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Abstract: In this paper we obtain some convergence results for Riemann-Liouville, Caputo, and Caputo—Fabrizio fractional operators
when the order of differentiation approaches one. We consider the errors given by ’Dl’“ f—f ‘ ’p for p=1 and p = oo and we prove

that for bothm the Caputo and Caputo Fabrizio operators, the order of convergence is a positive real r € (0, 1). Finally, we compare the
speed of convergence between Caputo and Caputo—Fabrizio operators obtaining that they are related by the Digamma function.
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1 Introduction

Several definitions of fractional operators were emerged in the last years. As a consequence, many interesting discussions
have been taken relevance, as for example which properties define a fractional operator (see for example, [1,2,3,4,5,6]).
Between the different answers given for this question, we stand out the classification criteria given in [7], where a list of
properties that an operator must verify to be considered fractional derivative is proposed.

The suggested criteria given by different authors may vary. But they all agree regarding on the fact that a fractional
derivative must be a linear operator converging to an ordinary derivative when the order of differentiation approaches a
positive integer in an appropriated space of functions. That is, if an operator D” is considered a fractional derivative, then
it is linear and Olt% |ID%f — || = 0, for each f belonging to some normed space of functions, (X, || - ||).

Many fractional operators were analyzed in this direction. In particular, the well known fractional derivatives of
Riemann-Liouville (RL) and Caputo (C), that were widely studied in [8,9], were considered in [?]. Another
integrodifferential operator is the Caputo-Fabrizio (CF) derivative defined in [10]. In addition, the CF derivative is
defined through a kernel without singularity, whereas that the RL and C derivatives are defined through
integrodifferential operators with singular kernels. The use of fractional derivatives in the field of applications is in
continuous expansion. For example, the applications to the theory of viscoelasticity or subdiffusion processes for C and
RL operators where studied in [11,12,13,14], whereas a model for a biological epidemic involving a CF operator is
presented.

In this article we will study some topics related to the convergence of the fractional derivatives C, CF and RL to
the ordinary derivative when o 1. In section 2 some basic definitions and results on the convergence of the fractional
operators mentioned above are established. In section 3, we will use the L? norm, for p € [1,e0), to analyze the order of
convergence of each operator when the fractional order of differentiation approaches 1. In particular, we obtain that the
order of convergence for the C and CF derivatives are both less than 1, while it is not possible to analize the order of
convergence for RL derivative when working with these norms. Finally, we compare the speed of convergence between
C and CF derivatives in the L! norm for some particular cases. We obtain a close formula for the speed of convergence in
the L' norm for power functions, in terms of the Digamma function.
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2 Preliminaries
In the next definitions, (a,b) C R is a bounded interval (that is —o < a < b < o) and
W (a,b) = {fe L'(a,b)/3g € L' (a,b) such that [* f' = — [" g0,V € C! (a,b)}.
Definition 1Ler o € (0,1).
LIf f € L'(a,b), the fractional Riemann—Liouville integral of order « is defined by

(1) = ﬁ [ r@e-ota

2.If f e Wh1(a,b), the fractional Riemann-Liouville derivative of order o is defined by

d

8D 0) = | Gt~ | 0 = g gy [ -9

3.0f f e Wh1(a,b), the fractional Caputo derivative of order o is defined by
Def0) = ol = ()| )= [ 7@ -7
¢ ¢ dt r'(l—a)la

Proposition 1/9] If0 < a < 1 and f € W' (a,b) then

D% (1) = s - ) 0750

Definition 2Let f be a function in W' (a,b). The fractional Caputo-Fabrizio derivative of order « is defined by
1 ! a
CADYf(t) = — / fl(t)e mel=qr. ()
11— Ja

Proposition 2Let f(t) = (t — a)? defined in [a,b] (Y > 0) and o € (0,1). Then
Q)SDOf(1) = piledy (1 — @)Y
b)IDYf(1)=L(t—a)" ' [1 =T (1)&1y (— 1% (t — )|, where &) () is the Mittag—Leffler function defined for every

T—o
> k
tERDYEpo(t) = Y mrre-
p.o(t) =, Tokra)
Proof.See [13] for the proof of a) and [16, Prop 4] for b).

Hereafter if f is defined in an interval (a,b), its extension by zero to R will be considered if the context requires a
whole definition.

In order to give in the following section some general results, we now define a general linear operator that coincides,
according to certain hypotheses, with the fractional derivatives defined above.

Definition 3Let  (a,b) C R and let h : RY x (0,1) — R be a function such that
h(-,B) € WHI(RT) and h(-,B) € L'(RT) uniformly in (0,Bo),Bo € (0,1). We define the operator
hpl=B . wll(a,b) - W' (a,b) by

"D'PBg(r):= (¢ «h(-.B))(t)  a.e.in (a,b). )
Remark.Note that if we the kernels ¢ (¢, o) = ﬁt’(l’“) and hep(t, @) = fjt defined for r > 0 are considered, then

the C and CF derivatives of order 1 — & given in Definition 1-3 and Definition 2 are recovered.

Next, we recall some classical results about convergence almost everywhere for C and RL derivatives when the the
order of differentiation tends to 1.
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Proposition 3The following limits hold.
a)lf f € Whi(a,b), then

éi;n” RLDY (1) = %f(t), a.e. in (a,b).

b)If f € C'[a,b), then
gci;nl REpe () = %f(t) forevery t € (a,b].

The proof of a) follows from [17, Theorem 2.6] and Proposition 1. For b) see [8, Theorem 2.20]. The next proposition is
a direct consequence of Propositions 1 and 3.

Proposition 4The following limits hold.
a)lf f € Whi(a,b), then
d
lim D% f(r) = /), ae in(ab).

a1
b)If f € C'[a,b), then
d
g{i;} CDOf(r) = Ef(t) forevery t € (a,b].
For the CF derivative we present the next result, which is a generalization of the one obtained in [16].
Proposition 5The following limits hold.

a)lf f € Whi(a,b), then

T ED% (1) = % F)  ae.in(ab).

b)If f € C?[a,b), then

d
s CF o _
él/ml D f(t)fdtf(t) forevery t € (a,b].

Proof.a) Let f € W!!(a,b) be. Then f' € L'(a,b) and by classical density results in L' (a,b) (see e.g. [18]) there exists
n

a simple function, which will be called g by an abuse of language, such that g.(¢) = ¥ qiX|4, s, (t), where b; < a;, for
i—1

everyi=1,....n—1and
€
1 = gel oty < 5- 3

Now for every ¢ € [a,b], let g¢(t) = [/ g& be. Then if t € [ay, by, for any k given it follows that

CFDO‘ qu (e 2 (t=bi) _ ,— g (- ))+C]kl( _e*ﬁ(f*ak))_ 4)

Taking the limit when o 1 in (4), we have that

lim CID%e(t) = qr = g (t).

For every t € (a,b) and a > 1 the following estimations hold

n
g <Y qi and | D%ge( |<22qz,
i=i
thus the Lebesgue Convergence Theorem can be applied to compute the next limit

i (11— 1y = Jim [ 5D~ )| =0, )

@© 2022 NSP
Natural Sciences Publishing Cor.


www.naturalspublishing.com/Journals.asp

S. D. Roscani et al. : About convergence and order of convergence ...

By the other side,

CFpyo ¢ _ CFpa b / l—e el Lo
D% Dl |y g < [ 170 g0)] - < LI~ ©

where Fubini’s Theorem has been applied due to the fact that f' — gl € L!(a,b). From (3) and (6) we have that

£
16D = CED%8e 110y < 5 @)
Finally, from (3) and (7) it holds that
CF € CF €
1D £l < g 15D~ 100y + 5 ®
Taking the limit when @ 1, in (8) we conclude that
: CF no /
il/(m]H <D fffHL,(a’b)Se, for every € > 0,

and in consequence item a) is proved. The proof of b) is given in [16].

As mentioned before, the purpose of this paper is to analyze the convergence and the “speed” of convergence of the
mentioned fractional derivatives in different norms. Are they strongly different taking into account that C and RL
derivatives are defined in terms of singular kernels while CF derivative is defined for a no singular kernel? We will see in
the next section that the answer is no.

In Figures 1 and 2, functions f(¢) =¢+ 1 and g(r) = cost are compared, and it can be seen how the fractional RL, CF
and C derivatives converge pointwise in (0, 1) to f” and g’ respectively.

-

0 02 04 0.6 0.8 1

0 02 04 0.6 08 1
t

1
(‘DU..‘J“ = ]) (".‘-'D(!.‘.}“ 2 1} “LU[]'”“’ + 1) (.'D(J.ﬁﬂ(f ! ]) (‘f-'D(J..fiﬂ{f i ]) JU_-DU.!IFJ(], 2y 1)

Fig. 1: Some fractional derivatives of f(r) =7+ 1

3 Caputo and Caputo-Fabrizio convergence

3.1 General estimates

In this section we study the order of convergence respect on the parameter related to the order of differentiation, for

different L” norms. In this sense, we define the following general error expression associated with a general fractional
operator.
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Fig. 2: Some fractional derivatives of f(r) = cos(t)

Definition 4Let (a,b) C R, f € W'P(a,b), 1 < p < oo and ,D'~P the fractional operator given in (2). We define the error
estimate in the LP norm associated to the fractional derivative as
Ef,p : (0,1) —)Rar (9)
B = Erp(B) =11aD" P f = flltr(ap):

From now on we will denote by «D' P to refer to the fractional derivative of C or CF type, where the superscript may
be omitted if it is beyond doubt).

Note 1.Note that the error estimate for the RL operator is not well possed. En fact, if we consider f(¢) = 1 and a = 0,
Propositions 1 and 2 yields that

P-1
rp)

By replacing (10) in (9) for B = 1/2 and we compute the norm in L? we have that

b ;-1/2 2
L2(0~,b):/0 ramy)

REDPf(r) = (10)

1/2
Era(B) = |02 f ~

which clearly diverges.

. . E .
The next Lemma states that, if we can estimate the rates e1(P) for every g such that g’ € D (where D is a dense set

ﬁr
contained in L' (a, b)), then we can estimate the rate Ef‘éfﬁ ) for any function f € W1 (a,b).

Lemma 1.Let (a,b) C R and D' P g fractional operator defined in (2). Suppose that there exist a dense subset
D C L' (a,b) and a fix number r > 0 such that

Eg1(B)=0(B") (resp.Eq1(B)=0(B")), B—0" VgeW"!'(a,b)suchthatg € D. (11)

Then,
Epi(B)=0(B") (resp.Es1(B)=0(B")), B—0" VfeW'!(ab). (12)
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ProofLet f € Wh!(a,b) and € > 0 be. Then f’ € L' (a,b) and there exist a function g/, in D (we are making an abuse of
language again by using the apostrophe), such that

Hgfe*f/HLl(a,b) <& (13)

Thus, if we set g¢(t) = [! g& for every ¢ € (a,b) it holds that

aDtliﬁ(f_gS)

Ef,l(ﬁ)f +Egs,1(ﬁ)+Hgle_f/HLl(a’b)- (14)

}Ll (a,b)
By applying definition (2) and Young’s inequality we get

D P (f—ge)

L' (a,b) = "(f_ge),*h(ﬁﬁ)HLl(a’b) < Hf,_glsHLl(mb) ||h('7ﬁ)||Ll(a,b) . (15)

And using the uniformly boundedness of 4 and (13) gives that

1-B ‘
D, — <Ke. 1
D (=80 SKE (16)
By applying inequalities (11) (13) and (16), to (14), it yields that
Eri(B) < (K+1)e+CB" B —0. (17)

From the arbitrary choice of &, the thesis holds.

Remark.An analogous result to the given in Lemma 1 can be obtained by replacing the |[-[,1(, ;) norm by the || [, norm,
for 1 < p < oo, due to the validity of Young’s inequality.

3.2 Order the convergence for the CF derivative

Theorem 1.Let f € W' (a,b) and aDtlfﬁ =CFDI=B. Then,

Er1(B)=o(B"), B—0", Vre(0,1), (18)
and
Ef1(B)=0(B), B—0". (19)
_LB,
ProofLet h: RT x (0,1) — R be defined by h(t,) = ¢ ﬁﬁ . Note that ZD,lfﬁ = CFp1=B because & is an admissible

kernel in Definition 3.
Now, let € >0and f € W' (a,b). In order to apply Lemma 1, we consider the set D of simple functions which is dense

n
subset in L!(a, b). By making again an abuse of language by using the apostrophe, let the function g4 (t) = ¥, QiXja ;) (1) €
=1 '

D be such that
1" = gellp ap) < & (20)

Note that
18el 11 (@) < 118 = £l (ay + 1 N (@) < €+ N1 0 21

Then if we set g¢(t) = [} g& and integrate by parts, it holds that the error estimate in the interval (ay, by) verifies that

T e D s,
Egsx[ak'bk],l(ﬁ):/ 123 (e La-b)_ 5P ,))+1qu (1_e = k))_CIk w

Jap | i=1

<B’ kil |qi|ﬁli; (elﬁﬁ(akb") _e*I;Tﬁ(bk*bi) _’_e*%(ak*ai) _elﬁﬁ(bkai)) (22)
= 0-=p)
B B L (b—ap)
—~ l—e P _
+ gl (bx ak)17B+|CIk| 0 pP e

@© 2022 NSP
Natural Sciences Publishing Cor.



Progr. Fract. Differ. Appl. 8, No. 4, 495-508 (2022) / www.naturalspublishing.com/Journals.asp N S 501

n

Clearly, the last inequality in (22) tends to 0 when 8 \, 0 if € (0,1). Being E,, 1(B) = ¥ E gty (B), we conclude
k=1 ‘

that E,, 1(B) = 0(B"), Vre (0,1) and (18) holds from Lemma 1.
Consider now the case r = 1 where (22) becomes

k—1

qi “LBby  —LB—b) —Bg—a) LR op—a
Ege)([ak,bk],l(ﬁ)fﬁ[z{ﬁ(e gt~ (e )—l-e p(a—ai) _ ,—p (i—ai)

+(bkak)%+7(] %’kg)z <1 elf(b"“k)ﬂ .

(23)

We define

. 1-B ) 1-B ) 1- ) 1-B .
lail (eﬁ(a"b')—e b | e <bka,>)7 k=1....n

By applying the mean value theorem to the last term in brackets in (23), we get

1B
—5 (bx—ck)
| e b
1+ , (24)
1-B B

Ege g1 (B) = B A+ (b — ax)

*%(bkfﬂk)

where a; < ¢; < b. Being lim Ay =0and lim ef =0,Vk=1,2,--- ,n, we conclude that
B—0t p—0t

B) =Y Egeyy 1 (B) < B |Ki +K2 Y anl (bx —ar) | < BK, (25)
k=1

where the last inequality comes form

n
Z il (0 = ar) = [Igell @) < €+ 11 NLi(ap) S T+ Nlrapy, V€ € (0,1).

Finally, (19) is obtained from (25) and Lemma 1.

Reasoning in a similar way, the next theorem follows.

Theorem 2.Let f € WP (a,b) and aD,lfﬁ = C';Dl’ﬁ. Then, for 1 < p < oo

Ef (B) = o(B"). BHO*,WE(O,%), 26)

and

Ef,p(ﬁ)ZO(ﬁ?"), B—0". 27)

Proof.The proof is analogous to the given in Theorem 1. The difference relies in the estimation (22). For this case, we
apply Minkowsky inequality, and integrate by parts in order to obtain an error estimate in the interval (a, by).
1

L T N P VO 1 NEP PN
ngl[ak,bk]vl(ﬁ) = </ qu—l 7B (e B (t=by) —e¢ B (r 1)) +Clk1 7B (1 —e¢ P (¢ k)) —qk dt
Ak | i=1
17r 1 1
{Z il ﬁ [(ewp(akbi) _ elﬁﬁp(bkbi)> r + <elﬁﬁp(akbi) - elﬁﬁp(bkbi)) p]
0o pHl 1
—B)T p7

L 1-r 5T B\ P
o o P+l —L o (12 )
(1=pB) 7 pr

(28)

@© 2022 NSP
Natural Sciences Publishing Cor.


www.naturalspublishing.com/Journals.asp

502 ~N S B S. D. Roscani et al. : About convergence and order of convergence ...

n

Clearly, the last inequality in (28) tends to O when B\ 0 if r € (O, %) Being E,, ,(B) = X ng[“k )] (B), we conclude
k=1 ’

that E,, (B) =0(B"), Vre (0, %) and (26) holds from Lemma 1.

Consider now the case r = % where (28) becomes

k=1 . 1— 1— » 1— 1— 5
E L(B) < B’_l’ Z |qt|’+l : (e_ﬁﬁp(akbi) e_ﬁﬁp(bkbi)) L + <e_5ﬁp(akbi) e_ﬁﬁp(bkbi)) r
8eXlayby]' p ~ I
i=1 (1 ﬁ) P pp
B . la 1 ’
1 ’ qk LB pbp—ap) \ P
+(br—ai)? |qk|1—ﬁ+ T (1@ AL ak)>
(1=B)» pr
(29)
1 1
k=1 . 1B b 1B b\ P 1B —bs LB b) \ P
As before, we define Ay = ), % [(6 5 Plac—bi) —e¢ B p(bi bt))l n (6 5 Plac=bi) —e¢ B p(bi bt))l for
=1 (1-B) 7 pr
every k = 1,...,n. Then, by applying the mean value theorem to the last term in brackets in (29) first and noting that
1—
——5 plbg—cy)
lim Ay =0and lim “? " — 0, Vk=1,2,--- ,n, we conclude that
B—0t B—0+t BP
! 1 < 1
E¢ep(B) = k; Egexiy 1 (B) < B7 | Ki +K2k; gkl (bk —ax) | < BPK. (30)
Finally, (27) is obtained from (30) and Lemma 1.
Remark.Note that the estimate (26) does not hold for r = % In fact, let f;(¢) = ¢ defined in [0, b]. It is easy to see that
1
1 _LB,|P »
_ ﬁ P b e B
By B)=|[ D g| = | [ - ar | . (31
f],P( ) 1 L2(0,0) (]_ﬁ)ﬁl Jo ﬁ
1B
Taking into account that the limit £ ﬁﬁ — 0 when 8 — 0 holds, we can make the integrand in (31) grater than 1/2 for
AT
small values of B obtaining that / 1— ¢ B dr > pr. Then, we conclude that
0
lim flvl’(ﬁ) 7&0
p—0t ﬁ%

Besides,if we consider the function f>(z) = ¢' defined in ¢ € [0,b] we see that it is an O(f) but it is not an o(f8) because

_1-p
Ep1(B) = ‘CFleﬁfz —fz" ‘L. 0b) = % (1 —e B b),from where we deduce that

Jim, Eng(ﬁ) =1#0.

3.3 Order the convergence for the C derivative

Theorem 3.Let f € W' (a,b) and aD,lfﬁ =CD'"P. Then,

Efi(B)=0(B"), B— 0", vre(0,1),

and

Epi(B)=0(B), B—0".
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~(1— . .. . ..
%. Note that / is an admissible kernel in Definition 3, moreover,

ProofLet h: RY x (0,1) — R defined by h(t, ) =
0] — o5
Let e >0and f € W'!(a,b) be. Let D be a dense subset in L' (a,b) described in Lemma 1. Reasoning like in Theorem

n
1, consider the function g, () = ¥ qiX|4,5,(t) € D such that
i=1

" = el ap) <& (32)

Then, (21) holds. Let us estimate the error in the interval (ay, by ). Setting g¢(t) = [ g and applying Proposition 2 it holds
that

(t—a)f —T(1+B)|,
Br

(33)

b
Eggx[ukrbk],l B)=8" (|q_k|_|ﬁ) /

And,
bl (1 —a)P —T(14B)
ﬁr

Then, ﬁliﬂr{)l+ = Ege -1 (B) =0.Being E,, 1 (B) = ): ngak ] 1(B), we conclude that E,, 1 (B) =o(B"), Vre(0,1).

lim
B—=0F Jay

dr =0, if re (0,1).

In consequence, Lemma 1 gives that E ;(B) = o(ﬁ’), Vre (0,1).
Consider the case r = 1. From (33) we have

(t—ap)f —T(14+P) d

by
Egexoy 1 (B) :ﬁF(|1qfr|ﬁ) ./ak ; (34)
Now,
lim (t—ak)ﬁ —F(ﬁ+ 1) :]n(l—ak)_r/(l)

B—0+ B

Thus, by Lebesgue convergence Theorem, we have that

(t—ay? —I(1+p)
B

hence E,, 1 (B) = O(B) for every g such that ¢’ € D. By applying Lemma 1 the thesis holds.

by,
lim
B*}O+ Jay

by,
d :/ IIn(t — a) — I (1)] < oo,

S Ak

Reasoning in a similar way, the next theorem follows.
Theorem 4.Let f € WP (a,b) and aDtlfﬁ =CD'"B. Then,
Efp(B)=0(B"), B—0",Vre(0.1),
Erp(B)=0(B), B—0".

Remark.It is easy to see that E¢;(f) is not in general an o(f8) when B — 0. In fact, let g(¢) = |r — 1| be defined in
t € 10,2] and compute it’s C derivative

1B y(r) = — T sit €[0,1],

8 z(tfl)ﬁflﬁ . 1 2

- site (1,2

We have
1
_ _4B
_llept-B,_ _ B t 1 t B
Eg1(B) HD £~ 802 / F(ﬁ B+1 1|dr

0

2
. —1)B_B — B+1
/ 26— 1) —1¢ 1d _I'(B+2)-342 -

=) TrEey T T T 22C(p+2) =342
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Being f > 0,

E r 2)— 3428+
1imM>lim2 (B+2)-3+

p=ot B T ot B =2(I'"(2) +1n2) #0.

Moreover, by using Holder’s inequality we have that

_lept=p, c 1/3 _ A1
Ea(B) = || D' Pe—g|,, ., <[P Pe—g][,, 0 M lr02) = 29Eer(B)
where%—i—é:l,which leads to
. Egp(B) _ 1-1
lim —£252 > 2179 (I"(2) + 1) #£0.
P (r@)+1) #

Remark.It is worth noting that Theorems 1 and 3 give us a similar order of convergence for CF and C derivatives
respectively. It is interesting that the difference between the kernels (the first one non-singular and the second one

singular!) has not been relevant in the convergence result.

3.4 Some comments about the speed of convergence

Based on the results obtained in the preceding section, it is natural to ask: Does the C derivative converges to the
ordinary derivative faster than the CF derivative? Or conversely, does the CF derivative converges to the ordinary

derivative faster than the C derivative?

Let us compare the speed of convergence in the L' norm. Consider the function

g:0,T] - R
t—g(t)=1", m € N.

From Proposition 2 we have that

T 1-B
CFpl-Bg_ - ! F m\ — .
H 8¢ Ll(or) Jo 17 B-I(m)é, B r)|dr
and
HCD1 B _/ mt" ! 7F(m) dt.
L1(0,T) I'(m+B)

With the aim to compute the integrals (36) and (37) we present the next Lemma.

Lemma 2.Let m € N— {1}, and let t*: (0,1) — R" and s*: (0,1) — R™ be the functions defined as

B =y i T (-1 5P) =p

and
sSBy=w if wP 7F(m) =

respectively. Then we have that

aym—1<t*(B) for every B € (0,1).
b)m—1 < s*(B) forevery B € (0,1).

(35)

(36)

(37)

(38)

(39)
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Proof. a)Let m € N. From [5, Example 4.1 - (d)] it follows that lim &7 ,, (—%t) = 0. We also know that the Mittag-
f—oo
Leffler function &, g (—1) is complete monotonic' for every o € [0,1] and B > a (see [19, Ch. 4]) which lead us to
conclude that &7 ,, (f %t) is a decreasing function on (0, ).

Therefore, if I'(m) &} (f % (m— 1)) > B, there exists a unique 7* > m— 1> 0 such that I'(m) &, (7 %t*) =B.

We will prove that I"(m) &} (—%(m — 1)) > B.
From [13, p. 18] we know that

gy e [ e () (m—1)! 2
— m—1)! _1-B m—1)! _1-B
F(m)é”17m<— t): — | e 5[—2 ﬁ' = — Rm2<e ﬁl,0>,
ﬁ (fﬂt) k=0 k! (7ﬂ) m—1
B B
(40)
_1-B, ) _1-B, .
where R,,_» | e P ,0 | is the Taylorerrorof e # ° centered at O which can be expressed as
] (*ﬂ)mil / 1p
Rusle P'0)= 57/([7)6)»17267 P Ydx. (41)
(m—2)!
0
From (40) and (41) we have
1 t
F(m)gl.m <—Bt> / m 2 xdx.
' B
0
Applying integration by parts and the Mean Value Theorem, we obtain
t
1-B m—11,, B B 3,
r ml = — m _ P m
(m)@@l, ( ﬁ t) m—1 4 1,B ﬁ/ d
0
m—1 f m—1 B LB
= — B
t 1-8 t 1—[36 o ¢ €[0]
Hence, using that x < ¢*,Vx € R, for t = m — 1 we have
1- B LB
r m|l——m—=1) )| =——(1—¢ P
s (5P = £ (1-e"5)
1B
>L<1e ( ‘)> (42)
1-p
B (1 B >> B (-B)m—-1)-B
“1-B (1=B)m=1)) —1=B (1=B)(m—1)
On the other hand B (1-B) D_p
—BYm—1)—
1— >p < > B, (43)
-1 1= (1=B)(m—1)

and form (42) and (43) it yields that I (m) &} (—%(m — 1)) > . Now, note that if m > 3 then 1 — ﬁ > % Thus,

for B € (0,%) andm >3, T (m)& (_T ) > B. In addition, taking m = 2 in (42), we have

rQ2)é, (—1;ﬁt) > %1% (1 —e'ﬁﬁ’).

I Recall that a function f : (/,e0) — R is completely monotonic if f is differentiable for every natural order k and (—1) f(¥)(x) >
for every k € Ng and x
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Finally, fort =m—1=1,
1-— _1-B
F(Z)glz <—ﬁ) ZL<1€ B >
' B 1-B
1— 1—

_LB _LB
Define the function g() = B —e # , which is continuous and 1im+g(B) =0,¢gB)=1+ %e B >0, from

B—0

_LB
where g() >0,V € (0,1). Then —e F > —f, and

LB\ B
roas (-0 ) = La-p-p.

Then, Vim > 2, there exists * > m — 1 such that I"(m)&) (—%t*) = B.

1

b)Let m € N. Considere the function H(f) = (F(F”(’;)ﬁ)) ? By the Gautschi’s inequality [15],
r 1

xlfs < ()C+ )

1—s
F(x+s)<(x+1) , Yx>0,Vse(0,1).

Then

L(m+p—1)+1)
r(m+p-1)+(1-p))
I'(m+p)

(m+B—1)"0-P) < <((m+B—-1)+1)1=0-H

m—1l<m+p-1< (%)ﬁ <m+B,

som—1<s*(B) forevery B € (0,1).
Finally, we present the next proposition where the speed of convergence for natural power functions is obtained.

Proposition 1.Let g be the function defined in (35), m > 2 a fixed natural, and T € [0,m — 1]. Then

HCFD]iﬁg_g/HLl(o,T) m—T 1

O D P —g g T PmtD)—InT

where P (+) is the Psi function (or Digamma function), defined as ¥ (x) = 1;((;? forxe R—17Z,;.

Proof.Let m > 2 a fixed natural and T € [0,m — 1]. Observe that § —I"(m)&1 », (—% -0) < 0.Being T <m—1, by

Lemma 2 we deduce that

B—I(m)&m (—%t) <0.

Then, from (36) and (37) we have

[0l = o () B
= ]T_mﬁ <F(m+1)gl,m+l <1ﬁB > 3>7
and
D252\, = T (T B+ 1) =T+ 177,
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Therefore,

HCFDliﬁg_g/’ ’Ll (0,7) F(m+B —+ 1) F(’Vé+])£>],m+] (7 ]gﬁ T) —1

HCle[sg *g" |L1(0 7 - 1-B F(m+ﬁ+1)51"(m+1)Tﬁ

Now, from [5, Example 4.1]

Ems (1BT) - ( L e]ﬁﬁTle(iT)k

from where we conclude that

. I'(m+1) 1-B m
lim ————=& ———T ) ==.
p—or B 1’"’“( B ) T
By the other side
r 1)~ I'(m+1)TP
lim (mtp+1)=Llm+1) =I'"(m+1)—T'(m+1)InT.
p0* B
Then,
D el w7
B0+ Hchiﬁgfg,HLl(OT) T ¥Y(m+1)—InT’

and the thesis holds.

Proposition 1 affirms that the speed of convergence for " vary depending on the power m and the interval length T for
the L' norm. This is in concordance with the graphics in Figures 1 and 2 where it can be seen that the fractional derivatives
is more unestable for short times.

Another interesting thing to remark is that the speed of convergence of these two operators (when computed to power
functions) is comparable. This is in contrasts to what we expected, because the exponential no-singular kernel in the CF
derivative does not make it faster than the C derivative.

Let us see some examples in the next table where we have taken the values 7 =1 and T =m — 1.

Table 1: Different speed of convergence

m lim ||CFD]7ﬁg’g/HLl(o‘1) lim |‘CFD]iﬁgfg/HLl(ojnfl)
B—0* HCDliﬁgingl_l(OAl) B—0* HCD]iﬁgig/Hl_l(OAm—l)

3 1.592207522 0.8881460240

4 1.991876242 0.8179851126

5 2.344504178 0.7816816178

6 2.669821563 0.7594559202

4 Conclusion

We have analyzed the order of convergence of different fractional differential operators to the ordinary derivative, when
the order of derivation tends to one, for L! and L? norms, p > 1. We proved that the derivatives have a similar order of
convergence for both norms (in fact the order is a number r in the interval (0, 1)). As expected, the error estimate for the
RL operator is not well defined. Finally, we studied the speed of convergence of the C and CF derivatives for power
functions, concluding that, in general, neither of them is faster than the other.
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