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In this paper, we study complex Wishart processes or the so-called Laguerre processes (X¢)¢>o0.
We are interested in the behaviour of the eigenvalue process; we derive some useful stochas-
tic differential equations and compute both the infinitesimal generator and the semi-group.
We also give absolute-continuity relations between different indices. Finally, we compute the
density function of the so-called generalized Hartman-Watson law as well as the law of
To := inf{t,det(X;) = 0} when the size of the matrix is 2.
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1. Introduction

The Real Wishart process is a symmetric matrix-valued process which was introduced
by Bru [2] as follows. Let B, = (B;;(t));; be an n x m Brownian matrix and define
X; = Bf B;. The process (X1)i>0 satisfies the following stochastic differential equation
(SDE):

dX; = B} dB; + dB{ B; + nl,, dt
= /X dN; + AN/ X, 4 0l dt, Xy = B{ B,

where I,,, denotes the unit matrix, the superscript T stands for the transpose, v/X; is the
matrix square root of the positive matrix X; and (N¢);>o is an m x m Brownian matrix.
This process is called the Wishart process of dimension n, of size m, starting from X, and
is denoted by W (n,m, Xy). Then W (8, m, X), where é runs over the Gindikin ensemble
{1,...,m —=1}U]m — 1,00], is defined as the unique solution of the latter SDE with ¢
instead of n. Thus, it can be viewed as an extension of the squared Bessel process to
higher dimensions. In this way, Donati-Martin et al. [6] tried to extend some well-known
properties of the squared Bessel processes to the matrix case and derived expressions such
as the Laplace transform and the tail distribution of some random variables, in which
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many multivariate special functions with symmetric matrix arguments appear, such as
gamma, modified Bessel and hypergeometric functions Muirhead [20]. However, the latter
case is quite complicated to deal with and, to our knowledge, there are no more precise
results on the law of these variables. Nevertheless, in the complex case, hypergeometric
functions with Hermitian matrix argument can be expressed as a determinant of a matrix
whose entries are one-dimensional hypergeometric functions. In fact, Gross and Richards
[10] established the following result:

qu(al,...,ap,bl,...,bq;X)

_ det(z! 7, Zy(ar —j+1,...,ap — 4+ 1,...,bg — j + 1;2))
V(X)

where X is an m x m Hermitian matrix, (z;) are its eigenvalues, ,.%, denotes the stan-
dard hypergeometric function with scalar argument, V/(X) =[[,_,(2; —z;) is the Van-
dermonde determinant, and ,F} is the hypergeometric function with Hermitian matrix
argument defined by

ay )z apTCT'X
qu(al,...,ap,bl,...,bq;X):ZZ((bi;T...qu))T Ii' )

k>0 T

where 7= (71,...,7m) is a partition of length at most m and of weight k (i.e. 71 > 7m0 >
C > T, >, Ti = k), (a); is the generalized Pochammer symbol and C; is the so-called
zonal polynomial. We refer to Macdonald [19] for further details and Lassalle [16, 17]
for analogous expressions for multivariate orthogonal polynomials. The determinantal
representation above is due to the fact that the zonal polynomial is identified with the
(normalized) Schur functions defined by:

det(z] ™)

3
Sr(T1, . Tm) det(z7)

Consequently, one can use integral representations as well as other properties of stan-
dard hypergeometric functions to obtain, at least when m = 2, some results hitherto
unknown in the Wishart case. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section
2 we introduce the Laguerre process of integer dimension. In Section 3 we study the
behaviour of the eigenvalue process. Then, in Section 4, we define the Laguerre process
of positive real dimension. Section 5 is devoted to the absolute-continuity relations, from
which we deduce the Laplace transform of the so-called generalized Hartman—Watson
law as well as the tail distribution of Ty, the first hitting time of 0. In Section 6 we focus
on the case m = 2 for which we invert this Laplace transform. In Section 7, we compute
the density of Sy :=1/(2Tp). Section 8 presents our conclusions. Some special functions
of interest are discussed in the Appendix.
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2. Laguerre process of integer index

Let B be a n x m complex Brownian matrix starting from By; that is, B = (B;;), where
the entries B;; are independent complex Brownian motions, so we can write B = B! +iB?,
in which B!, B? are two independent real Brownian matrices. We are interested in the
matrix-valued process X; := B} B; which satisfies the following SDE:

dX; = dB} B, + B} dB; + 2nl,, dt. (1)

Definition 1. (X;);>o is called the Laguerre process of size m, of dimension n and
starting from Xo = BBy, and will be denoted by L(n,m, Xj).

Remark 1. For m =1, (X;);>0 is a squared Bessel process of dimension 2n, denoted by
BESQ(2n, Xo).

Remark 2. Set X; = (X;;(t))i;. One can easily check that

dX;i(t) =24/ X (t) dyi(t) +2ndt,  1<i<m,

where (7;)1<i<m are independent Brownian motions, thus X;; is a BESQ(2n, (Xo)4).

Remark 3. The equation above implies that

d(tr(Xy)) = 2y/tr(Xy) dBe + 2nm dt, (2)

where ( is a Brownian motion. Consequently, (tr(X;));>0 is a BESQ(2nm, tr(Xy)) of
dimension 2nm starting from tr(Xp). One can also deduce from (1) that, for every
i,j7k,l€{1,"'7m},

(X, dX ki) = 2(X 0k + Xgjoa) de,
which differs from equation (I-1-5) derived by Bru [2] since, for a complex Brownian

motion 7, we have d(y,v); =0 and (v,7%); = 2t.

Let H,,, Iﬁ‘l be respectively the space of m x m Hermitian matrices and the space of
m X m positive definite Hermitian matrices. On the space of Hermitian matrix-argument
functions, we define the matrix-valued differential operators

) A (o)
oz \Oxj) ;) 9y \OYjk /) ;i 0z \Ozjr  OYjk)

We also define
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Proposition 1 (Infinitesimal generator). Suppose we have functions f satisfying

of  of of _ of
817@‘ n 8Iji, 8y1‘j n 8yji

for all i, .

Then the infinitesimal generator of a Laguerre process L(n,m,x) is given by

) 9" NS
$—2ntr<§ﬁ($>)+2{tr<x%<&> >+tr<y\s<&> ﬂ, (3)
where 0/0z is the operator defined above.

Remark 4. Using the fact that 27 =z, yT = —y and tr(AB) = tr(BA) = tr(BTAT) for
any two matrices A and B, we can see that

alo 22N (22N (22N o (s 2)) Sl 22
' yayax - 6w6yy - yaxay S 82 —eu yaxay '

3. Eigenvalues of Laguerre process

In this section, we will suppose that n > m. The following result is due to Koénig and
O’Connell [15], Katori and Tanemura [14] and Bru [1] in the real case:

Theorem 1. Let A\i(t),..., A\ (t) denote the eigenvalues of X;. Suppose that at time t =
0 all the eigenvalues are distinct. Then the eigenvalue process (A1(t), ..., Am(t)) satisfies
the following stochastic differential system:

t t
) =2/ N (t) dBi(t —I—Q{n—l—z )]dt 1<i<m, t<r,

Py (t) k(L

where the (Bi)i<i<m are independent Brownian motions and T is defined by T :=
inf{t, \;(t) = A;(¢t) for some (i,7)}.
Remark 5. With the help of the SDE satisfied by the eigenvalues, we can compute the

ones satisfied by both processes (tr(X)) and (det(X)): the first has already been done.
For the second, we find that for ¢t < T := inf{¢,det(X;) =0} and for r € R,

d(det(Xt = 2det Xt \/ th + 2 TL m —+ 1)d€t(Xt)tI'( )d y
d(log(det(X;)) = 2¢/tr(X; 1) dvs +2(n — m) tr(X, ) dt,
d(det(Xy)") = 2r(det(X;))"\/tr(X; ) dvy + 2r(n — m + ) (det (X)) tr(X, 1) dt,

m—n

so we can see that for n =m, log(det(X)) is a local martingale and so is (det(X))
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Lemma 1. Tuke Xo € H;.. Then for n>m, X; € H;:.

Proof. In fact, this result is a direct consequence of the fact that, for n =m, logdet(X)
is a local martingale, and so is (det(X))™ ™. Hence, for n > m, these two continuous
processes tend to infinity when ¢ — Tj, which is possible only if Ty = co, because every

continuous local martingale is a time-changed Brownian motion. O

Corollary 1. If A1(0) > --- > A, (0), then the process U defined by

t<T,

is a local martingale.

Proof. We could follow the proof given by Bru [1] or make straightforward computations
using the derivatives of the Vandermonde function. But we prefer to use a result from
Konig, W. and O’Connell [15]: for n > m, the eigenvalue process is the V-transform (in
the Doob sense) of the process obtained from m independent BESQ(2(n —m+1)). Thus,
if G and G denote respectively the infinitesimal generators of these two processes, then,
G(h) =0 and, for all C? function f,

G =36V = GU)=361)=0 0

Corollary 2. If, at time t =0, the eigenvalues of X are distinct, then they will never
collide; that is, T = 0o almost surely.

Proof. This result follows from the fact that the continuous process U tends to infinity
when ¢ — 7, which is possible only if 7= 0o almost surely (We use the same argument
as before.) O

The proof of the following result is similar to the one derived by Bru [2] in the real
case:

Proposition 2 (Additivity property). If (X;)i>0 and (Yi)i>0 are two independent
Laguerre processes L(n,m,Xo) and L(p,m,Yy) respectively, then the process (X +Y;)i>0
is a Laguerre process L(n+p,m, X+ Yp).

We now introduce the Laguerre processes of non-integer dimensions 4.

4. Laguerre processes with non-integer dimensions

Let X be a Laguerre process L(n,m, Xo) with n >m. If X, € H, and if v/X; stands

m?

for the symmetric matrix square root of X3, it is easy to show that the matrix O defined
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by O, := \/thlBg, where X, = B} By, satisfies O*O = OO* = I,,. Thus,

—1
d’}/t = Ot dBt =/ Xt BZ( dBt

is an m X m complex Brownian matrix. Replacing this expression in (1), one obtains

dXt =\ Xt d’}/t + d’}/:\/ Xt + 27’LIm dt.

Theorem 2. If (B;) is an m x m complex Brownian matriz, then for every X, € flnt
and for all 6 > m, the SDE

dX, = /X, dB, + dB /X, + 261, dt (4)

has a unique strong solution in fl,j; Furthermore, if the eigenvalues are distinct at time
t =0, then they satisfy the stochastic differential system

dNi(t) = 2/ N (£) dBs(t) + 2[5+ ; %] at, 1<i<m,

where the (B;)1<i<m are independent Brownian motions.

Proof. The proof of the second part of the theorem is the same as before, with 9 instead
of n. All that remains is to prove the first part. Note first that (det(X3)), (logdet(X;))
and (det(X;)") satisfy the same SDE with ¢ instead of n. Hence, arguing as before, we
can see that Ty = oo almost surely. On the other hand, the map a — a'/? is analytic in
H: (see Rogers and Williams [22], page 134), so the SDE has a unique strong solution
for all t > 0. ]

Definition 2. Such a process is called the Laguerre process of dimension 9§, size m and
initial state Xo. It will be denoted by L(d,m, Xo).

Remark 6. Any process (X;):>o solution of (4) is a diffusion whose infinitesimal gen-
erator is given by

ceatn(2)) () (2]

Remark 7. A simple computation shows that
d(Xij, Xpa)e = 2(Xa(t)0ny + Xuj(t)0u)dt,  for all i,j,k,le{1,...,m}.

We now focus on both existence and uniqueness when § >m — 1 and Xo € H, — see
Bru [2] for the real case.

If X is a Hermitian matrix, let X be the Hermitian matrix max(X,0). If we denote
by ()\;) the eigenvalues of X, then (A =max();,0)) are those of X+.
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Theorem 3. For all § € Ry and Xg=x € Hy,, the SDE

dX, =/ X;"dB; + dB}\/ X;" + 261, dt (5)
has a solution in H,,.

Proof. The mapping a +— Va7 is continuous on H,,. Hence, X exists up to its explosion
time (Tkeda and Watanabe [11], page Theorem 2.3). Furthermore, from

VX + (6] < 6% + |1 X]|* < C(L+ [1X]),

we can deduce that this explosion time is infinite almost surely (Ikeda and Watanabe
[11], page Theorem 2.4). O

Proposition 3. IfA\1(0) > --- > \,;,,(0) >0, then, for allt < S :=1inf{t,\; = \; for some (i,7)},
the eigenvalues of X satisfy the following differential system:

- t+/\+) .
dXi () = 24/ N () dwi (t) + 2 6+Z 0 dt, 1<i<m.

Proof. This differential system can be shown in the same way as in Theorem 1, using
(AX45,dXp)e =2(X ;5 (¢ )6kJ+X (t)oq) dt, for all 4,5, k,1€{1,...,m}. O
Proposition 4. If \1(0) > --- > \,,,(0) >0, then, for all 6 >m —1,t>0, A\, (t) >0.

Proof. First, we note that S = oo almost surely. Indeed, one can easily show that the
process U defined by

1
UM (t),..., Am(t)) =
[Lic; (i) = A;(2))
is a local martingale. For the proof, we proceed along the lines of Bru [1]. O

Theorem 4. IfA1(0)>---> A, (0) >0, then, for alld >m—1, (4) has a unique solution
in HY in the sense of probability law.

Proof. By Proposition 4, the solution of the SDE (5) remains positive for all ¢ > 0, thus
it is a solution of (4). O

Theorem 5. Let H, be the space of positive Hermitian matrices. Then, whenever the
SDE (1) has a solution in H,}, for fized t, its distribution is given by its Laplace transform

Ex, (exp(—truX;)) = (det(I,, + 2tu))76 exp(— tr(Xo(In + 2tu) " tu)), (6)

for all w in H}Y.
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Proof. For s € H, let g(t,s) = A2 exp(=V(t,s)), where
Ay =det(L, +2ut),  Wi= (I +2ut)  u,  V(t,s)=tr(sW;).

First, note that W € H,,. To proceed, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 2. The function g satisfies the heat equation: Og/0t = £g, where £ is the
infinitesimal generator of X.

Proof. If we write s = x + iy, then, using the fact that = is symmetric, y is skew-

symmetric and W is Hermitian, we can see that tr(sW;) = tr(zM +iyN), where

W+ W wW-Ww
- N

M = ,
2 2

Observing that M = M and NT = —N, we can deduce that g satisfies the conditions
of Proposition 1. Furthermore,

% = —g(20 tr(W) — 2tx(sW2))
0%g d%g . 2
tr(y<m + m)) = —ig tr(yW=),

&g &g _ 2 2\ _ 2
tr(:C(@ - 8—y2)> =gtr(z(M*+ N7)) = gtr(zW?=).

Finally, noting that tr(M) = tr(WW), we obtain the equality.

Now, we consider the process (Z(t, X;)) defined by Z(t,X;) = g(t1 —t, Xy) for all t <ty
for fixed ¢1. From the lemma, we deduce that Z is a bounded local martingale and thus
is a martingale. So, the result follows from a simple application of the optional stopping
theorem. 0

Corollary 3. Let (X;);>0 be a Laguerre process L(,m, ) where x € fI;; Foro>m-—1,
its semi-group is given by the following density:

1 1 _ Ty
5 d—m .
pi(z,y) = @™, 0) exp (—% tr(z + y)> (dety)” ™™ o F} <5, @) Liy>0

with respect to Lebesque measure dy = Hp<q dy;q Hp<q dygq where y =y +iy? and oFy
is a hypergeometric function with matriz argument (Chikuze [4]; Gross and Richard [10]).

Proof of Theorem 5. In fact, this result can be easily deduced from the case where § =
n is integer, since, in this case, X; is a non-central complex Wishart variable W (n, 2tI,,, x)
James [12] with density given by

1

1 —m x
fe(z,y) = @ T (n) exp (—% tr(z + y)> (det y)" " o F1 <n; 4_ty2) Liy>0
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with respect to dy. Hence, taking § instead of n and denoting by W; this new variable
(starting from ), we can see that, using |y| to denote det(y),

—truWyey __ 1 _tI’_(E
Ew(e ) - ( JFm((S) exXp o

2t)m
1 d—m . Y
x /y>0 exp (—%tr((l + 2ut)y)) |y ol (57 @) dy
249 || 0 o tra
= —— X eX —_
Tn(0) P\ 2

X / exp(—2ttr(z™ Y2 (I + 2ut)z Y /22)) ||~ o F1(5; 2) d=
z>0

= exp (_t;_f> [T + 2ut] =% exp (tr(%([—i— 2ut)1>)

1
= |I +2ut| ®exp <—§ tr(z(I 4 2ut) " (I 4 2ut — I))>

= |I 4 2ut|™° exp(—tr(:v([—i— 2ut)_1u)),
which is equal to (6). O

Remark 8. In the last proof, we used the change of variables z = z'/2yz'/? which gives
dz = |z|™ dy. For the second integral, see Faraut and Kordnyi [8], Proposition XV.1.3.

Remark 9. The expression for the semi-group extends continuously to the degenerate
case, namely:

1 tr(y) _
6] - _\J) d—m
D¢ (Oma y) - (2t)m5r\m(5) exp< ot > (det y) 1{y>0}5

where 0,,, denotes the null matrix.

Corollary 4. For 6 >m — 1, the semi-group of eigenvalue process is given by

_ V) L (0" ooy (VT
qt(:v,y)—mdet(ﬂ (I_z e i I, =)

where & = (T1,...,Tm )Y = (Y1y--+,Ym) S0 that x1 > -+ > Xy > 0,41 > -+ > Yy, > 0,
0 =m+v such that v> —1 and I, denotes the modified Bessel function Lebedev [18].

Proof. The expression for the semi-group can be computed using Karlin and MacGregor
[13] formula since, for § > m — 1, the eigenvalue process is the h-transform of the process



The Laguerre process and generalized Hartman—Watson law 565

consisting of m independent BESQ(2(§ — m + 1)) conditioned never to collide, as stated
by Koénig and O’Connell [15]. Another proof is given by Péché ([21], page 68). Here,
we will deduce the expression for ¢;(x,y) from p.(z,y) following Muirhead [20], namely,
by projection on the unitary group: we will use the Weyl integration formula, then give
a determinantal representation of hypergeometric functions of two matrix arguments.
First, we state the Weyl integration formula Faraut [7] in the complex case: for any Borel
function f,

f(A)dA = C’m/ fuau®)a(du)(V(a))?day - - - dam,

Hy, U(m) Rm™

where C,, = 7™(m=1 /T, (m), U(m) is the unitary group, o is the normalized Haar

measure on U(m), a = diag(a;) and A = uau*. Hence, the semi-group of the eigenvalue
process is given by James [12]:

4(2,9) = Co (V(9)?) / o uu o du)

U(m)

m m S—m L
_ —(zity;)/2t . o T P
2t ’”51“ H e <zl:[1yj> /U(m) 0 1( TTa2 o(du)

DV ()?) = 7o) :
_ —(zity;)/2t . F,
(Qt)m(ery)Fm (M) (m + 1) H S 11;[1 Yji | ol <m + v; TN y>

ij=1

where = diag(y;), « is a positive definite matrix whose eigenvalues are x1,...,Tm, oFi
in the third line is a hypergeometric function with two matrix arguments Gross and
Richards [10] and 6 =m + v, v > —1. Next, we need a lemma.

Lemma 3. Let B,C € H,, and let (b;),(c;) be their respective eigenvalues. Then

pFa((m+ pi)i<i<p, (M + ¢j)1<j<4; B, C)
— Wm(mfl)/Q(p*qfl)pm(m)

p

D(pi +1))"
ATty
XH m+¢g det(p Fq (i + 1)1<i<p, (1 + ¢j)1<i<qs bicy )i r)
¢J+1 V(B)V(C)
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Proof. Recall that the hypergeometric function of two matrix arguments is given by the
series

(a;)r C-(B)C-(C)
pFa((ai)i<i<p, (€5)1<j<4; B,C) = ZZ H (€). C.(DE
k=0 T T

It is well known that

kld

Cr(B) = —L5.(b1,...,bm),

(m)-

where s, is the Schur function and d, = s,(1,...,1) is the representation trace or degree

(Gross and Richards [10] and Faraut [7]). Substituting in the series gives

1(m+ pi)r 87(B)s-(C)
m—f—(b]) (m)+

pFa((m+ pi)i<i<p, (m+ ¢j)1<j<q3 B, C) = ZZ =

k=0 T
We now write
m m
+m+k.—r+1) +1+k.+0,
(m + ;) ——II HZ || Ll )

(i +m—r+1) D(ui+m—r+1)

r=1

™ Fm(m+ﬂz) 711(:“1 )kTJrJM r="1M—T.

Doing the same for each (m + ¢;). and for (m),, we can see that

pFo((m + pi)i1<i<p, (M + ¢j)1<j<q; B, C)

— 7P, (m) H (T(ps +1))™ H (L'(p; +1))"

i Pm(m+ﬂi) =1 Fm(m+¢j)

i1 (i + Dggs, | 5-(B)s-(O)
x ZZ H ( (b5 + Dk, 16, ) IL2: (Ve 4o,

k=0 17 r=1

where
m(m — 1
p= (%)(p—q—l).
To obtain the desired result, we use the Hua formula Faraut [7]:
Lemma 4. Given an entire function f(z) =) -, exz", we have

det( s-(C
;7 ZZ(H€k+6> ()Im() )-

k=0 T r=1
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Thus, we obtain
pFa((m + pi)i<i<p, (M + $)1<j<43 B, C)

— gm(m=Dp—a=1)/2p M +1)
" H L (m + 1)

[0, (it Dk (biey)*
)det(Zk O[], @rn A ip

m(m+ ¢;
. H T(¢; +1) V(B)V(C)

q
:Wm(mfl)(p*qfl)ﬂp H [(pi+1) Ly (m + ¢;)
(m+p) £5 T(6;+1)

o 4et(pFq((pi + Di<icp, (1 + ¢5)1<j<q3 b1 )1s)
V(B)V(C) ' O

For p=0and ¢>1,

0Fy((m+¢;)1<j<q; B, O)

q

:W—m(m—l)(q+1)/2l—\ H m—i—(b] det(0Z((1 + ¢j)1<ij<qibicy)y :
;i +1)) V(B)V(C)

Jj= 1
and similarly,

Ty (m) det(eblcf)l)f

ofo(B.O) = S E VBV )

which can be viewed as a Harish-Chandra formula for the Itzykson—Zuber integral Collins
[5]. We now proceed to the end of the proof. Taking p=0, ¢ =1, B =1/4t?, C =, we
obtain

z ) _ (4t2)™(m=D72D  (m 4 V)T, (m) det(o.Z1 ((v + 1); 2y, /4t%))

F . . 77
oF1 (m + v, 4t2,y Wm(m_l)(r(’/ + 1))m Vi(x)V(y)

The expression for ¢;(z,y) follows from a simple computation and from the fact that

Sl (21 (45)

O

Proposition 5. The measure defined by p(dz) = (det(x))’~™dx on H is invariant
under the semi-group, that is, pPr = p
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Proof. Denote by P, the semi-group of the Laguerre process L(J, m,z) for 6 >m — 1.
Then we have to show that

/ Rf@pan) = [ fw), e ColiL)

This follows by a similar computation and the same arguments as in the proof of Corollary
3. O

Remark 10. For Wishart processes, it is easy to see that
pu(dz) := (det(z))*/2=(mTD/21 oy dw

is invariant under the semi-group.

5. Girsanov formula and absolute-continuity relations
The index v > —1 of a L(d,m,x) is defined by v = —m. In this section, we will proceed

along the same lines as Donati-Martin et al. [6] to derive absolute-continuity relations
between different indices.

5.1. Positive indices

Take a matrix-valued Hermitian predictable process H. Let Q° be the probability law of
L(6,m,z) for § >m —1 and x € H,|,. Define

I /t tr(Hs dBs + Hy dBy)
t = )
2
0

1t
@t_exp<Lt—§/ tr(HSQ)ds),
0

where B is a complex Brownian matrix under Q2. We can easily see that the process 3
defined by f; = By — fot H,ds is a Brownian matrix under the probability

P |z, =i Q)| 7.
Furthermore, (X;):>0 is a solution of
AdX, = /X dB: + dBf v/ Xi + (VX Hy + Hi /X + 261,,) dt. (7)
For H, =vv/X, ', (7) becomes

dXt =V Xt dﬂt + dﬁ;\/ Xt + 2(5 + I/)Im dt,

so that (X¢)t>0 is L(6 4+ v,m,z) under P, Thus, we have proved the following theorem.
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Theorem 6. For § >m —1,

Q‘””I%—exp( /tr(ﬁ dB, + VX, dB) /O (Xﬁ)ds)-czim.
(8)

Proposition 6.

det(X;)\"/? vt _

m-+v _ _ 1 O™

Q= () e (-2 [l as) -2l )

Proof. We know that V,(det(u)) = det(u)u~!, hence, V, (log(det(u))) = . Then,
og(det(X:))) is a local martingale, we obtaln from the

using the fact that, for § =m, (1
It6 formula that

t
log(det(X;)) = log(det(X,) +/tr « MV X.dBs +dB v/ X,))
0

t
— log(det(Xo)) + | tr \/ Tl dB, + /X, dB) .
0

From (9), it follows that:

Corollary 5.

@z (ew(-5 [ atas) [xi=y)
_ dety) P @) Twlm) o oFimtvz)
 det(x) P (z,y) _I‘m(m—i—u)(d 6(2)) oFi(m,z) o(2)

where z = xy/4t2.

We now state the following asymptotic result:

Corollary 6. Let X be a Laguerre process L(m,m,x). Then, as t — oo

7(m1;lgt)2/tr( s)” ds—>T1(B)

where T4 s the first hitting time of 1 by a standard Brownian motion [

Proof. From (9), we deduce that

m 202 ¢
Qy <exp <_W/ tr(X; ds> ’Xt = ty)
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L' (m)

B . oF1(m +2v/mlogt, xy/4t?)
~ Tyu(m +2v/mlogt)

ot (z v/mlog
(det(zy/4t)) o1 (m, zy/4t2)

Noting that (tm)_”/ mlogt — 6=V and since both hypergeometric functions converge to 1
as t — 0o, we obtain

m 202 ! -1 t—oo —y
Qz exp —W . tr(Xs )dS|Xt:ty — € .

Then, since

2 e~ tr(x)/2t . T e~ tr(y)
. m*, m N —tr(y) _y =
Qi £ pi (2, 2y) = lim o () e oF1 (m >

we obtain
m 2V2 i —1
o (cr{ gz | v )
o m 2V2 ¢ —1 o m
_/:;>0Qw (eXP<—W/O tr( X )ds)‘Xt_y>pt (w,y)dy

2V2 ! — m2 m © —v
:/ OQ;"(eXp(—W/O tr(X, 1)ds)’Xt—ty>t Dy (a:,ty)dyt_)—>e
y>

by the dominated convergence theorem. 0

5.2. Negative indices

Take 0 < a < det(x). The same computation as in Section 5.1 with H; = —V\/thl,
0 < v <1, shows that

_ det(x) v/2 v? [thTe 4
P = ——"— - tr(Xs 7 )d P
Qz |&7mTa (det(Xt/\Ta)> exp B ‘/0 1“( ) S Qz |&7mTa

where Ty, := inf{¢,det(X;) = a}. Letting a — 0 and using the fact that Ty = oo almost
surely under Q)7', we obtain

v/2 2 t
14
Qm—u _ t )(571 d Qm
x |gt/\T0 <det(Xt)> eXp ( 2 /0 I'( ) S) x |yt
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Proposition 7. For allt>0 and 0<v <1,

m—v _ Pm(m) €z v €z
Qy (T0>t)_Fm(m+V)det(2t> 1F1(V,m+u, 2t)'

Proof. From the absolute-continuity relation above, we deduce that

a0 -a((355) )

On the other hand, using the expression for the semi-group,

S\ msrm(s+5) . K. €
Q2 (det(X,)*) = (2t) T.0) 1P (—8,5,—5)

by the Kummer relation (cf. Theorem 7.4.3 in Muirhead [20]). Taking s = —v, we are
done. O

6. Generalized Hartman—Watson law

Henceforth, we will write .% to denote one-dimensional hypergeometric functions. We
define the generalized Hartman—Watson law as the law of

¢
/ tr(X; 1) ds under QM(:|X; =1y).
0

Its Laplace transform is given by

Q™ <exp<_TV2/0t tr(Xsl)ds> ’Xt —y> = %det(z)”ﬂw, (10)

z = zy/4t%. Recall that for m = 1, this is the well-known Hartman—Watson law whose
density was computed by Yor [23]. Here, we will investigate the case m = 2. The Gross—
Richards formula is given, for p=0 and ¢ =1, by

det(z"" 7 o F 1 (m+v—j+1,2))
V(z) 7

oFi(m+uv,z)=

where (z;) denote the eigenvalues of z and V(z) =[[;_;(zi — #;) is the Vandermonde

determinant. Noting that T'y,(m +v) = [[Z, T'(m +v — j + 1), then

det(z" " Iy (2y/%))

(10) = det(z=" P, (207)
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Without loss of generality, we will take ¢t = 1.

Proposition 8. For m =2, let Ay > Ao be the eigenvalues of \/xy. Then the density of
the generalized Hartman—Watson law is given by

- \//\1/\2’0
prty/ 21w
fo Jy" zsinh(pv1 —z%)e —2VAXzz coshye—2(y* =) /v (ginh y)) sin(47ty /v) dzdy

fo 1%\/77;\/7)]( \/mUx)dudI

for v >0, where p= A1 — Aa. Furthermore, if A1 = Ao := A, then

Ave?™ /v I g(y)e=2*/? (sinhy) sin(47y /v) dy

v) = )
J(©) 2/ 2mw3 1.72(5;1;2;02)

where
1 mIz(2Acoshy) 4+ La(2A coshy)

9(y) = 3 + 2 2\ coshy ’

and Ly is the Struve function Gradshteyn and Ryzhik [9].

Proof. For m =2, (10) becomes:

Alp1 (M) (N2) = Aol (M) 1y (A1)

(0 = L O To ) = Ty ) o On)

so, using the integral representations below (Brychkov et al. [3], page 46),

z(al,1(ax), (bx) — b, 1 (bx)1,(ax)) = (a® — b?) /0m ul, (aw)l, (bu) du

with z =1,a = A\1,b= A2 and (Gradshteyn and Ryzhik [9], page 734)

h b\/ 742
( \/b2—|—02+b> < (Vb2 42— b)) " cosh(bva 296 )Igy(c:c)d:r,
0 —x
where a > 0,R(v) > —1. With a =1,b= (A1 — A\2)u :=pu and ¢ = 2y/A\; A\2u, the numera-
tor of (10) is then equal to:

h( 1—
/\2 )\2 / / ucos pu Vi )Igl,(2 A Aquz) dude.

Taking v = 0, the denominator is then equal to:

)\2 A\2) / / ucoski/]iu—z )10(2 A Aquz) dude.
—x
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Thus, (10) becomes

fo fo ucosh(puv/1 —22) /1 — 2215, (2v/ A1 Agux) dudx

10 '
o Ji J3 weosh(puv/T —22) /v/T — 221y (2v/ A houz) dudz

Now we only have to use the integral representation of I, (Yor [23]):
1 :
IZU(2 /\1/\2,“1,) _ _/ e2\/>\1>\2umcozahwe—2uw dw
21T C

[eS) —vr? /2
:i/ e2\/Wuwcoshw/ Me_%ﬁ/vdvdw
5 /.. o (2mud)ifz

where C'is the contour indicated in Yor [23]; hence, the density function is given by

£(0) 1 fol fol S uw cosh(puy/1 — a2) /V/1 — g2e2V A Azue coshwe=26"/v 4y dg dw )
V)= {v>0}-

imy/ 273 fol fol wcosh(puv/1 — 22) /v/1 — 2215(2v/ A1 Agux) dudz

We can simplify this expression by integrating over C' to see that the numerator is equal
o (Yor [23])

)\1)\21) / / / COSh pu\/ 11—z ) 72muzcoshy

V1—a?

4y
% o (27 —m ))/”(smhy) s1n< )dudxdy

Setting z = ux, the numerator is written

)\1/\21) / / / UCOSthUQ_Z ) —2\/m,zcoshy
o

4
% e—z(y2—ﬂ2)/”(sinhy) sin (ﬂ> dudzdy,
v

which we can integrate with respect to u to obtain

VAIA b X2 cos 4
1721}/ / zsinh(py/1 — 22)e 2 ’\1’\2ZC"bhye_2(y2_’r2)/”(sinhy) sin(ﬂ> dzdy.
prv 213 Jo Jo v

We now prove the second part. In this case p =0 and we have to evaluate

ve2™ /v fol fol u?z/V1— 22%e —2)uzcoshyg—2y” /?(sinhy) sin(47y /v) du da dy
v/ 27103 fo fo ulo(2Quz)/v/1 — 22 dudx
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Setting z = ux, the numerator reads

/ / \/— —2Azcoshy,— 2y? /”(smhy) 51n< >d dy.

Integration with respect to z yields (Gradshteyn and Ryzhik [9], page 369):

27'[2/1;

Ave? /v o At
A g(y)e_2y2/”(sinhy) sin(—y> dy.
v/ 2md Jo v

For the denominator, we use the fact that

L (an(e) = 21o(2),

which yields:
uIO 2/\u:17 Lon@2xax)
udx = —————dx
V1-— Vi-22 0 2 \xV1— 22
Then, the formula

LBr(a+v)/2)
B+ (a+v)/2)T(v+1)

2.2
(S )

a
/ xocfl(GQ _ :L,Q)ﬁflly(cx) d(E _ 27u71a2ﬁ+a+v72cv
0

4

taken with a=0,a=1,8=1/2,¢=2\,v =1 gives

1
11(2/\$) T (1 2)
—— 2 do=—1%=;1;2;\" ).
/o 2\zV1 — 22 4172\ 2

We can proceed differently. Let Ay = Ay + h. Then

(A2 +h)gp1(A2 +h)L(A2) — Aalpp1(A2) (A2 + ) /R
(()\2 —l—h)]l(/\g —l—h)[o()\g) /\2]1()\2)[0()\2-1-]7,))/]7, '

(10)=

Next, we let h — 0. As usual, we first compute the numerator and then take v =0. To
do this, we shall evaluate

(/\2 + hz)]erl()\Q + h) — /\QL,Jrl(/\Q)

A= lim h ’
B = lim L,(/\g + h) — Iy()\Q),
h—0 h

which are equal respectively to - (z1,41(z)) and (I, (z)) taken for z =X =X\ = As.
Using the differentiation formula & (2¥1,(z)) = 2”1,_1(z) (Lebedev [18], page 110), we
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obtain

o eha(#) = vl b el (@), (@) =~ L) + L (),

thus

N =L\ (=vIp1(A\) + AL (M) = Ayy1(N) <—§1U(A) +1, (/\))

= A2\ = La (WL (V),

A= ) =L (ML -1 (V)
B\ — L\ (V)

Using the integral representation (Gradshteyn and Ryzhik [9], page 757),

7t/2
I,(2)1,(2) = %/0 cos((u—v)0)1,4, (22 cosb)do, R(p+v)>-1

the numerator is written as

/2
N= %/ (1 —cos260) I, (2\cos ) db
0

4

/2
= —/ (sin? 0) Iz, (2 cos ) dO
TJo

4 1
= —/ vV 1—=r2l,(2Ar)dr.
T™Jo

Thus, using (11), the denominator is equal to

4 [ 1
D= —/ V1—r2Iy@rr)dr =2 1.7, (—; 1;2;/\2).
Finally, the integral representation of I, gives

f) Aue™ /v [ e=2v"/u sinh (y) sin(47y /u) fol V1 —r2e=2Arcoshy qp dy,

u) =

v/ 27 fol V1—=1r21y(2Ar)dr

Aue?™ /v [ g(y)e=2v"/" sinh(y) sin(47y /u) du

v/ 27 fol V1—=1r2H(2Ar)dr O
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7. The law of Tj

Recall that, for 0 <v <1,

m—v _ Pm(m) € v €z
Qr (T0>t)_Fm(m+V)det(2t> 1F1(V,m+u, 2t)'

Proposition 9. Let m =2 and Ay > Ay be the eigenvalues of x. The density of Sy :=
1/(2Ty) under QMY is given by

()\1)\2)uu2u72ef(>\1+)\2)u 171 (2, v+41, )\1’u) —1.7 (2, v—+1, )\g’u)
v+ 1) (v) (A1 —A2)

fu)=

Corollary 7. If Ay = A\ := A, the density is written

2)\2Vu2u—le—)\u _
A S — —1L,v+2, ).
f(u) F(U+ 2)F(V) 1</1(V 7V+ ) )\’LL)

Proof. Recall first that when m =1, Sy £ Yo/, where 7, is a gamma variable with
density 7*~te~"dr. With the help of the Gross—Richards formula, it follows that, for
m=2,

(A1A2)”

Q;n—u(SO < ’U,) = ()\1 _ /\2)1"2(1/+ 2)

u2u()\1 1?1 (I/, v+ 2, —/\1u) 1?1 (I/ — 1, v+ 1, —/\Qu)

— Ao 1«?1(1/, v+ 2, —)\gu) 171 (V —1,v+1, —)\1’(1,)),

where S :=1/(2Tp). This is a C* function in u. Hence, we will compute its derivative
to obtain the density. Recall that

d
1 71(a,b,2) = glffl(w 1,b+1,2),

thus
d
flu)=2-Qz""(So <u) = K(v, A, Ao)u* (A~ B),
where
K(l/, )\17)\2) — (A1A2)

FQ(V + 2)(/\1 — /\2)7
A=2v( A\ 171 (v, v +2,-\u)1 .71 (v — L,y + 1, = \u)
— Ao 1?1(%1/-‘1- 2, —/\g’u) 1yl(V —1L,v+1, —)\1’(1,)),
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B= I/LH(/\%U 17 (v+Lv+3, - \u)1.% (v —1,v+1,—Au)

- )\gu 171 (v+1Lv+3,—Xu)1 %1 (v —1,v+1,—\u)).

Then, we use the contiguous relation
b1.71(a,b,z2) —b1.F1(a—1,b,2) = 21F1(a,b+ 1, 2)

to see that

MurF(v+1Lv+3,—-\u)=w+2)F(v,v+2,—\u) — 1.7 v+ 1, v+ 2,—\u)),

XourF(v+1,v+3,—Xou)=v+2) 1 F1(v,v+2,—Xou) — 1.5 (v+ 1,v+ 2, —Xau))
imply that

flu)=Ki(v,A1, 0)u® " (C+D - E~F)

where

v(AiAz)”
FQ(V + 2)(/\1 — )\2) ’

O:Al 1</1 V,V+2,—A1U)1j1(V—1,V+1,—)\2u),

(I/ /\1, /\2)

(
D:Al 19\1(V+1,V+2,—)\1U)191(V— 1,V—|—1,—A2U),
E:Ang\l(V7V+27_A2u)1jl(V_17V+15_)\1u)5
F =X 1«?1(V+1,V+2,—)\2u)1y1(1/— 1,V+1,—)\1u).

Applying the above contiguous relation again yields:

MurF(v+1Lv+2, - u)= w4+ 1) F (v, v+ 1, —\u) =17 v+ 1Lv+ 1, —\u)),
XurF(v+1Lv+2,—Xou)=w+ 1) F(v,r+1,—Xu) — 1.7 (v+ 1L, v+ 1, —X\u)),
XurF (v, v+2,—Au) = v+ 1)1 F(v—1Lv+1,—u) — 1.7 (v,v+ 1, —Au)),
MurF(v,v+2,-Mu)=wv+1)0FA WV -1Lv+1,-\u) — 1.5 (v,v+1,—\u))

Substituting in the expression for f, we obtain
f(u) = KQ(Vv )\la AQ)U’2V_2(G - H)a

where

(V+ 1)()\1)\2)”
FQ(V + 2)()\1 — /\2) ’

—1«?1(1/4'1 V+1 —)\g’u,)l 1(V—1 I/+1 —)xlu)
—1«?1(1/4'1 V+1 —)\1’11,)1 1(V—1 I/+1 —)\gu)

K (I/ )\1,)\2)
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Eventually, writing

Lo(v+2)=TWw+2)I'(v+1)=v(r+1)I'(v+ 1)T'(v),
171 (a,a,2) = e *1.F (a,b,—z) =e 7 1.1 (b—a,b,2),

we obtain

()\1)\2)”U2U7267(>‘1+)‘2)u 1?1(2, v+1, )\1’&) — 1.5 (2, v+1, /\Qu)

Jlu) = T(v+ DI (v) M~ Ao

The case Ay = A2 is treated in the same way as before (for the Hartman—Watson law).
In fact, writing A\; = Ao + h and letting h — 0, we see that the density is given by

/\21/ 2v—2_ ,—2\u
=2 S Avtl )

T =T 0r0) o
2/\2uu2u—le—2)\u

T Tw+2)I()
2/\2uu2u—le—>\u

T Tw+2)I()

191 (3,I/+ 2,)\’(1,)

1:71(v = 1L,v+2,—Au). 0

8. Conclusion

The Gross—Richards formula has been the main ingredient in this paper, since it enables
us more explicitly to express the special functions with matrix argument. The case m = 3
can be treated in the same way, but computation becomes too complicated. So, if we want
to deal with the general case, it will be convenient to find a more explicit formula. Indeed,
Schur functions can be expressed as polynomials in the elementary symmetric functions
e, or as polynomials in the completely symmetric functions h,.. More precisely, we have

S\ = det(e)\i—i+j)7 1< 17.7 <mn,

S)\Zdet(hki_i.g_j), 1<i,j<n,

where X is a partition of length <n, and X\ is the conjugate of A Macdonald [19]. So
using these two identities, can we improve our results?

Appendix: Special functions

A.1. The hypergeometric series

The multivariate hypergeometric functions were studied by Muirhead [20] in the real
symmetric case, Chikuze [4] for the complex Hermitian case, and Faraut and Kordnyi [8]
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in a more general setting. For Hermitian matrix argument, they are defined by

(a C (X
pFo((@i)i<i<ps (bj)1<j<q; X ZZ 1 k(:l )’

k>07—J_k ‘1

where 7= (ki,...,km) is a partition of weight k and length m such that k1 > --- > k,,,
(a), is the generalized Pochammer symbol defined by

S T(a+ki—i+1)
L= = (kp,...,km),
(a) 1;[1 T(a—i+1) 7=k )

and C;(X) is the zonal polynomial of X such that
=3 (x)
TLlk

Several normalizations for this polynomial exist in the litterature, but we do not consider
them. This polynomial is symmetric, homogeneous, of degree k in the eigenvalues of X,
and is an eigenfunction of the differential operator

2 9
AX—sza 2+2z > o

i=1 1<k#i<m

Furthermore, it is identified with the Schur function s, and C,(YX) = C, (VY XVY)
for any Hermitian matrix Y. It is well known that, if p = ¢+ 1, then the hypergeometric
series is convergent for 0 < | X|| <1 (|- || is the norm given by the spectral radius); if
p < q, then it converges everywhere; otherwise it diverges.

A.2. The modified Bessel function

The modified Bessel function Lebedev [18] with index v € R is given by the series

(%) 1 P 2k+v
=N — (=2 C.
?) _Oklr(y+k+1)<2) ’ 2<

It can be represented through standard hypergeometric functions o F} and 1 Fi:

L,(Z) = ﬁ (%) 0F1(V+ 1;22).
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