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Abstract

We study Boolean stable laws, b, ,, with stability index o and asymmetry param-
eter p. We show that the classical scale mixture of b, , coincides with a free mixture
and also a monotone mixture of b, ,. For this purpose we define the multiplicative
monotone convolution of probability measures, one is supported on the positive real
line and the other is arbitrary.

We prove that any scale mixture of b, , is both classically and freely infinitely di-
visible for a < 1/2 and also for some o > 1/2. Furthermore, we show the multiplicative
infinite divisibility of b, 1 with respect classical, free and monotone convolutions.

Scale mixtures of Boolean stable laws include some generalized beta distributions
of second kind, which turn out to be both classically and freely infinitely divisible. One
of them appears as a limit distribution in multiplicative free laws of large numbers
studied by Tucci, Haagerup and Moller.

We use a representation of b, 1 as the free multiplicative convolution of a free Bessel
law and a free stable law to prove a conjecture of Hinz and Mlotkowski regarding the
existence of the free Bessel laws as probability measures. The proof depends on the
fact that by, 1 has free divisibility indicator 0 for 1/2 < a.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we study different aspects of classical scale mixtures of Boolean stable laws
b, , including classical and free infinite divisibility, unimodality and relation with other
distributions such as classical stable laws, free stable laws and free Bessel laws.



We denote respectively by *, H the classical and free additive convolutions, and by &, X
the classical and free multiplicative convolutions. An important class of measures in connec-
tion with the study of limit laws is the class of infinitely divisible distributions. A probability
measure p is said to be (classically) infinitely divisible (or ID for short) if, for every
natural number n, there exists a probability measure u, such that

b= fhn % fn ¥ - [

n times

In the same way, in free probability a measure p is said to be freely infinitely divisible
(or FID for short) if, for every natural number n, there exists a probability measure ,
such that

,u:ynHﬂunEHuEEl,u@.
n times

We denote by ZD(x) the class of all ID distributions on R and by ZD(H) the class of all
FID distributions on R.

The Boolean stable law b, , appears as the stable distribution for Boolean independence
[41]. The positive one b, is the law of quotient of identically distributed, independent
positive a-stable random variables. The density is given by

1
s

2 + 2 cos(am)z® + 1’

sin(am)z®1

z > 0.

The authors studied these measures in [2] in relation to classical and free infinite divisibility,
proving that the Boolean stable law is FID for a« < 1/2 or 1/2 < a < 2/3,2 - 1/a < p <
1/a — 1. Moreover the positive Boolean stable law for av < 1/2 is both ID and FID. Note
that Jedidi and Simon showed that it is HCM, more strongly than ID [30]. The positive
Boolean stable law was the first nontrivial continuous family of measures which are ID and
FID.

Our main result is in Section @l We extend the results in [2] to classical scale mixtures
of Boolean stable laws, giving a large class of probability measures being ID and FID.

Theorem 1.1. Let B, , be a random variable following the Boolean stable law b, ,, and let
X be any nonnegative random variable classically independent of B, ,. If a € (0,1/2] or if
a <2/3,p=1/2, then the law of XB,,, is in TD(B) N ZD(x).

The proof is given separately for ID and FID parts. We show in Theorem that the
law of XB,, is ID if: (a) @ < 1/2; (b) o < 1,p = 1/2. (a), (b) may not be necessary
conditions for X B, , being ID. The proof depends on mixtures of exponential distributions
for @ < 1/2 and mixtures of Cauchy distributions for p = 1/2. For the free part, we show
in Theorem that the law of X B, , is FID for any X > 0 if and only if: (i) o < 1/2;
(i) 1/2 < « <2/3,2—1/a < p < 1/a — 1. The proof is based on complex analysis; we
show that the Voiculescu transform has an analytic extension defined in C* taking values
in C~ UR (see [16]). When B, , is symmetric or positive, we give a simpler proof by using
the identities

bo = 7" Kf, ae(0,1], (1.1)
beij = 705 B Sym (y/fuai ) o€ (0.2] (1:2)



where f, , is a free stable law and 7 is a free Poisson. See Section [2] for the other notations.
We also show the multiplicative infinite divisibility for b, ; with respect to classical, free
and monotone convolutions.

In Subsections B2l and [A.1], we establish a lot of identities involving classical, Boolean and
free stable laws, and multiplicative classical ®, free X and monotone ¢ convolutions. For
this purpose, we define the multiplicative monotone convolution of two probability measures,
one is supported on [0,00) and the other is on R, in Subsection Bl The most outstanding
result in this context is the following identity:

pe® b, , = B X b, ,,  ba, being positive or symmetric.

The measure p/® is the law of X when X follows the law p. This identity gives us a
direct connection between classical multiplication and free multiplication, and it suggests
the importance of b, ,. In Subsection 1.2, we compare classical, free and Boolean stable
laws and observe similarities between them.

Examples of random variables X B, , as in Theorem [[.T] are provided in Section B We
give new probability measures which are both ID and FID, including the generalized beta
distributions of the second kind with densities

xa—3/2
Ca,ﬁ'ml(o,m)@), a€(1/2,1],8 € (0,1/q],
Bas-!
W ELe=@), Be(0,1/2],

see Proposition Bl and Example 5.5 Moreover, these measures are HCM (see [17]). We
compute the limit distributions in free multiplicative laws of large numbers [44) 21]

. ®ny1/n

O

by taking p to be the law of X B, ;. The limit distribution is again a scale mixture of
Boolean stable laws, but now with stability index a/(1 — «). We consider the free Jurek
class which is the free analogue of Jurek class [31]. The law of X B, , belongs to the free
Jurek class for o < 0.42,p =1 and for a <1/2,p=1/2.

Free Bessel laws, introduced in Banica et al. [§], are measures wy = (1 — ¢)dy +
Dy ((7®)B/%) for s > 0,0 < t < 1, where 7 is the free Poisson with mean 1. Note that 7, is
a probability measure since 7 is K-infinitely divisible. It is also known that the parameters
may be extended to s > 1, > 0. The question of whether one can extend these parameters
for 0 < s < 1,t > 1 was raised in [§]. Later, from considerations of moments, Hinz and
Mlotkowski [28] conjectured that (7*)®! is not a probability measure for 0 < s, < 1. In
the last part of the paper, we give an answer to the conjecture of Hinz and Mlotkowski using
the representation (IL]) and the free divisibility indicator, and we then settle the question
of the existence of free Bessel laws as a corollary.

Theorem 1.2. Let s,t > 0 and let 7wy = (7w2)5. Then &, is a probability measure if and
only if max(s,t) > 1. In other words, the sequence of Fuss-Narayana polynomials given by

- - L n ns
o(s,1) = 1, m"<3’t)zzﬁ<k—1><n_k)’ n=t
k=1
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is a sequence of moments of a probability measure on R if and only if max(s,t) > 1. In
particular, the free Bessel law g is a probability measure if and only if (s,t) € (0,00) X
(07 OO) - (07 ]-) X (17 OO)

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notations

We collect basic notations used in this paper.

1) N=1{1,2,3,...} is the set of strictly positive natural numbers.
2) P is the set of (Borel) probability measures on R.
P is the set of probability measures on R, = [0, 00).

4

P is the set of symmetric probability measures on R.

(
(
(3
(
(5

)
)
)
) For a € R, we denote by D,u the dilation of a probability measure p, i.e. if a random
variable X follows p, then D, is the law of a X.
(6) C*,C~ denote the complex upper half-plane and the lower half-plane, respectively.
7) For D C C\ {0}, the set D~! denotes the image of D by the map z + 2.
( 8 y p

8) For 0, < 6, such that 05 — 6, < 21, Cg, 4,y is the sector {re? :r > 0,0 € (64,65)}.

(61,02)

(9) For v, 8 > 0, ' s is the truncated cone {z € C* : |[Re(2)| < alm(z), |z| > S}.

)

(10) For p € R and p € Py, let uP be the push-forward of p by the map x — zP. If p is an
integer, we define p? for any p € P. If p < 0, we define p? only when u({0}) = 0. We
may use the notation ,/u instead of pl?.

(11) For p € Py, the measure Sym(u) is the symmetrization $(u(dz) + p(—dz)).

(12) For z € C\ (=R, ), arg z is the argument of z taking values in (—m, ).

(13) For p € R, the power z — 2” denotes the principal value |z|[Pe®??8% in C \ (=R ).

(14) For 0, < 6, such that 6, — 0, < 2m, arg, 4, 2 denotes the argument of z € Cyp, 4,)

taking values in (61, 0s).

(15) For p € R and 60; < 0, such that 6y — 6, < 27, the power z +— (z)’(’(91 62) is defined by
|z|P exp(ip arg g, g,) z) for z € Cp, g,)-

2.2 Additive Convolutions

We briefly explain the additive convolutions from non-commutative probability used in
this paper. They correspond to notions of independence coming from universal products
classified by Muraki [34]: tensor (classical), free, Boolean and monotone independences. We
omit monotone convolution since it does not appear in this paper.
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2.2.1 Classical Convolution

Let F, be the characteristic function of 1+ € P. Then the classical convolution is charac-
terized by
‘Fm*uz (Z) = ‘F,ul <z>‘F,u2 (Z)v zc R, M1, 2 € P

Classical convolution corresponds to the sum of (tensor) independent random variables.

The moment generating function of y € P is defined by M, (2) := F,(z/1), z € iR.
When p € Py, the domain of M, extends to {z € C : Re(z) < 0}. For p € P, there
exists a € (0, 00] such that M, (z) # 0 in i(—a,a), and then we may define the classical
cumulant transform of © € P by

C;(z) =log(M,(2)), z €i(—a,a)

I

such that it is continuous and C;(0) = 0. It then follows that for some ¢ > 0 depending on

My f2,

Criwn (2) = Cp (2) +C, (2), z €i(—c,c).
In general, C* does not characterize the probability measure, that is, there are two distinct
p,v € P such that C(2) = C;(2) in some i(—a,a). In particular cases such as u € ZD(x),
the characteristic function does not have a zero and hence the classical cumulant transform

C;, extends to a continuous function on 7R. Then C}; on iR (or on —iR ) uniquely determines
L.

2.2.2 Free Convolution

Free convolution was defined in [45] for compactly supported probability measures and later

extended in [33] for the case of finite variance, and in [I6] for the general unbounded case.
Let

Gu(z):/RZfl?, Fu(z):%, 2 €C\R

be the Cauchy transform and the reciprocal Cauchy transform (or F-transform)
of u € P, respectively. It was proved in Bercovici and Voiculescu [I6] that there exist
a,B,a/, 8" > 0 such that F), is univalent in Iy g and F,(I's 3) D T'wp. Hence the left
compositional inverse [ ! may be defined in T, 5. The Voiculescu transform of / is then
defined by ¢, (2) = F;'(2) — z on the region I'y 3 where F,[ ' is defined. Moreover, the free

m
cumulant transform (see [9]) is a variant of ¢,, defined as

C(2) = 20, G) —.F <1) C1 ze(Tap)h

z

The free convolution of two probability measures y1, po on R is the probability measure
w1 B e on R such that

¢u153u2 (Z) - ¢u1(z) + ¢M2(z)

in a common domain I'y 5 which is contained in the intersection of the domains of ¢, , ¢,
and ¢,,m,,. Free convolution corresponds to the sum of free random variables [16].

For any ¢ > 1 and any u € P, there exists a measure = € P which satisfies Gz (2) =
t¢,(2) in a common domain [37].



2.2.3 Boolean Convolution

The Boolean convolution [41] of two probability measures ju, gz on R is defined as the
probability measure 7 W o on R such that

77M1Lﬂu2(z) = 77;11(2) + Mg (2), zeC,

where the n-transform (or Boolean cumulant transform) is defined by

1
nu(z) =1—2F, (—) : zeC . (2.1)
z
Boolean convolution corresponds to the sum of Boolean independent random variables. Such
an operator-theoretic model was constructed in [4I] for bounded operators and in [20] for
unbounded operators.

For any ¢ > 0 and any p € P, there exists a measure p** € P which satisfies 1,0:(2) =

tn,(z) in C- HII.

2.3 Multiplicative Convolutions
2.3.1 Multiplicative Classical Convolution

The multiplicative classical convolution p; ® o of iy, s € P is defined by

/R £(2) (@ ) (der) = / f () () (dy)

for any bounded continuous function f on R. The measure p; ® py corresponds to the
distribution of XY, where X and Y are independent random variables with distributions
w1 and po, respectively.

2.3.2 Multiplicative Free Convolution

For probability measures p1; € Py, o € P, the multiplicative free convolution iy Xpsy €
P is defined as the distribution of VXY VX , where X > 0 and Y are free random variables
with distributions py and ps, respectively. Multiplicative free convolution was introduced
in [47] for compactly supported probability measures, and then extended in [I6] for non
compactly supported probability measures.

Suppose that 6y # p € Py (resp. dg # o € Ps). The function 7, is univalent around
(—00,0) (resp. i(—00,0)) taking values in a neighborhood of the interval (1 — (u({0}))~%,0)
(we understand that (u({0}))™! = oo if u({0}) = 0), so that one may define the composi-
tional inverse 77;1 and then the Y-transform

. (2)

Yp(z) = .z (1= (u({op)0).

Multiplicative free convolution X is characterized by the multiplication of Y-transforms:

EM@#Q ('Z) = Zul (Z)Em (Z)v M1 S 7)+7/~L2 € PJr OT [2 € Ps (2'2)



in the common interval (—f,0), provided p; # dg # po. The case pq, o € Py was proved
in [16] and the case p; € Py, s € Py was proved in [6]. When py € Py, pus € P and they
have compact supports, (Z2) was proved in a neighborhood of 0 in [47] and [38]. In the
most general case u; € Py and s € P, it is still an open problem to define an appropriate
S-transform S, and to prove (2.2).

Instead of the X-transform, often used to calculate multiplicative free convolution is the

S-transform:
z

1+ 2

Su<z>=zu( ) 2 € (=14 u({0}),0). (23

If € Py, then a convolution power ™ € P, satisfying ¥,z (2) = (3,(2))", is well
defined for any ¢t > 1 ([II]). A probability measure p € Py is said to be K-infinitely
divisible if for any n € N, there is yu, on R, such that p = %" = p, X --- K p,,.

For p € P.,v € P, the identity

Dy (™ R = (p X v)™, t>1 (2.4)

was proved in [I3, Proposition 3.5].
Using the S-transform, it was proved in [6] that, for © € P, and v € Py, the following
relation holds:
(WX v)? =pRuX 2 (2.5)

Assume g € Py and p({0}) = 0. The following formula is known [22 Proposition 3.13]:

Spa(z) = ﬁ e (-1,0). (2.6)

2.4 Free Infinite Divisibility
2.4.1 Characterization, Lévy-Khintchine Representation

Recall that a probability measure 1 is ID if and only if its classical cumulant transform Cj
has the Lévy-Khintchine representation (see e.g. [39])

1
Ci(2) =nz+ §az2 + /R(e“ —1—z2tli_yq(t) v(dt), =ze€iR, (2.7)

where 7 € R, a > 0 and v is a Lévy measure on R, that is, [, min(1,t*)r(dt) < oo and
v({0}) = 0. If this representation exists, the triplet (n,a,r) is unique and is called the
classical characteristic triplet of p.

A FID measure has a free analogue of the Lévy-Khintchine representation.

Theorem 2.1 (Voiculescu [46], Maassen [33], Bercovici & Voiculescu [16], Barndorff-Nielsen
& Thorbjernsen [9]). For a probability measure p on R, the following are equivalent.

(1) u belongs to ZD(H).
(2) —¢, extends to a Pick function, i.e. an analytic map of C* into CT UR.

(3) For anyt >0, there exists a probability measure p™ with the property ¢ e (2) = td,(z).

8



(4) A probability measure j1 on R is FID if and only if there are n, € R, a,, > 0 and a Lévy
measure v, on R such that

1
CE?(Z) =Nuz + a“zQ +/ (1 pri I —t21q (t)) I/ﬂ(dt), zeC™. (2.8)
B _

The triplet (n,,a,,v,) is unique and is called the free characteristic triplet of i and
v, 18 called the Lévy measure of ji.

An important FID distribution in this paper is the free Poisson law 7, also known as
the Marchenko-Pastur law, with free characteristic triplet (1,0, d;) and density

1 /4—
— —xdx, 0<zx<4.
27 x

The free Poisson distribution 7 is infinitely divisible both with respect to X and H.

2.4.2 Compound Free Poisson Distribution

Suppose that o € ZD(H) does not have a semicircular component (a, = 0) and that the
Lévy measure v, in (2.8]) satisfies fR+ min(1,?)v,(dt) < oco. Then the Lévy-Khintchine
representation reduces to

1— 2zt

CH(z) = n:,z—l—/R ( S 1) v, (dt), ze€C™, (2.9)

where 1. € R. The measure o is called the compound free Poisson distribution ([40])
with rate A and jump distribution p if the drift term 7. is zero and the Lévy measure v,
is Ap for some A > 0 and a probability measure p on R. To clarify these parameters, we
denote o = (A, p).

Remark 2.2. (1) The Marchenko-Pastur law 7 is a compound free Poisson with rate 1
and jump distribution d;.

(2) For any v € P, the compound free Poisson 7 (1, v) coincides with the free multiplication
R ([56]).
2.4.3 Free Divisibility Indicator

A one-parameter family of maps {B;};>¢ on P, introduced by Belinschi and Nica [13], is
defined by

ok
Bt(ﬂ) _ (Mﬁﬂ(l-i-t)) 1+ '

The family {B;}:>o is a composition semigroup and, moreover, each map B; is a homomor-
phism regarding multiplicative free convolution: B,(u X v) = B;(u) X B,(v) for probability
measures pu € Py, v € P.

Let ¢(p) denote the free divisibility indicator defined by

o(p) :==sup{t > 0:pu € B,(P)}, (2.10)

9



which has another expression [4]
d(p) = sup{t > 0: pu* € ID(HB)}. (2.11)

For any p € P and 0 < s < ¢(u
uniquely exists such that B, (vy)
0>t>—¢(p) by setting By (u) =

[13].

Theorem 2.3. (1) u® ewists if and only if p(p) > 1 —t.

) Belinschi and Nica proved that a probability measure v,
= p. Therefore, the definition of B;(x) may be extended for
The indicator ¢(u) satisfies the following properties

(2) w is FID if and only if ¢p(pn) > 1
(3) o(B(i)) can be calculated as
o(Bi(p) = o) +1, 1= —=¢(n).
More information on By (p) and ¢(p) is found in [13] 4 29].

2.5 Stable Distributions

Let 2 be the set of admissible parameters:
A= {(a.p):ae(0,1]pe0,1}U{(ap):ae 1,2 pel—aa )

Definition 2.4. Assume that («, p) is admissible. The classical n, , (see e.g. [39]), Boolean
b, 4], free f, , [I6, I5] and monotone m, , [24] 48] strictly stable distributions are
defined, respectively, by their classical cumulant, 7, free cumulant and F' transforms as
follows:

Ch. (2) = =(e772)%, z € i(—o0,0); (2.12)
Tba,, (2) = —(€¥72)%, zeC; (2.13)
Ce. (2) = —(e"2)", zeC; (2.14)
Fan,,(2) = (2% + €7m) 05 zeC*, (2.15)

The parameters «, p are called the stability index and asymmetry parameter.

Remark 2.5. This parametrization follows [25] (except that we include oo = 1 too) and is
different from [I5] to respect the correspondence with the classical stable distributions [49].

Note that
nlvp - bl,p - flvp = mLP’ p E [07 1]

and it is the Cauchy distribution ¢, with density

sin 7wp
(v + cosmp)? + sin® 7p’

1
T
with the convention ¢y = d_; and ¢; = d;.

10



The probability density functions of the Boolean (and monotone) stable laws are de-
scribed in [26]. When o <1 or when o > 1,1—1/a < p < 1/, the Boolean stable law b, ,
is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and the density is given by

Pacp(®)1(0.00) (%) + P (1)1 (00,00 (), (2.16)
where
N _ sin(mpa) ! 017
Pap(?) T 22 + 22 cos(mpar) + 17 (2.17)
o sin(r(1 = pa) ]!
= . . 2.18
Pap() s |z]2e + 2|z]® cos(m(1 — p)a) + 1 (2.18)

For a € [1,2] and p =1 — 1/, 1/, the measure b, , has one or two atoms.

3 Basic Results

3.1 Multiplicative Monotone Convolution: General Case

The multiplicative monotone convolution of probability measures ji1, p1o € P is defined
as the probability measure p; O ps € P, such that

UM ('Z) = TN (77#2 (Z)), A C™.

Multiplicative monotone convolution corresponds to the operator vV XY VY (not VY XVY )
when X — 1 and Y are monotone independent random variables [20] and X,Y > 0. Com-
pactly supported measures py, pio € P, were considered in [14] and measures pq, s € Py
with unbounded supports were considered in [20].

From the operator model, it is natural to try to define multiplicative monotone convo-
lution for arbitrary py € Py, pe € P. Actually the above operator model still works for the
general case p; € Py, o € P with a slight modification of proofs.

We will define multiplicative monotone convolution in this general case in terms of
complex analysis. For later use, we extract from Belinschi and Bercovici [I1] the following
characterization of the n-transform for pu € P,.

Proposition 3.1. Let 60 # p € Py. The n-transform n, : C\ Ry — C satisfies the
following.

(i) 7(C7) € C” and n,(C\Ry) C C\R,.

(i) 1u(2) = nu(2) for C\Ry.

(iii) arg(n.(z)) € (—m,argz| for any z € C~.
) 1

(iv) n.(2) = 0 as z — 0 non tangentially to R .. More precisely, for any o € (0,7) we

have
lim nu(z) = 0.

z%O,ZG(C(,Q‘,hFa’,Q)

11



Conwversely, if an analytic map n: C\ Ry — C satisfies the conditions (1) — (@), then there
exists a probability measure dg # o € Py such that n =1,.

We characterize the n-transform of a general p € P.

Proposition 3.2. Let 1 # 0y be a probability measure on R. Then the n-transform n, :
C~ — C 1s analytic and satisfies the following.

(1) 7,(C7) CC\Ry.
(2) argz — 7 < arg(_gp o) (Mu(2)) < argz for 2 € C™.
(3) nu(z) =0 as z— 0,z € C~ non tangentially to R.

Conversely, if an analytic map n: C~ — C satisfies the above conditions (1), (2), (3), then
there exists a probability measure j1 # oy on R such that n = n,.

Remark 3.3. The condition (3 may be replaced by the following simple one:
li iy) = 0. 1
lim n,(iy) = 0 (3.1)

For our purpose the condition (B]) is more useful.
Proof. We have the formula ([21]), and so

z—FH(z).

n(1/z) =

If n(1/2z9) = ¢ > 0 for some zy € C*, then F),(z9) = (1 — ¢)z. If moreover ¢ > 0, then this
contradicts the fact that Im(F),(z)) > Im(z) for z € C*. If ¢ = 0, then F),(2) = 2, which
is possible only when p = 4y, a contradiction. Hence we get ().

We have 1/z — F,(1/z) € CT UR\ {0} for z € C™, and hence the condition (2) follows
from the identity n(z) = 2(1/z — F,,(1/z2)).

Since z — F,(2) = o(|z]) € C™ as 2 — 00,z € C™ non tangentially to R (see [16]), we
get ().

Conversely, suppose an analytic map n : C~ — C satisfies (1), @), @). From (@),
the function zn(1/z) maps C* analytically into C~ UR. Hence it has a Nevanlinna-Pick
representation

(3.2)

1+ 2z

r—z

an(l/z) = —az+b— /R 7(dz), zeC™ (3.3)

for some a > 0,b € R and a nonnegative finite measure 7. Hence

(+2)

'r](z):—a+bz+/z
R

= os (dx) = —a+o(1)

as z — 0,z € C~ non tangentially to R. From (@) it follows that a = 0. From [16,
Proposition 5.2], there exists p € P such that F,(2) = z — 2n(1/z) and hence = 7,. The
condition () implies that 1 # 0 and hence p # dy. O

Now we can give a complex analytic definition of p1 O po.
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Theorem 3.4. Let uy € Py and pe € P. There exists a probability measure @ € P such
that 1,(2) = Ny, (N, (2)) for z € C. We denote = iy O po.
Proof. Proposition BIIf) for 7,, and Proposition B2 for 7,, imply Proposition B2(T) for

77#1 © 77#2'
Take any z € C~. Then we have

B _ arg(_or 0)(Mus (M2 (2))) < arg(_or 0y (Mo (2)) < arg(2),
Talz) € €7 = {arg(%,m (o (s (2))) + 7 > 0 > ara(2), B

where Proposition BI|{i) and Proposition B2|[2]) are used on the first line and Proposition
B.II@) is used on the second. On the other hand, we have:
s (2) € CY U (—00,0)

) A8 0) (1 (M (2))) < =7 < arg(2), (3:5)
arg(_or0)(Muy (M2 (2))) + T 2 arg(_or 0y (M, (2)) + 7 > arg(2),

where Proposition BI([) is used on the first line and Proposition BII[), (i) and Proposition

B.2([2) are used on the second. From ([B.4) and (B.35)), Proposition B.2(2) holds for 7,, o n,,.

Finally, Proposition BIIfiv) for n,, and Proposition B2(B) for 7,, imply Proposition

B.2(@) for n,, o nu,. Note here that for any o € (0,7/2), if 2 = 0, 2 € C(_rya,—a), then

Nus (2) € C(Z2rta,—a) from Proposition B.2(2), and hence 7,,(z) — 0 non tangentially to
R, . 0

3.2 Transforms and Identities for Stable Laws

The following relations will be often used.

Proposition 3.5 (5, X, n-transforms of b, ,, f, ,, m, ,, 7).

Eba,p('z) = _e—ipﬂ(_z)%’ z < 07 <&7p> € Q[7p S {07 1/27 1}7 (36)
Spo(2) = —e (_1 i Z) " 2e(=1,0), (a,p) €A pe{0,1/2,1},  (3.7)
B = - (15) 7 <0 (o) eNpe{01/21),  (33)
Sfa,p<z) = _eiipﬂ<_z)liTa7 z € (_170)7 (Oé,p) € Q[7p € {07 1/27 1}7 (39)
e (2) = 1= ((772) + 1)V, zeC (ap) €, (3.10)
) 1— ) —1 1/a
Yma,(2) = —e_w”(( z)_z ) , 2 <0,(o,p) €A, pe{0,1/2,1}, (3.11)
Yr(2)=1-2, z <0, (3.12)
1
Sr(z) = T2 z € (—1,0). (3.13)

A direct computation of densities implies the following.
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Lemma 3.6. Let o € (0,2]. Then

(ba,1/2)2 = ba2,1. (3.14)
Using the Y- or S-transform, we are able to show the following.

Proposition 3.7. (1) Let « <1 andt > 0. Then

(bo1)*=b__a . (3.15)

t(lf(:x)ﬁ»a’
In particular, we have (bl/m)&t = by/(144),1,t > 0.

(2) Let a <1 andt > 0. Then
(ba1)” = bar 1, (3.16)

that iS, boz571 O bat71 = bas-kt,l, S,t > 0.

(3) We have the representation

bo, =74 Kf,,  ac(01],pc{0,1/2,1}. (3.17)
(4) The symmetric Boolean stable law b, 1/2 has the representation

b1/ = 705 X Sym( fam) . ae(0,2). (3.18)
Proof. (Il) Note that m < 1. The assertion follows from (B.6) and the identity

1-a)t 1= o
- .

o

t(l—a)+a
@) is a consequence of [2.13)).
@) From (.9), BI3) and [B.7), we get
. 11—« 1
S —a =5 S —a L e
s, () = e (IS e () = = () P g
1-a
e (L2 )T Zg (), ze(-L0)
142 P

@) From (3.14), (B11) and (2.1), we have the representation

1—a/2

—a —a —a 2
(ba71/2)2 = ba/271 = 7T|Z’ /2 Igfa/Q’l = Wx%@ﬂg%@fa/ll = (WIX’QQT X Sym( fa/271>> .

ba,1/2 = Wx%a X Sym(\/fa/2,1> .

This means that

14



4 Scale Mixtures of Boolean Stable Laws

In this, the main section of the paper, we find identities between the classical scale mixtures,
free mixtures and monotone mixtures of Boolean stable laws. We then consider the classical
and free infinite divisibility of scale mixtures of Boolean stable laws.

4.1 Definition and Properties
Definition 4.1. Assume that (a, p) is admissible and p € P,.

(1) The measure ;1 ® b, , is called a scale mixture (or a classical scale mixture) of b, ,.
(2) The measure p X b, , is called a free mixture of b, ,.

(3) The measure p O b, , is called a monotone mixture of b, ,.

(4)

4) Let By, :={r®b,, : v € P} be the set of scale mixtures of b, ,.
For o € (0,1], p € [0,1] and p € Py, the scale mixture p ® b, , is described as follows:

p® b, = u({0})d + (1 — £({0})) (1.0, (2) L 0.00) (@) + Dppap(0) 1 (coc0) () d, (41)

where

N sin(mpa) / o1 J
= —= t 4.2
Puaip(?) s (0,00) L2 =+ 2(t)* cos(mpar) + tQO‘N( ) (42)

Ppap(®) =

sin(m(1 — p)a) / ||t
(

dt). 4.3
d 0,00) |x|2 + 2|xt|* cos(m(1 — p)a) + ,52@“( ) (4.3)

Remark 4.2. Note that the set B, , coincides with the scale mixtures of the Cauchy dis-
tribution c, with Cauchy transform ch(z) = ZJF;.M. Since by ; = 01, the set By ; coincides

A key for proving the results in this section is the following formulas for the different
transforms of scale mixtures of Boolean stable laws.

Proposition 4.3. For any admissible pair («, p) and p € Py, the following formulas hold.
1 —ipT )\« —ipT )\«
Gi/ogh, ,(2) = —;(e PT2) G (—(e7"P"2)), zeCT, (4.4)

Nuttasba,,(2) = Mu(—(€772)%), seC . (4.5)

Proof. Let X, B, , be classical independent random variables following the laws p, b, , re-
spectively. Then

1

1 z 1
- [XGBW (}ﬂ =k L + eiaWXO‘zl—a} (4.6)

1 _ -1
a-lp : iopm o—lp :
|:ZO‘ etapm ){a} |: e—tapm S ){a}

— —eiipﬂ(eiipﬂ—z)ailG‘ua (_(efimrz)a).
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By replacing i by p!/®, we obtain ([@4)). The equality (&) follows from ([E4) and (ZI). O

In particular, for p = 1, we have explicit formulas for the Cauchy transform and related
transforms of pt ® by, ;.

Corollary 4.4. For a € (0,1], un € Py, the following formulas hold.
Gt (2) = (=271 G(~(—2)7), 2 <0, (47)
Mt/asb, , (2) = Mu(—(=2)%), z <0. (4.8)

Now we show an important formula saying that a scale mixture of b, , is also a free
mixture, and moreover is a monotone mixture.

Theorem 4.5. For any p,v € Py, the following relations hold:
:ul/a ® ba,p = IMIEI/CV X bCVvP7 o< (07 1]7 P S {07 1/27 1}7 (49)
Ml/a ® boz,p =M O boz,pa (aa p) S8 (410)
Remark 4.6. The identity (&3) is valid for a > 1, p = 1/2 if p¥Y/ exists in P,.

Proof. We first show ([3). (£H) implies 'r];ll/%ba’p (z) = e """(—n, " (2))"*, so that

e~ (_p=1( )1/ ' . J))Ya
X /awb,, (2) = (=, () — (—e"””)%

z —Z

11—«

= (Zu(2)* (=) (=2) +" = Syma(2)Th,, (2)

for z € (—¢,0) where ¥,(2) is defined. In the last equality, the formula (B.6) was used.

(4.10)) follows from (A3) and [2I3]). O

Corollary 4.7. For any probability measures p,v € Py, the following relations hold:

1/
(1% ® bo1) B (1% @ by,) = (,my&b%J) ®ba,,  ac(0,1];  (4.11)
(1" @ by,) W (V" @ bey) = (pW 1) @ ba,y, (,p) €2 (412)
pO @ ®@b,,) = (uOv)/*®b,,, (a, p) € A (4.13)

X1/a
Proof. (EI1) follows from (£9) and the relation b, ; = <b2%71) :
#12) follows from ().

(#13) follows from the computation

Mot/ 0ba,) (2) = MM/ en, , (2)) = 0 (00 (= (€772)%)).
0

A particular case of Proposition yields a relation between Boolean stable laws with
different parameters.
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Proposition 4.8. The following relation holds for Boolean stable laws:
(bﬁvl)l/a ® bO‘vP = baﬁ,pa (OZ, p) € Qla 6 € (Oa 1]

Proof. This is an easy comparison of n-transforms:

Mo ) /awba, (2) = by (—(€772)%) = =(€772) =1y, (2),
where we used (E5) on the first equality and 7y, (2) = —(—2)” on the second. O

From the previous theorems we can derive closure properties of Boolean mixtures.

Proposition 4.9. (1) For (o, p) € A, the set B, is closed with respect to &.

5) Leta € (0,1] and t > 1. If p € By, then pf** € B ;.

t(1— a)+

6) Let a« < 1. If 7 € B,y and 7({0}) = 0, then 77 € B, 1.

Proof. () follows from (£.I12).
@) The assertion for ® follows by definition. The assertion for O follows from (LI3)).

@) The assertions for W, O, ® are included in (Il) and (@]). The assertion for X follows
from (ZI1J).
@) From Proposition we have bz ® (ba/g,l)l/ﬁ = b,,1. Taking S powers we get
(bs1)? ® bas1 = (bg.1)?, implying that (b, 1)? € Ba/sa-
@) Take p € B, then yu is of the form ¥ X b, ;, so that
,ulgt _ (VIEI/a)IEt X (ba,l)gt _ VIEt/a b o )

t(l—a)+a’ ’

t
where we used (Im) on the last equality. We define A = Vﬁt(l—aHa, to obtain p* =

Pl () (P 1 €B a1 Note that t(17(t;{)+a = tf(ttfl)a > 1, and so \ exists as a

t(l
probability measure
@) This follows from the fact that (b,1)™" = b, since b, is the law of the quotient

of two classical independent, identically distributed positive stable random variables (see

E16)). 0

We study the behavior of the probability density function at x = 0.

Proposition 4.10. Let (o, p) be admissible. If T = p® by, € By, and 7 # 0y, then the
density function p, . () of absolutely continuous part of T satisfies

lim&]nfp“ap(l) € (0, o0l ifp#£0,0<a<lorp#l/a,l<a<?2, (4.14)

x x

limTlonfp“ap(l) (0, 00, ifp#AlL,0<a<lorp#l—-1/a,l<a<?2. (4.15)
x i

In particular, bg, & Ba,, if 0 < a < <min(1/p,1/(1 - p)).
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Proof. We can find an interval [a,b] of (0,00) such that pu([a,b]) > 0. Let p # 0, < 1.
Then for x > 0, we get

pen(®) = (1 — (o)) 22T /( G ()

™

) w2e 4+ 2(xt)* cos(mpar) 4 2
sin(mpar) x* e
> (1— p({0})) 2RLY) dt
e I E T e e
sin(7pa) z* la®

> (1= n({0})) p([a; b])

T 22 + 22| cos(mpar)| + b2
which leads to the conclusion ([{I4]). The other cases can be treated similarly.
If 0 < a < f, then for bg , we have lim, g 6@ _ () Hence bs, & Ba,p. [

rxo—1

Proposition 4.11. Let p € [0,1]. Then B,, C B, if 0 < a < 8 < min(1/p,1/(1 — p)),
where we understand that 1/0 = oo. The inclusion is strict.

Proof. The relation b, , ® (b671)1/a = bys,, in Proposition implies this inclusion. The
strictness of the inclusions follows from Proposition 410 O

4.2 Connections between Classical, Free and Boolean Stable Laws

We want to point out some relations between Boolean, free and classical stable laws. As
noted in the last paragraph of [2], there is an interplay among free, Boolean and classical
stable laws. We have the identity £, X (f,1)™' =n,1 ® (n,1)"* for a € (0, 1] as proved in
Proposition A4.4 of [I5]. Moreover, this coincides with a Boolean stable law:

ba71 = fa71 X (favl)_l = na,l ® (na,l)_l, a <€ (0, ].] (416)
This relation can be generalized as follows.
Proposition 4.12. The following formulas hold true.

ba,p - foz,p X (fa,l)_la (S (07 1]7 pE {07 1/27 1}7 (417)
ba,p =gy, ® (na,l)ila o€ <07 1]7 pE [07 1] (418)

Remark 4.13. These relations do not hold for o > 1 since n,; and £, ; are not defined.

Proof. ([AI1) follows from (B.I7) and the fact
1—a

(fa,l)il - FIET )

which can be proved from (2.6)), (3.9) and B.13)).

(#I]) From Proposition .8 we have, on one hand, that
b,, = ba1 ® c,.
On the other hand, from [49, Theorem 3.3.1], we get
N, , =Ny 1 ® Cp.

Hence we get (£I8]) by multiplying (4I6) by c,. O

18



Here we collect some identities and properties for by, ,, f, 5, D4, including known results
which may bring some insight into relationship between different kinds of stable law.

Theorem 4.14. The following relations hold.

(bs1)"* ® ba, = bag, (o, p) € 2,8 € (0,1], (4.19)
(bﬁ,l)gl/a X ba,p = baﬁ,pa (OZ, P) € ma 6 € (Oa l]a P € {Oa 1/2 1} (420)

bﬁ,l O ba,p = baﬁ,pa (Oé, p) S QLﬁ S (07 1]7 (421)

(nﬁ 1)1/a €3 Ny p = Nag,p, (Oé, p) € 917 ﬁ € (07 1]7 (422)
(F5.)V RE, , = fop,p, (o, p) €A, 3€(0,1],p€{0,1/2,1} (4.23)

Moreover, we have the following properties:

nuuaobagz) < (e772)°), 2T (ap) €2, (4.24)
M,1/0gn,,(2) = M (= (e 2)*), z €1i(—00,0), (a, p) € 2, (4.25)
Comijamg, ,(2) = Cp (—(e772)%), z€(Tap) L a<l,pef{0,1/2,1} (4.26)

for some a,b > 0 depending on p, o, p. In particular, the maps By, Nop, Fo,p: Py — P
defined by

B, (1) = p/* ® by, (o, p) €,
Na,p(ﬂ) = Ml/a ® Ny p, (o, p) €,
Fo,(u) = p®/*R®f,, a€(0,1],p€{0,1/2,1}

are homomorphisms with respect to W, x, B, respectively.

Remark 4.15. We can understand that for @ < 1, the formulas (£I9) and (Z20) are
consequences of the formulas (£.22)) and (£.23]) respectively, together with the identities in
Proposition This argument is not available for @ > 1 since Proposition [£.12] is no
longer true.

Proof. (£I9) was proved in Proposition @8 (£20) and [@21]) follow from (£I9), (£9) and
([@10). ([£22) is known; see [49] Theorem 3.3.1]. ([@23]) is proved by the direct computation

of the S-transform (3.9).
The formula ([4.24) is exactly (f3). For the formula [@23), let X, N, , be independent

random variables following the laws 1, n,, , respectively. By using (ZI2)), we have the formula
M,ul/a@nmp (Z) — E[eZXI/QNa’p] — E[exp (_eiponr(zXl/a)a)]
= Elexp (=X (”72)*)] = M, (—(e""2)), z € i(—00,0).
For the formula (£26]), we compute
11—«

Sﬂl/axfa,p (2) = _eiim(_z) o Su(z)l/aa

and hence '
28w/, ,(2) = €T (—25,(2 )M
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Due to [6, B5], the relation CP(2S,(z)) = 2z holds for v € P, or v € P, in an open
neighborhood U of (—a,0) for some a > 0. Therefore f(z) = 25,(2) is univalent in U and
C® is univalent in f(U) which contains an interval (—b,0) if v € P, and an interval i(0, c)
if v € P,. Hence we have 25, (z) = (CI)7!(2) and then

(Cojogy, )M (2) =77 (€))7, z€(-5.0)

for some s > 0. The formula (A28 follows after some computation and by analytic contin-
uation. U

As a final comment regarding multiplicative properties of stable laws, we want to point
out that the formulas (£20) and (£23) are relatives of the reproducing properties

£ /046,10 B 016, = fyasstt),0 (4.27)
b1/t b1/t = brjarsi, (4.28)

for s,t > 0, (a,p) € A, p € {0,1/2,1}. The formula ([E27) was established in [I5] for
p=1and in [0] for p = 1/2, and the formula (£2])) was established in [2]. We expect these

formulas, as well as (B817), (£9), (£I1), (£20) and (Z23)), to be true for general p, but the

S-transform is not yet available in the general case.

4.3 Classical and Multiplicative Infinite Divisibility

We prove the ID part of Theorem [T and the following paragraph. Before proving it, let us
recall some facts about exponential mixtures. See [43] for further details.

Definition 4.16. A measure is said to be an exponential mixture if y is distributed as the
random variable X I/, where E follows the exponential distribution with density e™*1 «)(2)
and X is any random variable independent of X. If X is positive then p is called a positive
exponential mixture. We denote by EM the set of exponential mixtures.

Some properties of exponential functions are the following.

1. A positive random variable X is an exponential mixture if and only if X has a com-
pletely monotone density.

2. If X is a positive exponential mixture then X is also for a > 1.

3. f X € EM and Y is independent of X, then XY € EM.

The importance of exponential mixtures in this paper comes from the following theorem.
Theorem 4.17. EM C ID(x).

Now we are ready to prove part of Theorem [L]
Theorem 4.18. (1) Ifa € (0,1/2],p € [0,1], then B,, C EM.
(2) Ifa e (0,1],p=1/2, then B, , C ID(x).
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(3) If p#1/2, then By, ¢ ID(x).

Proof. (@) Clearly it is enough to show that b, , itself is an exponential mixture for v < 1/2.
It is proved in [2] that b, is a positive exponential mixture. We now use the identity in
Proposition L8t bﬁ,p®(b1/2,1)1/5 = bg/s ,. Since (b1/271)1/5 is a positive exponential mixture
for 5 <1, we see that b, , is an exponential mixture for av < 1/2.

@) Any mixture of a symmetric Cauchy distribution is ID from Theorem IV.10.5 in
Steutel and van Harn [43]. From Remark @.2]and Proposition @8 we have b, 1/ = ba1®c1/2
and hence p ® by 12 is also a mixture of the symmetric Cauchy distribution ¢y ;.

@) Let p € (0,1), p # 1/2 and consider the law (pdy + (1 — p)dy1) * by ,. Its Fourier
transform can be computed as

f(p50+(1*p)51)*b1,p (Z) — p + (]_ — p)e_(SinPﬂ')‘Z"‘l‘i(COSPﬂ')Z’ o e R’
and in particular

™

f(p50+(17p)51)*b1’p ( ) =p— (]_ —p)e_Wtaan.

cos pT

If we take p := m, then Fy, «(pso+(1-p)s1) (L) = 0, which implies that (pdy + (1 —

cos pm

p)o1) * by, & ID(x) from Proposition IV.2.4 in [43]. O
Problem 4.19. Determine the possible pairs («a, p) completely so that B, , C ZD(x).
Now, we prove infinite divisibility of Boolean stable laws in the multiplicative case.

Proposition 4.20 (Multiplicative infinite divisibility). The positive Boolean stable law by, 1
1s infinitely divisible with respect to the convolutions ®,X, O for any a < 1.

Proof. The stable distribution n, ; is ®-infinitely divisible (see [49, Theorem 3.5.1]), and
hence so is (n,1)~'. Therefore by,; = (n,1)"! ® n, is ®-infinitely divisible too (see
(4.16])). The X-infinite divisibility follows from (B.I5) and the O-infinite divisibility follows
from (B.1G]). O

4.4 Free Infinite Divisibility of 5, ,

We prove the free part of Theorem [[LT] and the following paragraph. We start from short
proofs of the free infinite divisibility of B,,; and By, /2 by using Proposition 3.7

Proposition 4.21. (1) For a < 1/2,p € {0,1/2,1} and p € P, the measure pt/* ® b, ,
is a compound free Poisson with rate 1 and jump distribution =/ X B Xf,,, and

hence p'/* ® b, , is FID.

(2) For a < 2/3 and u € P, the probability measure p*/* ® ba,1/2 is a compound free
Poisson with rate 1 and jump distribution =/ X 8% Sym(, /fa/g,l) , and hence
it is FID.

Proof. These are obvious from (£9), (817), (3I8) and Remark O
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The complete determination of the free infinite divisibility of B, , requires the ideas of
[2] and [I§].

Definition 4.22. A probability measure y is said to be in class UZ if F ! defined in a
domain T, g, has an analytic continuation which is univalent in C*. From the Riemann
mapping theorem, p € UZ if and only if there exists a domain C* C D C C such that F),
extends to an analytic bijection F, ., from D onto C*.

The importance of this class is given by the following lemma (implicitly used in [12]).
Lemma 4.23. [3] If p € UT then p is FID.
The following result was shown in [I8, Proposition 2.1].

Lemma 4.24. A probability measure n on R is in UL if there exists a simple, continuous
curve v = (y(t))ier € C~ UR with the following properties:

(A) Jim [3(6)] = lim_|7(5)] = oo;

(B) F, extends to an analytic function F, in D(y) which is continuous on D(v), where
D(~) denotes the simply connected open set containing Ct with boundary ;

(C) Fu(7) CCUR;
(D) Eu(2) = 2+ o(z) uniformly as z — oo, z € D(7).

The following result completes the free part of Theorem LTI
Theorem 4.25. The following statements hold.
(1) If € (0,1/2] and p € [0,1], then B,, C UL C ITD(8).
(2) Ifae(1/2,2/3] and p € 2 -1/, 1/ — 1], then B, , C TD(H).
(3) Otherwise, B,,, ¢ ZD(H).

Moreover, if (a,p) satisfies the assumptions of [Il) or @), then any probability measure
v € By, has free divisibility indicator infinity.

Proof. Let B, , and X be classically independent random variables following b, , and a

probability measure p € P, , respectively. We may assume that X is discrete and takes only

a finitely many number of positive values, so in particular a < X < b for some 0 < a < b.

The general case follows from approximation since the set UZ (resp. ZD(H)) is closed with

respect to the weak convergence [3] (resp. see e.g. [I0, Theorem 3.8] and [39, Lemma 7.8]).
Using (4.0), we have

1
z + etapm X ayl—a

Gxp,,(2) = E[ } , zeCh. (4.29)
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We define

apm

(1 — pa)m
ap _ma gba,p =

l—-a
by = {re” . r > 0}, g eR,
v = Lo, , U{0} ULy, .
(@ Assume moreover that o € (0,1/2); the case o = 1/2 follows by approximation. It
then holds that 0,, € (—7,0], ¢a, € [7,27) and ¢,, — 04, € (7,27). Note that D(vy) =

C(ga prbo p) :
We will show that the curve ~ satisfies the assumptions in Lemma 24l Condition ([Al)

is clear. For condition (Bl), we first show that

0

)

() GxBp,,, extends analytically to a function G in D(7) which is continuous on D(7)\ {0},
and also G does not have a zero in D(7) \ {0}.

In view of (£29), it suffices to show that for any = > 0 and z € D(v) \ {0}, the point
w(zw, z) == z+x°‘emp”(z)ée_o‘p 4a.,) 18 1Ot zero. Indeed, when 2z € CT*, w(x, z) is not zero since
w(z,z) = Fyp, ,(2) € CT. When 2 = re?, 0 € [0, 0], we compute the difference of the

arguments of the points z, x €w‘m(2)29aap bap)’

0<(1—oz)6’+0zp7r—0§1§ap7r<7r. (4.30)
This shows, for each z = re®, 6 € [0,,,,0], there exists a line L, passing 0 such that for any
x > 0 the points z x“emp“(z)ze:f‘m%’p) lie in the same open half-plane H, with boundary
L., and hence w(z, 2) lies in H, too, so w(x,z) # 0. When z = re?? 0 € [r, ¢,,] we get
similarly

0>(1—-a)f+apr—0> —1&(1—p)ﬂ'> —. (4.31)

From a similar reasoning, w(zx, z) # 0. Since w(x, z) is continuous with respect to z, we get
infyepep |w(x, 2)| > 0. Hence we can define the analytic continuation of Gxp, , by

- 1
G(z)=E ,  2€ D).
z+ elerm Xz )(Gap% )

This extends continuously to D(y)\ {0}. The arguments around [@30) and @31 actually
show that G/(z) # 0 for z € D(v) \ {0}, because 1/w(z, z) lies in the half-plane (H,)~" for
any x > 0 and so G( ) = E[l/w(X,2)] € (H.)"! too. Thus we established (x).

Let F(z) := 1/G(z). Then F is analytic in D() and continuous on D(y)\ {0} from (x).
Moreover, since X takes only finitely many values, it is easy to see that lim._,o .ep(y) G (2) =

0o, and hence F extends to a continuous function on D(~y). This is condition (B).
For condition (), take » > 0 and then

1 1

= — e CtuU (0,00
retfa,p + elopm X a (Tezea p)( b o) lr‘e'lea’p + Xorl-a ( ) )7
1 1
: : = — € C" U (—00,0).
ret®a,p + ezozpﬂXa( eiba, p)(ea ' ) Tel(ba,p — Xapl-a ( )
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We take the expectation and use (£2J) to obtain G(y\ {0}) € C*UR\ {0}. Recall that
F(0) = 0 and so we have condition ().
Finally, since X is bounded, it is easy to show that

eiozpﬂXa AP
A ( )(Ga;p(;ﬁa,p) — 0(1) (432)
1 + ewzpﬂon(z)(ea’p’(ba’p)

uniformly as z — 00, z € D(v). This shows condition (D). From Lemma 24], the law of
XB,,isin UL.

@) Assume moreover that p € (2 —1/a,1/a—1). Note now that 6, . € (—7,0), ¢o,, €
(m,2m). Since now ¢q, — 0o, > 27, the sector C, , 4, ,) coincides with C\ {0} as a
subset of C, we have to modify Lemma We use the Riemannian surface corresponding
to the interval (0, ¢a,) of arguments and divide the domain into three parts: Clba.,0m)5
C(pr 6., and an open neighborhood of £,.. We denote by G1, Gs, G5 analytic maps in these
three domains respectively such that each coincides with G'xp, , in the intersection of each
domain and C*, and we denote by F; their reciprocals. Note that we can define the analytic
continuations Gy, Gy along the same line of the previous case (I); the inequalities (@30,
(@3] are still true thanks to the assumption p € (2 — 1/a, 1/a — 1), and so the functions
w(z, 2) = z+x°‘emp”(z)%9_az7m) and wo(z, 2) := z+:paei°‘m(z)zp_7r‘f‘%’p) do not vanish. Hence
we have the expression for G; as

1

X

él(z) =E

and similarly for ég. The map C~¥3 is just the restriction of Gxp, ,. Note that Fg(ﬁm) = Lpr
and Fj is univalent in an open neighborhood Ds of ¢ or from a direct computation of derivative
of Gi3. So the left compositional inverse (F3|p,)~! exists in an open neighborhood of .

We want to define a univalent inverse of Fj in Cio,pm)- Now we take the curve vy, =
ly, ,U{0} UL, as the curve v in Lemma We can check the conditions in Lemma [£.24]
similarly to (1) except that we understand that D(v;) = C, , ,r) and we replace condition
@) by Fi(71) C (C(opm)¢. Accordingly to these modifications, the conclusion of the lemma
changes to: there is a domain Dy C Cg, , o) such that ﬁ’l is a bijection from D; onto Cg yr).
The proof of this fact is almost the same as [I8, Proposition 2.1]. Hence its inverse map
(Fy|p,)~" exists in C(o,pm)- Similarly, the inverse (Fy|p,) " exists in Cpr,r) for some Ds.
Finally we define an analytic map F'~!in C* by

<ﬁ1|D1>_1<Z)7 S C(0,p7r)7
F_l(z) = (P:3|D3)71(Z)a KAS Epm

(F2|D2)71(Z)’ z € C(pﬂ,w)-
This map is not necessarily univalent, but we can show that ¢(z) := F~(z) — z for z € C*
takes values in C~ U R; see the arguments in [23] Lemma 2.7] or in [2| Proposition 3.6].

Since qz is the analytic continuation of the Voiculescu transform ¢xp, ,, the law of X B, , is
FID from Theorem 211
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@) As proved in [2], b,, ¢ ZD(H) in the following cases: a > 1; a € (1/2,1) and
p € [0,22=1) U (=2,1]. The remaining case is @ = 1 when b, , is a Cauchy distribution,
which itself is FID. However we can show B; , ¢ ZD(H); see Proposition B.8

For the final statement, take v € B, ,, which may be written as v = u'/* ® b, ,. For
any t > 0, from (LX) we have

W= (Y @b, € B,, C ID(B),
and hence ¢(v) = oo from (ZIT]). O

Remark 4.26. In the context of complex analysis, the map Fjep, , may be useful because
it has the invariant half line £,, = {re?™ : r > 0}.

For a nonnegative finite measure ¢ on (0,1/2], the continuous Boolean convolution [2]
is the probability measure b(o) defined by

Mb(o) (2) = — /(0 1/2}(—2')“ o(da).

We can similarly prove the free infinite divisibility for the scale mixture p ® b(o). However
it turns out that b(o) belongs to By as we see in Proposition

5 Examples

5.1 Explicit Densities of Probability Measures in 5
The probability density function (&1]) of it ® by /s is in particular simply written as

—1/2 8]
T[T vy, w0 (5.1)
T o Tty
By introducing the measure 7(dy) = /y 1(dy), the density has the expression

2—1/2

G- (—x), x> 0. (5.2)

7

We will find explicit probability densities of this form.

Proposition 5.1. Let o € (1/2,1] and o € (0,1]. The generalized beta distribution of the
second kind with density function

‘,L,a73/2
Ca,ﬁ . ml(opo) (l’) (53)
belongs to the class Bija1, and hence it is in ZD(H) N EM from Theorems [{.18 and [{.25

Note that cog > 0 is a normalizing constant.
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Proof. From (51) and (52), it suffices to find a measure 7 such that y~'/27(dy) is a finite

xal

measure and that —G,(—z) = R TTF then we may define y = c - y~/27(dy) for a
normalizing constant ¢ > 0.
We define an analytic map

(—)!
(7 + )7
and we show that this is the Cauchy transform of a probability measure. Since zG(z) = o(1)

uniformly as z — oo,z € C*, it suffices to show that G maps C* into C~. For z = re®,
r>0,0 € (0,7), we have

Im(G(Tew)) — _Im (Te G 7r)) 1 _ _,r,oz—llm ez(l a)(m—0)
((rei®-m)oB 4+ 1)1/8 (roBe—ioB(r—0) 1 1)1/8 ) -

Let p(re?) := arg(r®fe=#(™=9 1 1) and R(re?) := |r*Pe=8™=0) 1 1|. Since af € (0, 1],
it is easy to see that r*#e=3(™=0) 1 1 ¢ C~ and p(re??) € (—afB(m — #),0). We have the
expression

G(z) = — ze C\ Ry

Im(G(re?)) = —r* ' R(re?®) P sin (1= a)(r—0) — p(re”)/B) . (5.4)

Since ¢(re?) € (—af(r —0),0), we get 0 < (1 —a)(mr —0) — p(re?)/8 < 7 — 60 < 7, and
hence Im(G(re®)) < 0.

Now we know that there exists 7 € P such that G = G.. Since G takes real values
on (—00,0), it follows from the Stieltjes inversion that 7 € P,. Both ¢ and R extend
continuously to CT UR\ {1} (R extends to Ct UR. ¢ also extends to Ct UR if af < 1).
Therefore (5.4]) gives us

lﬁg Im(G(z + iy)) = —2* ' R(x) VP sin (ar + ¢(z)/8), x>0, # 1. (5.5)
By the Stieltjes inversion, 7 has a density which behaves as Ho(l) sin(ar)x® ! as z | 0, and
hence 7 1/27(dx) is a finite measure for o € (1/2,1]. Thus ® by has the density (53]
thanks to the arguments in the first paragraph of the proof. O

Proposition 5.2. Let —1 < a < 1/2. The probability measure with density

(1+2)7—1
Cq * Wl(opo)(ﬂf)

belongs to By, where ¢, > 0 1s a normalizing constant. If a = 0, this measure is understood
as

log(1 + z)
0 - Tl(o’w)(l‘) dl‘
Proof. First consider —1 < a < 0 and let 7, be the shifted beta distribution of the sec-
ond kind with density B(1+a — (tftl) on (1,00). From Example 3.3(4) in [23], we get

—Gr,(—x) = #, which can be written as

/°° 1 @=1) Ta (I+a2)*—1

dt = . —1,0). :
x+t t sin(ma) ax ’ a€(=10) (56)
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This identity extends to a € (—1,1) since the integral in the LHS exists and the both
hands sides are real analytic functions of a € (—1,1). Let p, be the probability measure on

(1,00) with density B(1+a}1/2_a) : (tt;}f for a € (—1,1/2). From (5.2)) and (5.6), up to the
multiplication of a constant the measure p, ® by, has the density (12;27;1. O

We present the third example without a proof.

Example 5.3. Let p be the beta distribution with density 2%/;1(0,1) (t) dt. Then the measure
i ® by is given by

log (14 1/x)
——1 dz.
21/ 000 (¥) de

5.2 Limit Distributions of Multiplicative Free Laws of Large Num-
bers

Tucci investigated free multiplicative laws of large numbers for measures with compact
support in [44] and then Haagerup and Moller proved the general case as follows [21]: If

1 € P, then the law
(MIEn)l/n

weakly converges to a probability measure on R, , which we denote by ®(u). A striking fact
is that the limit law ®(u) is not a delta measure unless p is a delta measure. In fact the
map P is even injective. The distribution function of this limit measure can be described in
terms of the S-transform as follows:

S(o) =u@). o) ([0 55—p]) == s o,

We compute ®(p) when g is a scale mixture of positive Boolean stable laws.
Theorem 5.4. Let p € Py and o € (0,1/2].

(1) It holds that
(M b,1) = (1B b o 1) & Pa(l), (5.7

where Pa(r) is the Pareto distribution
Pa(r)(dz) = r(1+2)7" " 1000 () dz.

In particular,
P(pX b)) = p@®Pa(l). (5.8)
(2) We have
1 11—«
Ot ®by,) = (W) " @Pa(l) @b e ;. (5.9)

This implies that ®(Ba,1) C B_a_ 1 NEM since Pa(l) € EM. In particular, we have
®(B,/5,) C ID(E) N EM.
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Proof. First we show (B.8)) as follows:

((M&b1/21 ) = (Mgn& b1/21 )1%"
M2 1+n)&b 1>1Tn

(s
( 1+n®b 1)1+_"
sz

where we used (B.15) on the second line. If a measure v € P, has a density p(z), the

measure 7 has the density éx%_lp(x%). It then follows that the density of (b, ;) is given

by
sin(mq) 1

rq 2%+ 2zcos(mq) + 1’

which converges to (1 + z)~2 uniformly on [0, 00) as ¢ — 0. Hence (5.8) has been proved.
Recall from (B.28) that the identity by, Kb e ; = by, holds. By replacing p by

b_e ;X pin (B8), we obtain (B.1).
By replacing p by p*"/* in (51), we have
O @ ba) = P(u"* Kby)
1\ gloa
- ((Mxm)x . &bﬁJ) ® Pa(1)

(75) 5 @b o) ® Pa(l).

O

Example 5.5. Theorem [.4] in particular implies that ®(B,;) C ZD(H) for o < 1/3. The
constant 1/3 is optimal as shown in the following example. Take i to be the Boolean stable
law b, itself for o € (0,1). Then

z NS —z \*
S~<z>=2ﬂ(1—+z)=(1+z) -(7:)
where the new parameter B = 1% € (0,00) is introduced for simplicity. The compositional
inverse function of m is now equal to %, and so we have ®(u)([0,z]) = 11% for
x € [0,00). The density function is given by
d®(p) Bz € (0,00),

& =@

which is a generalized beta distribution of second kind but a different one from Proposition
LIl This measure is in ZD(BH)NEM for 5 € (0,1/2] from Theorem 5.4l From [23, Theorem
5.1], the measure ®(u) is not in ZD(H) for § € (1/2,2/3), and so the number 1/3 is optimal.
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5.3 Continuous Boolean Convolution

The continuous Boolean convolution b(o) of Boolean stable laws is defined by
Nb(o) (2) = —/ }(—z)a o(da), 2eC,
(0.1

for nonnegative finite measure o supported on (0, 1] (see [2]). Symbolically this measure
may be written as

b(o) — /( " b o(da),

071]

The density is given by
1 Joysin(am)zt = o(da)
7 2 2
(az + f(0,1] cos(am)xl— a(da)) + (f(O,l] sin(am)z!—« a(da))

Proposition 5.6. For nonnegative finite measure o on (0,1/2], we have

x> 0.

b(0) = b(Dy0)* ® bi/21 € Bij2a-
Proof. We compare the n-transforms using Corollary [4.4k
77b(D2<7)2®b1/2,1 (’Z) = nb(D20)<_<_z>1/2)

= — /0 1(—2)%@20(@)

— - /0 o olda)

= Thb(o)(2)-
O

Example 5.7. A particularly interesting case comes when o := >}, (Z) k. In this case
we get n

This can be proved by computing the n-transform (see (BI0)).

5.4 Probability Measures in B, , \ ZD(H)

We present a two-parameter family of probability measures, some of which belong to B , \
ID(8). This completes the proof of Theorem H25 For ¢,p € [0,1], let A\;, € By, be the
probability measure

1—1 i
Aip = ((1=1t)d +t61) ®c, = tdy + ) sin pr

1r(z) dx,
m  (z+cospm)? +sin? pr r(7)

which appeared in the proof of Theorem .18l The measures Ao, and A;; are understood to
be tdp + (1 — t)0_1 and tdy + (1 — ¢)d; respectively.
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Proposition 5.8. The measure A, , is FID if and only if: (1)t =0; (2) t € [1/2,1], | cos prr| <
2t — 1. In particular, B, ¢ TD(H).

Proof. Assume that ¢,p € (0,1); the other cases are Bernoulli distributions and are well
known. The Cauchy transform of Xy, is given by Gy, (z) = £+ —=L-, and so for some

z z+eirT)
a, >0
1 ipm 2 9(9 — 1)etm 2ipr\ 1/2 T
¢At,p(2)—§ —z—e —i—(z +2(2t —1)e*"z + e )(07%) , z € Ty p.

Note that the polynomial 22 + 2(2t — 1)e*"z + ¥ has the zeros zo = e'P™*9) where
cos¢ =1—2t and ¢ € (0,7). If t € (0,1/2), then z; or z_ is contained in C* and so ¢y, ,
does not extend to C* analytically, and so A, ¢ ZD(H) from Theorem 211 If t € [1/2,1),
then both z, = €™+ and z_ = €»"%) are in C~ UR if and only if 7 — ¢ < pr < ¢ or
equivalently | cos pr| < 2t — 1.

Now suppose that |cos pr| < 2t — 1. Then ¢y, , extends analytically to C* and contin-
uously to C* UR, so from Theorem 2.1] we only have to show that

Im(éy,,(2)) <0, z€CrUR, (5.10)
First we are going to prove that Im(¢y, ,(z +i0)) < 0 for z € R. Let
re s =2t 4+ 2(2t — 1)z + 27
= 2% 4 2(2t — 1)(cos pm)x + cos 2pm + 2sin pr(cos pm + (2t — 1))i.
The inequality (BI0) on R is equivalent to +/rsin(f/2) < sinpr and from the formula
sin?(6/2) = (1 — cos#)/2, it is also equivalent to r < rcosf + 2sin® pr = 2% + 2(2t —
1)(cos pm)z + 1. The difference (2% + 2(2t — 1)(cos pm)x + 1)* — 72 turns out to be 16t(1 —
t)(sin? pmr)2? > 0, showing the desired conclusion (5I0) for z € R.
Next, consider the bounded domain Dg surrounded by the boundary [—R, R] U {z €
C* : |z| = R}. We can easily show the estimate ¢, () = —(1 — t)e”™ 4 o(1) uniformly
as z — 00, z € C*. Hence, (B.I0) is valid on the boundary of Dy for large R > 0. From

the maximum principle for (sub-) harmonic functions, the inequality (5.10) holds for any
2 € Dg, and hence for z € C* by taking the limit R — oo. O

Moreover we can explicitly calculate the free divisibility indicator of A .

Proposition 5.9. Let t,p € [0,1]. Then

= tan® (27) te (0,1), pel0,1/2],

¢ (M) = { - tan? (%) te(0,1), pell/21],
00, te{0,1}.

Proof. We assume t € (0,1); otherwise \;, is a delta measure or a Cauchy distribution
whose free divisibility indicator is infinity. By computing n-transforms, we get

()\t’p)tﬂu = Da—tyu+rt ()\m”J ) u > 0.

From Proposition (.8 this is FID if and only if |cospr| < (lj;wt — 1. From (211,
@(Ae,p) is the solution u of the equation |cos pr| = ﬁ — 1, giving the assertion of the

proposition. 0
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5.5 Free Jurek Class and B3, ,

The second-named author and Thorbjgrnsen established the free analogue of Yamazato’s
theorem, saying that any freely selfdecomposable distribution is unimodal [27]. We want
to find examples of freely selfdecomposable distributions from measures in B, ,, but such
is not possible at least for positive and symmetric cases. This is because scale mixtures of
Boolean stable laws are compound free Poisson distributions (see Proposition [.2T]), but a
nontrivial freely selfdecomposable distribution does not have a finite Lévy measure. Instead,
we will consider a class called the free Jurek class that is larger than the class of freely
selfdecomposable distributions. We consider scale mixtures of Boolean stable laws which
belong to the free Jurek class.

The classical Jurek class was studied in [31] and it coincides with all the distributions
of stochastic integrals of the form fol t d Xy, where (X;);>0 is a Lévy process starting at 0.

Definition 5.10. An FID distribution pu is said to be freely s-selfdecomposable if the
Lévy measure v, is unimodal with mode 0. The set U(H) of all freely s-selfdecomposable
distributions is called the free Jurek class.

We quote a special case of [26, Theorem 4].

Lemma 5.11. (1) The positive Boolean stable law by, 1 is unimodal with mode 0 if and only
if @ € (0,ap), where ag = 0.7364 ... is the unique solution x € (0,1) of the equation
sinx = .

(2) The symmetric Boolean stable law by 1 /5 is unimodal with mode 0 if and only if o € (0, 1].

The following result follows from Khintchine’s characterization of unimodality (see [32]
or [49, Theorem 2.7.3]): a probability measure p is unimodal with mode 0 if and only if
i =u® p for some p € P, where u is the uniform distribution on [0, 1].

Lemma 5.12. If p € P is unimodal with mode 0, then so is v ® u for any v € P.

Theorem 5.13. Let oy = ap/(1 + o) = 0.4241..., where o is the number defined in
Lemma 211 The following statements hold.

(1) Bo1 CU(B) for a € (0, a4].
(2) Ba71/2 C Z/[(Hﬂ) f07“ RS (0, 1/2]

Proof. Let i € Py, 8= /(1 —a) and assume that p = 1/2 or 1. Note first that u/*®b,_,
is FIDifa <oy <1/2,p=1orifa <1/2 <2/3,p = 1/2 from Theorem @25 The
computation of S-transforms gives us the formula

b, =7X(fi_o1)*/" Kb, (5.11)
Then we have
e ®b,, = Kb,
= MR K (f_01) K bg,

=T IX ((Mﬁﬁ IX fl_Oé’l)IZ’l/B IX bﬁ,p) (512)

= 78 (4575 B 00) Y @by,
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where we used (£9) on the first and last lines. This means that the Lévy measure of
pl/e ® b, , is given by the probability measure

(15T Ry _01)P @by, (5.13)

see Remark 2.2l If o < oy and p =1, then 3 < ap and bg; is unimodal with mode 0 from
Lemma [5.T7] and so is the Lévy measure from Lemma [5.121 The symmetric case p = 1/2 is
similar. O

Remark 5.14. (1) As usual, we cannot use the S-transform for general p, and we cannot
extend Theorem for p#0,1/2,1.

(2) The Lévy measure (5.13) can be written as

Ba/(lfa),p(Fl—a,l(N))
with notations in Theorem [4.14]

6 Existence of Free Bessel Laws

In this section, we prove Theorem which also settles the problem of definition of free
Bessel laws stated in Banica et al. [§].

6.1 Free Powers of Free Poisson

s Ht

Given p € Py, one can ask whether the convolution powers ;i and p® exist for various
values of s, > 0. Specifically, the question is whether S,(2)* and tC}(z) are the S- and
free cumulant transforms of some probability measures. It is known that for s > 1 or ¢t > 1,
the convolution powers ;™ and u™ always exist as probability measures.

Furthermore, one can ask whether the convolution powers (p®*)® or (u®)%s exist, for
different values of s,¢ > 0. Since we have the following “commutation” relation,

(MHHt)IXs — Dts—l (M®s)53t’

for t > 1 and s > 1 then both questions are equivalent.

We answer this question for the case when ¢ = m. Since the free Poisson distribution
7 is X-infinitely divisible and free regular (the latter meaning that «#® € P, for any
t > 0; see [A]), then the double power 7y = (w®*)®! exists as a probability measure when
max(s,t) > 1.

The moments and cumulants of 7y were studied by Hinz and Mlotkowski [2§]. In
particular, they state the following conjecture which is closely related to the question of the
possible parameters of free Bessel laws in Banica et al. [§] as we explain below.

Conjecture 6.1 ([28]). 7 is a probability measure if and only if max(s,t) > 1. Equiva-
lently, the sequence given by mg(s,t) = 1 and

rin(s,) = i % <k: i 1) (nrfli) (6.1)

k=1

is positive definite if and only if max(s,t) > 1.
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We solve the conjecture of Hinz and Miotkowski in the affirmative. We will use the
relation between free Poisson, free stable and Boolean stable laws

oy =7 Kf,,
proved in (B.I7) together with the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2. For1/2<a <1 andt <1, (b,1)® does not exist as a probability measure.

Proof. The Boolean stable law b, ; is not FID for a € (1/2,1) [2], and so ¢(b, 1) < 1 from
Theorem 23|[2). From the arguments in Subsection 3.3 of [4], the free divisibility indicator
®(ba,1) is either 0 or oo, but since it is smaller than 1, it is 0. Then Theorem 23|(I]) implies
the conclusion. O

Now, we are in position to prove the first part of Theorem That is, we prove the
conjecture by Hinz and Mlotkowski.

Proof of Conjecture[G.1. Let 0 < s,t < 1, a = = and K = ¢'~1/*. Suppose that 7y is a
probability measure. Then so is b(s,t) := 7ty K f, ;. Since t < 1, we can take the 1/t free
additive power, yielding
b(s, )™V = (7, Xf,,)"/
— Dt ((WX]S)EEt)EHl/t X (fa,1)8ﬂ/t
Dy(™*) B D, 1/a(£0.1)

- DK(T‘JXS X fa,l)a
where we used (2.4) in the second equality and the stability property of f,; in the third.
Since o = :11, then s = (1 — a)/a and s € (0,1). Thus, we have proved that, for
1/2<a<1,

b(s, )PV = Dy (™" K, 1) = Di(bay).
This means (b, ;)™ exists as a probability measure but this is impossible by LemmaB2 [

6.2 Free Bessel Laws

Let us recall the definition of free Bessel laws, together with some basic facts. The free
Bessel laws were introduced in Banica et al. [§] as a two-parameter family of probability
measures on R, generalizing the free Poisson 7. They studied connections with random
matrices, quantum groups and k-divisible non-crossing partitions.

The original definition of the free Bessel law is the following.

Definition 6.3. The free Bessel law is the probability measure g with (s,t) € (0, 00) X
(0,00) — (0,1) x (1,00), defined as follows:

(1) For s > 1 we set my = w20~D X 7,

(2) For t <1 we set wy = ((1 —)dp + td;) K7™,
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The compatibility between (1) and (2) comes from the following identity valid for s > 1
and 0 <t < 1:
A R B = (1 — )0y + t6;) K™,

Special important cases are t = 1 for which 7y = ™ and s = 1 for which 7, = 7™,
The moments of free Bessel law 7, are calculated as follows [§]:

n

M (5,) = Z%(Z:D <krf1> (6.2)

k=1

In the particular case where ¢ = 1 and s is an integer we obtain the Fuss-Catalan numbers
My, = sn1+1 (S":"), known to appear in several contexts. In particular, they count the number
of s-divisible and (s+1)-equal non-crossing partitions. For details on s-divisible non-crossing
partitions, see Edelman [19], Stanley [42], Arizmendi [I] and Armstrong [7].

Banica et al. [§] considered the question of whether 7y exists as a probability measure
for certain points in the critical rectangle (0, 1) x (1, 00). The precise range of the parameters
(s,t) was an open problem. We can determine it from Conjecture[6.Il Indeed, one recognizes
the moments in (62) as the moments of 7y ;, multiplied by "™, and thus we get the

following (or see the proof of [8, Theorem 3.1]).

Lemma 6.4. Let s,t > 0. We have

Tst = (]- - t)50 + tDt(ﬂ's,l/t)a (63)
or equivalently

ﬁ'st = (]_ — t)50 + t.Dt(Trs,l/t), (64)
where equalities are in the sense of linear functionals on the polynomial ring Clz|, e.g.

ot (™) = my(s,t), n > 0.

From the previous lemma we directly get the following, proving the last part of Theorem

2
Corollary 6.5. my is not a probability measure fort > 1 and s < 1.

Proof. Suppose 7 is a probability measure for some 0 < s,z < 1. Then from (6.4), 7
is a probability measure too. This is a contradiction to Conjecture which we proved to
be true. ]
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