laplace transform in connection with
Mittag-Leffler functions involving three parameters. The Sinc-Gaussian inverse Laplace
transform is an exact inversion of the Laplace transform and uses Sinc-Gaussian basis
functions for approximation. It turns out that the eigenvalues of the matrix A, are the
essential properties of the approximation which all satisfy (Ax) > 0. However, the SG
basis shows some advantages over the pure Sinc version because the SG eigenvalues
are moved in the direction of the origin in such a way that stability and convergence
compared with the pure Sinc representation is improved. This property allows us to use
relatively small matrices to represent the inverse Laplace transform on R™. Moreover,
the method is free of any Bromwich contour and converges exponentially. In addition,
the Sinc or SG inverse Laplace transform needs a minimal amount of coding, thus being
very useful in practical applications. It turned out that the method can be effectively
used to represent Mittag-Leffler functions of one, two, and three parameters. Even for
variable-order fractional differential or integral equations, the SG inverse Laplace method
is a powerful tool.

The three methods presented can be used either as a reference in computing or as a
straightforward computing tool in systems design and fractional calculus to gain effective
numerical approximations.
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