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INVARIANT PROJECTIONS FOR OPERATORS THAT ARE
FREE OVER THE DIAGONAL

SERBAN TEODOR BELINSCHI

ABSTRACT. Motivated by recent work of Au, Cébron, Dahlqvist, Gabriel, and
Male, we study regularity properties of the distribution of a sum of two selfad-
joint random variables in a tracial noncommutative probability space which are
free over a commutative algebra. We give a characterization of the invariant
projections of such a sum in terms of the associated subordination functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Voiculescu’s analytic theory of operator-valued free probability [22] 23] 24] proved
numerous times its essential role in the study of operator-valued distributions and
freeness with amalgamation, and in their applications to random matrix theory
(see, for instance, [17, [10] [15] [5] [11]). Recently, a new application of freeness with
amalgamation to random matrix theory has been found by Au, Cébron, Dahlqvist,
Gabriel, and Male: they show in [I] that independent permutation-invariant ma-
trices are asymptotically free with amalgamation over the diagonal [I, Theorems
1.2, 2.2]. Motivated mainly by this result, we investigate in this short note the free
additive convolution of operator-valued distributions with values in a commutative
von Neumann algebra.

More specifically, we consider a tracial von Neumann algebra (A, 7) containing an
Abelian von Neumann subalgebra £, and the unique trace-preserving conditional
expectation E: A — L. We assume that X = X* Y = Y* € A are free with
amalgamation over £. We assume that X + Y has a nonzero invariant projection:
there exists a € R and p = p* = p? € A\{0,1} such that (X+Y)p = p(X+Y) = ap.
We ask whether this hypothesis imposes the existence of an invariant projection
of X and/or Y. This question was first answered in the case of scalar-valued
distributions (i.e. when £ = C-1) by Bercovici and Voiculescu in [0]: the existence
of p requires the existence of an invariant projection ¢ for X (X¢q = ¢X = a19) and
rfor Y (Yr =rY = aqor) such that 7(p) + 1 = 7(¢) + 7(r) and a = a1 + az (see [6]
Theorem 7.4]). The proof uses the analytic subordination functions of Voiculescu
and Biane [211 [7].

In this note, we provide a characterization in terms of boundary properties of
Voiculescu’s operator-valued subordination functions [23] 24] of elements X, Y for
which the above hypothesis is satisfied (see Theorem below). Our result is
nowhere near as satisfying as [6, Theorem 7.4], but one could not reasonably expect
it to be: the reader is invited to consider the case when L is isomorphic to the von
Neumann algebra L ([0, 1]) and recall that any two real-valued elements in £ are
tautologically free, in order to construct a simple example of elements X,Y € L
which are not constant on any Borel set of positive measure, but whose sum is
constant on any desired Borel set of positive measure.
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In recent years there were numerous results on the lack of invariant projections
[18, 9 13| 2], as well as the occurence of “trivial” (in the above sense) invariant
projections [I8, [14]. As of now, we are not aware of results that indicate the
existence and properties of invariant projections for X,Y.

2. ANALYTIC TOOLS

Consider a tracial von Neumann algebra (A, 7), and assume that £ is an Abelian
von Neumann subalgebra of 4. We shall assume throughout the paper that A acts
on the Hilbert space H := L2(A,7), which is the completion of A with respect
to the inner product (£,n) = 7(n*¢). It is known (see, for instance, [20]) that
there exists a unique trace-preserving conditional expectation F: A — £ which is
the restriction to A of the orthogonal projection from L2(A,7) onto L?(L,7). If
T € A, we write T > 0 if T = T™* and the spectrum o(T') C [0, +00), and we write
T > 0 to signify that 7 > 0 and o(T) C (0,+00). For any T' € A, there exists a
decomposition in real and imaginary parts: T = RT +iST', where RT = T+TT* and
ST = IS5, We define H+(A) = {T € A: ST > 0}, and similar for £ and any
other von Neumann subalgebra of A.

Assume that X = X*)Y =Y* € A are free over £ with respect to E (see [22]).
Define the analytic map

Gx: HY (L) > H (L), Gx(b)=FE[b-X)""].

As shown in [25], Gx is a free noncommutative map in the sense of [12], whose
matricial extension fully encodes the distribution of X with respect to E. It is also
known that Gx extends to a “neighborhood of infinity:” if |[b~|| < || X||7!, then
Gx(b) = Y02 s E[b71(Xb™1)"] converges in norm, so w — Gx(w™!) extends as
an analytic map to the ball of center zero and radius 1/|| X||.

Let £{X) denote the von Neumann algebra generated by £ and X. Denote by
Ex: A — L{X) the unique trace-preserving conditional expectation from A to
L{X). It is shown in [23] that there exists a free noncommutative analytic map

wi: HT(L) — H (L) such that
(1) Ex[(b—=X=Y)"]=(w(d)—X)"", beH(L)or b7 <|[X+Y]| "

A similar statement holds for a map ws, with X and Y interchanged. By applying
E to () and using Voiculescu’s R-transform [22] 25], it is shown in [5] that

(2) GX_H/(b)il = GX(w1 (b))il = Gy(&)g(b))il = w1 (b)+w2(b)—b, be H+(£)

(See [@] for the scalar version of this relation.) Obviously, the above relation extends
to b such that ||b=1| < ||X + Y||~!. It is also shown in [23, 4] that

(3) %wj(b) > %bv wj(b*) = wj(b)*v be H+(‘C>a.] = 15 2.

Given that £ is a commutative von Neumann algebra, hence isomorphic to an
algebra of functions, we shall often write in the following 1/b or % instead of b1
for multiplicative inverses of elements of L.

As mentioned in the introduction, we shall be concerned with invariant pro-
jections for X + Y. In the following, we characterize these objects in terms of
resolvents. Thus, assume T = T* € A. Denote by ZILIHG the limit as z approaches

<
a € R from the complex upper half-plane nontangentially to R.



Lemma 2.1. If there exists a p = p* = p? € A\ {0} and a € R such that
lim(z —a)(z—=T) "' =p
z?a
in the strong operator (so) topology, then Tp = pT = ap. Conversely, if Tp = pT =
ap, then
so- lim (z —a)(z = T)"' = p.

z—ra
<<

Proof. The essential part of the proof can be found for instance in [6]. We sketch
it here for convenience. For any vector & € H of L?-norm equal to one, we write

[z=a)z=1)7]; = (G-a)=T)"&E-aiE-T)7%)
= ((@=a?+¢") (@17 +y) &)

(z—a)® +y?
= ——=d t
/]R (.’I] . t)2 +y2 ,U{,T( )a
where z = x + iy is the decomposition in real and imaginary parts of z and p¢ 7 is
the distribution of the selfadjoint random variable T' with respect to the expectation
(state) - — (-£,&). The dominated convergence theorem guarantees that

tim [ ducr6) = e ((0))

allowing us to conclude. ([l

Remark 2.2. The above lemma together with the weak operator continuity of
E, Ex allows us to conclude that

lim (z —a)E[(z =T)"'] = E[p], lim (2 —a)BEx [(z—=T)"'] = Ex|p],

in the so topology. Similarly, we have

so- lim R(z — a)(z — T) '=p, so-lim S(z—a)(z-T)"'=0.
<<

In particular,
so-limy(a—T) ((a — T)% + 271:0, so- lim 42 ((a — T)? + %) ' = p.
limy(a—T) ((e~T)° +y’) limy*((@=T)°+y°) =p

We need one more (very simple) fact about the functions that behave like w.
Lemma 2.3. Assume that f: HY(C) — HT(L) is a free noncommutative function
in the sense of [12]. For any a € R, the so limit

lim ——~
w0 Sf(a +iy)
exists and is finite.
Proof. The proof is based on the representation of free noncommutative maps of

noncommutative half-planes provided by [16 [26]: there exists a completely positive
map p: C{(X) — L, an element A = A* and B > 0 in £ such that

f)=A+zB+p[(X-2)"", zeHT(C).
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Then Sf(2) = SzB+p [(X — 2)7'S2(X — 2)7!] =S2B+p [(X—S?SW] Here

X is a selfadjoint operator. Thus,
oy - 11y -1
y(Sfla+iy)™ = (B+p[(X —a—iy) (X —a+iy)~'])

Trivially the map y — (X —a —iy) (X —a +iy) ! is decreasing. This concludes
the proof. O

Observe that commutativity of £ plays no role in the proof of the previous
lemma.
In this paper we shall make use also of the estimate

(S£(2)) 72 (f(2) = F(w)) (SF(w) " (f(2) = Fw)* (Sf(2)"?

1 1112
) S (O e eI C I

3

proven in [3, Proposition 3.1] for an arbitrary free noncommutative map f between
two noncommutative upper half-planes of two C*-algebras. Since £ is commutative,
we sometimes write the above as

3. INVARIANT PROJECTIONS

Let us re-state our hypotheses: (A, 7) is a tracial von Neumann algebra (with
normal faithful 7), £ C A is an Abelian von Neumann subalgebraof A, E: A — Lis
the unique trace-preserving conditional expectation from A to £, and X = X* Y =
Y* € A are two bounded selfadjoint random variables which are free with respect
to E over L. Also, L{X) (respectively £(Y)) is the von Neumann algebra generated
by £ and X (respectively £ and V), and Ex: A — L(X) (resp. Ey: A — L{Y))
is the unique trace-preserving conditional expectation from A onto L£(X) (resp.
L{Y)). Finally, A acts (faithfully) on the Hilbert space H := L%(A, 7), which is the
completion of A with respect to the inner product (£,n) = 7(n*¢).

We assume that there exists a € R and p = p* = p* € A\ {0} such that

(X+Y)p=p(X+Y)=ap.

As seen in Lemma 2.1} we have so- lim (z—a)(z— X —Y)"! =p, and, by Remark
<<

lim(z—a)E[(z—X-Y) '] =E[p], lim(z—a)Ex [(z—X-Y)"'] = Exp.

z—a z—a
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(Obviously a similar statement holds if we interchange X and Y.) Using (IJ) and
the above,

Ex[p] = lim(z-a)Ex [(z—X-Y)]

= lm(z-aiz)-X)"

_ (z—a) {. 1 1 o
= lim 7 — X — Rwi(z
zza\ml(z)( o) R <z>>

Y [/ y
= lim _—
™0 Swr (a + iy)
X 1 =7 (X - % 1/
Zy( \swla—i-zy wla—l—zy a—l—zy)

5 gy
(5) Swy (a + zy)]
Applying E to the above yields

. Y
E = lim ——2——
] yli% Swi(a + iy)

( = (X = Rwi(a+1y)) 1/ ) ]
\swla—l—zy a—i—zy

All limits take place in the so topology.
Using again Remark and the fact that
1

Q3 ((w1 (2) — X)fl) = — (%wl(z) + (X = Rw1(2))(Sw1(2)) " HX — Ry (z)))_ ,

we obtain

(6) x iyF

, y . . .
E = 1 E =—1 SE -X-Y
x[p] S yEx {(a—X—Y)Q—i—y?] S yShbx [(a+iy )]

= —limyS y) — X)7!
lim yS(wila +iy) — X)

. Yy
7 = 1 7
@ yli% Swi(a + 1y)

Y . Yy A
x <1+< %wl(a—i—iy)(X_%wl(a—i_ly)) %wl(a—i-iy)) )

Y
Swi(a + iy)
lim ¢.
y\O Swi (a + iy)
Applying E to the above yields

E[p] < lim #
yNO0 Swi(a +iy)

(®) <

Remark 3.1. Ideally (as it will become clear from our proof below), we would
wish that kerlimy\ o = m = {0}. That is obviously implied by ker E[p] = {0}.

Observe that if 0 # g = ¢* = ¢ = ker E[p], then E[gpq] = ¢E[p]q = 0, which implies



7(gpq) = T7(E|qpq]) = 7(0) = 0, so that gpg = 0. Since p is also a projection, we
conclude from the faithfulness of 7 that pg = gp = 0, so that p L ¢, or, equivalently,
p < ¢-. This means that there exists a nontrivial algebraic relation between an
element from £\ C- 1, namely ¢, and an element from C(X 4+ Y) \ C- 1, namely p:
pq=qp=0.

Conversely, let us assume that o1 =ker limy\ o = m #{0}. Then ker Ex[p] >
=4~ —— 50 that there exists an element 0; = 0} = 07 € £\ C- 1 such
Swi (a+iy) 1 1

that o1 and the element Ex[p] € C(X)\ C- 1 satisfy a nontrivial algebraic relation:
OlEx[p] = EX[p]01 =0.

We study next the nontangential limit of the real part of w; (and thus also of
wo) at a. A few steps in this proof will not depend on the commutativity of L.
Fix c € Rye > 2| X + Y| and ¢ € (0,+00). We use inequality (), applied to
f=wi,z=c+ iy, w=a+iy in order to write

1
{%wl (c+iy')

ker limgy~ o

r(m(cﬂy)_“l(aﬂy)){ 1 zy}

\le a +

1
2

., oy
(e i) —enlo i) | 5o
1P
c—a+iy—iy)—

< | i

This implies

Y
Swi(a + y)
2 Swi(e+1y')

y '
We know that w; is analytic around ¢ and takes selfadjoint values, so we may let
y’ — 0 to obtain

@1l = o+ i) | s | 10 —wnla+ ) < e -+ gl @),

(e + i) — wi(a +iy)) [ } (e + i) — wi(a + iy))"

< le—a+iy—iy||

Expanding in real and imaginary parts, we obtain
(w1(c) — Rw1(a + iy)) [m] (w1(e) — Rwi(a + iy))
+ySwi(a+iy) < fe—a+iyl*wi(e)(1).
We conclude that

(@r(6) — R (0 + i) [L]

< — ; /
Sorar iy || = lematwlylaal,

<1

so that, by elementary properties of the norm, and recalling that m <

3

<lle—a+iyll\/lwi (] + ller ],

@ |Rera+iy) [m]

independently of y > 0. The bound from the above relation, while necessary, is

1
not sufficient for our purposes. We need to show that lim,_,q [ : Ruwr (a+

[
Swi (at1iy)



1
2

iy) {m} exists in the so topology and is finite. Clearly, this is implied by

the existence of
1
3

y : y
10 “lim | —2 i) |——2
(10) > y%{%l(aﬂy)] wile + i) [%wl(aﬂy)]
We write:
y/ % y/ %
—_— '/ —_—
[%mmﬂw] wilatiy) [%1(a+iy’)]

M
=

wi(a + iy) [L]

- oW Sorla W)

!

St ) ([ﬁ] el

+ [yil]é(wl(a-l-iy') ~nlatiy) {¢];

Swi (a + iy’) Swi (a + iy)

i ({wi’l iy'f ) {%méﬂ'y)r) wilat ) {m} -

Recalling that

N[
N—————

1

{yi’r(wl(awy’) —wi(a +1y)) {L] 2

<l —af
Swi (a + iy’) Swi(a + iy) =ly-vl

assures us that the middle term on the right hand side of the equality above

converges in norm to zero as y,y’ — 0. As shown in Lemma 23] above, so-
1

lim,, 0 [m} * exists and is strictly between 0 and 1. Thus,

/ 3 3
so - lim Y - — Y - =0.
vy’ =0 \ | Swi(a+ iy’) Swi(a + iy)

1
2

1
Clearly wy (a+1y) {m} = [ySwi(a + iy)]%—i—%wl (a+iy) {m} *. Since
1

Ruwr (a+iy) [m} * has been shown to be bounded in @), and ySwy(a+iy) is
known to be uniformly bounded as y — 0 by a universal constant depending only

on the first two moments of X and Y, it follows that wy(a + iy) [m} s
uniformly bounded as y — 0. Generally, if a, = a} — 0 in the so topology and b, is
uniformly bounded in norm, then b,a, converges to zero in the so topology. Indeed,
for any £ € H, ||b,a.&ll2 < ||olllaéllz < (sup, ||b.]])]|a.&ll2 — 0. This guarantees
that the first term on the right hand side of the equality above converges in the so
topology to zero as y,y’ — 0. Finally, under the above assumptions, a,b, — 0 in
the wo topology: [{a,b,&,m)| = (b, am)] < [b.&lzllanls < (sup, [b.])llanlz — 0.
This guarantees that the last term on the right hand side of the equality above

converges in the wo topology to zero as y,y’ — 0. This shows that the family

1 1

{ [m} o (a+iy) {m} ’ } is Cauchy, hence convergent in the wo
>0

topology. Up to this point, we did not need the fact that £ is an Abelian von
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Neumann algebra. However, since w; takes values in a commutative algebra, it
follows trivially that the third (last) term on the right hand side of the above
relation converges also in the so topology to zero, which proves the existence and
finiteness of the so limit (0.

Let us denote

1 1
R\ y z : y 7 yRwi(a +iy)

=f0) =l | srery| Rt (sor) = i e
and

w?(a) == lim %,

y™\O0 Swi(a + iy)

where the limits are in the so topology. We need one more lemma in order to be
able to state and complete the proof of our main result.

Lemma 3.2. Consider a family {Y,} nen C A of selfadjoint elements uniformly
bounded in norm. Assume that so-lim, .. Y, =Y and that there exists a sequence
{Yn}nen C (0,1) converging to zero and an element r € A\ {0} such that

wo- lim iy, (iy, — Y,) "t =7
n—oo
Then kerY # 0. Moreover, Yr =0=rY.
Proof. We claim that Yr = 0. Indeed,
Yr = Y lim iy,(iy, — Yo) "' = lim iy, Y (iy, — Y,) ™"
n—oo n—oo

= lim Zynyn(lyn - Yn)_l + zyn(y - Yn)(lyn - Yn)_l'
n—oo

Since Y,, = Y, and there is an I > 0 such that ||¥},]| < I for all n, by continuous
functional calculus the first term is bounded in norm by

Ynt nt nd
max .zy = max Y - —0asy, \ 0.
te[—1,I] | 1Yy — te[—1,1) \/y% T2 \/y% T2
If &,mn € H, then
|<zyn(y - Yn)(lyn - Yn)_1§7n>‘ = |<Zyn(zyn - Yn)_1§= (Y - Yn)77>‘
1Yn

—_— Y-Y, 0

o e o MR LI

as yn, \ 0, according to our hypothesis that Y,, — Y in the so topology. We

conclude that (Yr&,n) =0 for all £,n € H, so that Yr =0 in L, as claimed. Since

r # 0, any element £ # 0 which is in the range of » must belong to the kernel of Y.
Showing that rY = 0 is similar. We have:

rY = lim iy, (iy, — Y)Y
n—o0
= lim iy, Y (iyn — Yo) 7t 4 iyn(iyn — Yn) THY = Yy).

n—r oo

The first term tends to zero in norm, while the second term, when applied to (-, 1),
is dominated by [|(Y" — Y, )€|l5 ||iyn (yn + Yn)_lnHQ, which tends to zero. O

Let us state now our main result.
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Theorem 3.3. Let X,Y be selfadjoint, free over the commutative von Neuwmann
algebra L. Assume that there exists a monzero projection p and a € R such that
(X+Y)p=p(X +Y)=ap. Denote by wy,ws Voiculescu’s analytic subordination
functions associated to X andY, Tespectively. Then:

(1) ker (VEF@X VT (@) - wfi(a)) © ker o5 (a) # {0};
(2) ker (\/wif a Y\/wg’ (a) — @y a)) o kerwy (a) # {0};
(3)
{ker \/wl X\/wl — ol ))] +FE [ker \/ Y\/w2 — @y (a))

> E]p|+E,

(SGx+y(a+iy))?
where Z = lim = —
N0 (RGxpy(a+1iy))* + (SGx iy (a +iy))
tween 42[1)[]2]_1 and 1. We have = = 1 and equality in the above whenever

Elp] > 0.

is an operator be-

Proof. Let us return to equality (B): we have

Y
E = so-1 4/7
x[pl % 1{1%[ 1(a+1iy)
| ———(X — R 1/
xzy( \swla—i—zy wila+iy) a—l—zy)

X

__G?Eﬂ

As shown above,

1/ (X —Rwi(a+iy)y | ==—F———
Swi a—l—zy Swq a—i—zy

so-convergence to a bounded selfadjoint element. We have also seen that the family

\ /m(X Ruwn (a+iy)) m is uniformly bounded in norm as y € (0, 1).
Since in the above relation (), 0 < Ex[p] # 0 and

"‘LQ

(a)2 Xwy (a)? — wi(a),

Swi (

1/%,?; > O, is bounded

from below by the positive nonzero element E[p|, it follows that the middle factor
in the right hand side cannot converge to zero. Also, if kerw( (a) # 0, then

ker (\/wl VX Vw7 (a) — o ( )) > ker @y (a). Indeed, we may write

Y
Vot iy~ Realar i) oo

Y
\/%wl (a +1iy) \/%wl(a +iy)

1
1

Swy UH‘W ]

|soermw
<w1a+zy %wl(aﬂy){ (3+Zy)}

\)—l
Bl

) {%wl(jJriy)] i '
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1
2

We recall from (@) that

} is uniformly bounded as y —

’%u}l (G/ + Zy) {m}
0. Elementary operator theory informs us that the norm of an operator on a
Hilbert space dominates its spectral radius, with equality for normal elements. Since
1 1 1
) 2 1 ) 1
o (ﬂ?wl (a + 1y) {ﬁwl(‘z“y)} > U{0}=¢ ( [7%%(?1“;;)} Ruw1(a + iy) {7%%(?1“;;)} ) U
{0}, it follows that the spectral radius, and hence the norm, of the right-hand
side, selfadjoint, operator is uniformly bounded as y — 0. Since the kernel of a

positive operator equals the kernel of any of its positive powers, we conclude that
if @ (a)é =0, then (/P (a)X @y (a) — wi(a))é = 0. Since

iny_%%%%E%guzﬂmma+wﬂ¢%£%2%5>1

in a von Neumann algebra, there exists a sequence y,, converging to zero so that the
above converges in the weak operator (wo) topology. Choose such a limit point and
call it . (Note that, in this particular case, the adjoint of the above also converges,
and necessarily to 7*.) We have established above that ker(y/@? (a) X \/w? (a) —
@i (a)) > kerwi(a). If this inequality were an equality, then the inequality
ran(r) < ker(y/@?(a)X /@) (a) — @wl(a)) provided by Lemma B2 would im-
ply ran(r) < ker w?ﬁ). In particular, we would obtain that the right-hand side of
) converges to zerdl, contradicting the fact that p, and hence Ex [p], is non-zero.
Thus, necessarily

<1, y>0,

fer (V=P (@X /2P (0) - #F(@)) 2 ker P (@)

This way, we conclude that

ker (\/wlg(a)X\/wlg(a) - w?(a)) O ker w? (a) # {0}.

The statement for wy and Y follows the same way.
Let us establish next the relation between the kernels from items (1) and (2).
Let us take the imaginary part in ([2) (we use commutativity of £ in an essential

way):

—SGx iy (a+1iy)
(%GX-H/ (a + Zy))z + (%GX-FY (a + Zy))2 '

Swi(a +iy) + Swa(a + iy) =y +

(Recall that SGx 1y (a+ iy) < 0.) We multiply with —SGx 1y (a + iy) to obtain

—SQwi(a+iy)SCx yy(a + iy) — Swa(a +iy)SGx 1y (a + iy)
(¥SGx4y(a+iy))?
(YRGx 1y (a+1iy))? + (YSGx 1y (a +iy))?

= —ySGxyy(a+iy) +

LIf the bounded sequence 7, converges wo to r and the positive sequence x, converges so to
x, then (xnrn&,n) = (rné, znn) = (Tné, (Tn — 2)N) + (rn§, zn). By Cauchy-Schwartz, (rn§, (zn —
z)n) — 0, and by hypothesis (rn&, zn) — (r&, zn) = (xré, n).
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It is easy to verify that the right hand side converges when y \, 0, at least along a
subsequence. Let us analyze each of the two terms on the left hand side separately:

~Suwr(a + )G v (a + iy) = ~Swn(a + iy)3Cx (wra+ i)
= Swi(a+iy) x
B [(Swi(a +iy) + (Rwi(a +iy) — X)(Swi(a+iy)) ™ (Rwi(a + iy) — X)) ']

E

1 N2
(1 + ((Swi(a+iy)~H Rwr(a +iy) — X)(Swi(a+iy) )

2
v <y +<\/lea+zy Renlat) =Xy /g5 a+zy>>

We recognize under the expectation the square of the selfadjoint shown to so-
converge to /@ (@) X /w} (a) (@), and which has been shown to be uniformly
norm-bounded in y. Since the square of a bounded family of selfadjoints converges
whenever the family convergesE we obtain that

so- lim (‘/ (Rw1 (a + 1y) — 4/ >
N0 Swi (a + iy) (a —i— iy)

The family

2y = (R , Yy >0,
y(y+(\/cw1a+zy iletiy) X /55 a+zy>> ’

is uniformly bounded from above by 1 and positive in the von Neumann algebra
L(X). Pick, as before, a subsequence y,, ~\, 0 such that 2, converges wo to an ele-
ment s; > 0in £(X). Asin the proof of LemmaBEL we have (v/@? (a)X /@) (a) —
@l (a))?s1 = s1(v/@7 ()X /@7 (a) — @w(a))? = 0. It is quite clear that s; # 0.
Indeed, that follows frorn (IZI) the same way as above. In particular we have
ker(\/@7 (a) X \/@? (a) —wf(a))? > s1, and so ker(y/@} () X /@y (a) — ] (a)) >
s1. Since

B im (ySGx 1y (a+iy))?
Elsil+ Blsa] = Elpl+ ;\0 (YRGx 1y (a+1y))* + (ySGx 1y (a +1iy))*’

the inequality in item (3) of our theorem follows from the monotonicity of E. The
limit in the right hand side is easily seen to be between 42@%1 and 1. Finally,
if E[p] > 0, then Rwi(a + iy) converges as y — 0 to a selfadjoint wq(a) (see [3}
Theorem 2.2]), and, according to [3, Relation (4.2)], (Rwi(a + iy) — wi(a))/y = 0
asy — 0. Then () yields w;(a)+w2(a) = a and thus (w1 (a+iy) —wi(a))Gx (wi(a+
1Y) + (w2(a+1iy) — wa(a))Gy (w2 (a+iy)) = iyGx iy (a +iy) + 1. We write (wy(a+
iy) — w1(a))Gx (w1 (a + 1)) = iyGrx v (a + i) (R (a + iy) — wr () [y + iSwr (o +
iy)Gx (w1 (a+iy)). The first term tends to zero. We claim that the second converges

AfY, =Y, = Ysoasy — 0, then Y2 —Y?2 = (Y =Y, )Y +Y, (Y —Y,), and || Yy (Yy —Y)¢|3 =
((Yy — )YZ(Yy Y)E, €) < 1Yyl 11(Yy — Y)€||2 — 0. The other term converges trivially to zero.
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to ker(w)(a)~2(X — Rwi (a))w)(a)~2) (just here, we agree to denote w}(a)(1) by
wi(a)). Indeed,

iSw1(a +1y)Gx (wi(a +iy)) — iyE [(zy — wi(@) 3 (X — Rwi(a))w) (a)f%) 1}

= iSwi(a+iy)Gx (wila +iy)) — iy (@) iy (@) = (X = Rwr(a)) ]

[W _ w’l(a)} iyGxry(a+ iy)

e (@)iyB |(wi(a+iy) = X) 7 (iywi(a) = X + R (@)
—Ren(a+ iy) — iSwi(a +iy) + X) (i (@) = (X = R (@) "]

As shown in [3, Theorem 2.2], Ser(0H) ipcreases to wi(a) as y N\, 0 (convergence
in so topology) and iyGx+y (a + iy) — El[p], so the first term goes to zero. Next,
iy (wi(a +iy) — X) 7" [w — Wi (a)} iy (iyw) (a) — (X —Rwi(a)))”" has the
first and third factors bounded, while the middle one converges to zero in the so

topology. Finally, precisely the same statement holds for the last product, namely
iy (wi(a + iy) — X))~ Bl =R (ativ) ;o) (0 (a) — (X — Rwi(a))) "', Thus, the

1y
above tends to zero in the so topology, guaranteeing that

ker(w (a) "2 (X — Rwi (a) o (a)72) +ker(wh(a) "2 (Y — Rwa(a))wh(a)~2) =1+ Elp].
O

Note that, under the very favourable hypothesis on E[p], discussed in Remark
B3I the result above, and its proof, closely parallels the corresponding result and
proof from [6]. This seems to justify the statement that the Julia-Carathéodory
derivative is an important tool in the understanding of invariant projections for
sums of random variables which are free over a von Neumann algebra.
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