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Max-convolution semigroups and extreme values in limit

theorems for the free multiplicative convolution

Yuki Ueda

Abstract

We investigate relations between additive convolution semigroup and max-convolution
semigroup through the law of large numbers for the free multiplicative convolution.
Based on the relation, we give a formula related with Belinschi-Nica semigroup and max-
Belinschi-Nica semigroup. Finally, we give several limit theorems for classical, free and
Boolean extreme values.

1 Introduction

Denote by P and P, the set of all probability measures on R and [0, 00), respectively.
In classical probability theory, many mathematicians studied the limit law of addition
and multiplication of large numbers of independent random variables. In free probability
theory, we obtain the limit law of addition of large numbers of freely independent real
random variables (selfadjoint operators): for any p € P with the first moment «, we
have D, /n(,uaan) 2 64 as n — oo (see [20, Corollary 5.2]), where B is called free additive
convolution and

n times

Bn —_—N—

is the free additive convolution powers of p (see [31L 211 [I1]) and D, is the dilation i.e.
D(1)(B) = pu(c™1B) for all ¢ > 0 and Borel sets B in R. Similarly, Tucci studied
the limit law of multiplication of large numbers of freely independent bounded positive
random variables (see [28]). After that, Haagerup and Moller extended Tucci’s limit
theorem to (unbounded) positive random variables: for any p € P4, there exists a unique
v € Py such that (u®)V/"» 2 v as n — oo (see [I8]), where X is called free multiplicative
convolution and

n times

Xn —_—N—

is the free multiplicative convolution powers of u (see [32,[I1]) and p/™ is the distribution
of X1/™if X ~ p. Denoted by ®(u) the weak limit law of (1*")/" as n — oc.

In [5], Ben Arous and Voiculescu introduced the free maz-convolution M. This con-
volution is the distribution of maximum of free independent real random variables with
respect to the spectral order (which was introduced in [23]). One of the most important
distributions in free max-probability is the free extreme value distribution. This distri-
bution has many similarity to the classical extreme value distribution which is the limit
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law of the maximum of large numbers of identically distributed random variables (see e.g.
[24]). In [6], we constructed random matrix models which realizes free extreme value dis-
tribution. In [I6], we obtained relations between free extreme values, order statistics (e.g.
Peak-Over-Threshold method and generalized extreme values) and random matrices.

In [30], Vargas and Voiculescu introduced the Boolean maz-convolution . This con-
volution is the distribution of maximum of Boolean independent random variables with
respect to spectral order. The maximum works for Boolean independent nonnegative ran-
dom variables. In the same way as free max-case, we obtain extreme value distribution
with respect to Boolean max-convolution and it corresponds to the Dagum distribution.

In Section 3.1, we give a formula between free additive convolution B and free max-
convolution M through using the above operator ® : P, — P,.

Theorem 1.1. Consider u € P4. Then we have

®(Dy (1)) = ()™,  t21.

In Section 3.2, we claim that the operator ® connects Boolean additive convolution ¥
(see [27]) to Boolean max-convolution M as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Consider u € P4. Then we have
(D (p™)) = (), t>0.

Next, we define two operators B; and By as follows:

By(p) := (B9 >0, pe P
BY(p) == (PO >0, pe Py

It is known that By o By = By, and B o B = By, for all t,s > 0, so that the
families { Bt }+>0 and { B} }+>( are semigroups with respect to the composition of operators.
The semigroups {B;}i>0 and {B) }i>o are called Belinschi-Nica semigroup (see [9]) and
maz-Belinschi-Nica semigroup (see [29]), respectively. Considering these semigroups is
important to understand relations between free and Boolean type limit theorems or free-
max and Boolean-max type limit theorems. In Section 3.3, by using the operator ®, we
claim that Belinschi-Nica semigroup {B; };>¢ and max-Belinschi-Nica semigroup { B}’ };>0
are closely intertwined with each other.

Theorem 1.3. Consider u € P4. Then we have
®oBy(u) =B o®(p), t>0.

In Section 3.4, we construct an operator which connects classical additive convolution
to classical max-convolution V. A probability measure u is said to be (classical) infinitely
divisible if for each n € N there is p,, € P such that p = p*. Let ID; be the set of
all (classical) infinitely divisible distributions on [0,00) (for details of infinitely divisible
distributions, see e.g. [26]). An operator ¥ : ID; — P is defined by

U :=XYodoXx !,
where the operator X is defined by

X:=A1toBy,



and A is the Bercovici-Pata bijection (see [10]). Note that the operator X is a bijection
from P4 to ID4 and it is called the Boolean-classical Bercovici-Pata bijection (see [10],9]).
Moreover, for any p € Py, the measure X'V (u) is characterized by

1
(0. = exp |1 -~
u((0,-])
The operator XV is called the Boolean-classical maz-Bercovici-Pata bijection which was
firstly introduced by [30]. Then we obtain the following formula.

Theorem 1.4. Consider p € IDy. Then we have
U(Dyy(u™) =), t>0.

In Section 4, we compute some probability measures in the classes ®(P) and ¥(Py).
As one of the most important computations, we mention that the operator ® connects
the free/Boolean stable laws to the free/Boolean extreme values, respectively. As one
more, we claim that the operator ¥ maps the classical stable laws to the classical extreme
values.

In Section 5, we give a few of limit theorems for the free and Boolean extreme values by
using limit theorems for free multiplicative convolution. Through discussions at Section
5, we mention that Marchenko-Pastur law is closely related with the free and Boolean
extreme values.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Atoms of free and Boolean additive convolutions

Consider freely independent noncommutative real random variables X ~ p and Y ~ v.
Then we define pH v as the distribution of X + Y and the operation H is called the free
additive convolution which was introduced by [31] (see also [21 [I1]). We can define the
partial semigroup {/ﬁt}tzl with u®! = 1 with respect to free convolution, for all u € P.
In [8], we get a location of an atom of p™.

Lemma 2.1. [§] Consider y € P, t > 1 and a € R. Then p™ has an atom « if and only
if u({a/t}) > 1 —t"L. In the case, we have

el =tu ({F}) = ¢ -1).

For i € P, we define the following functions:

Gu(z) = /R ~ i xd,u(:v), Fu(z):= %

The function G, is called the Cauchy transform of p and it is analytic on the upper
complex plane C* taking values in the below complex plane C~. We know a useful
criterion for locating an atom « of p.

Lemma 2.2. Consider 4 € P and o € R. Then p has an atom « if and only if F,(a) =0
and the Juria-Carathéodory derivative F}, () is finite where F () is the limit of

Fu(z) = Fula)

as z — a nontangentially and z € C*. In this case, we have u({a}) = F},(a)™".
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Consider Boolean independent real random variables X ~ p and Y ~ v. Then we
define ¢ W v as the distribution of X + Y and the operation W is called the Boolean
additive convolution which was introduced by [27]. The Boolean additive convolution is
characterized by the self-energy function which is defined by

E,(2) ==z — Fyu(2), z€Ct

for all € P, that is, B, = E, + E, for all u,v € P. In [27], for all 4 € P and ¢t > 0,
there exists a unique y; € P such that E,, = tE,. A family {¢* };>¢ is a semigroup with
respect to the Boolean additive convolution such that pg = 6. Write p®* := p; for all
w € P and t > 0. Therefore

Fuot(z) = (1 —t)z+tF,(z), 2€C". (2.1)

According to the above discussion, we obtain the following implication.

Corollary 2.3. Consider y € P not being 6. Then u({0}) = 0 if and only if p®*({0}) = 0
for some (any) ¢ > 0.

Proof. Consider firstly x({0}) = 0. Assume that % ({0}) # 0 for any (some) ¢ > 0. Then
Fe:(0) = 0 and FLM(O) < 00 by Lemma [Z21 By the equation (2.II), we have F,(0) =0
and

1—¢t 1

By Lemma 2.2] again, we have u({0}) # 0. This is a contradiction for u({0}) = 0. The
converse implication is proved by the same way. O

Consequencely, we have that p has an atom 0 if and only if u®* also has an atom 0.
In this case, we have

#({0})
(t = Du({0})’

p?({0}) = — t > 0. (2.2)

2.2 Limit theorem for free multiplicative convolution

For probability measures p € Py and v € P, we write 4 X v € P as the distribution
of VXYVX, where X > 0 and Y are freely independent random variables distributed
as pu and v, respectively. The operation X is called free multiplicative convolution. This
was firstly introduced in [32] as the distribution of multiplication of bounded random
variables. Finally, it was extended to unbounded random variables (see [I1]).

Consider p € P4 with p # dp. We define

© tx
v = du(t).
da) o= [ Edute)
Then its inverse function (namely ¥, ') exists in a neighborhood of (1({0}) —1,0). We
define the S-transform of p by setting

Sz = 0w ), 2 e (ul{o)) — 1,0).
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In [T}, Corollary 6.6], for probability measures i, v # g on [0,00), we have Syx, = 5,5,
on the common interval defined three S-transforms. In [7], we know an atom of p X v at
0 as follows:

(0B v)({0}) = max{u({0}), »({0})}. (2:3)

Therefore we get p**({0}) = p©({0}) for all n € N by induction. Moreover, we give
formulas of the S-transform with respect to free and Boolean additive convolutions.

Lemma 2.4. [9] For u € Py with pu # o, we have

S (z) = %Sﬂ <f) . t> 1

1 z
S =-S5, |—— t> 0.
perl2) =4 “(t—z+tz>’ ”

We give a functional property of the S-transform.

Lemma 2.5. (see [I7, Theorem 4.4] and [I8]) Consider p € P4 not being a Dirac measure.
Then S, is strictly decreasing on (x({0}) —1,0). Moreover, we have S,,((x({0}) —1,0)) =
(b, a;t), where 0 < a,, < b, < oo are defined by

poo G
a, = </OOO x_ldu(x))_l , by == /000 xdu(z). (2.4)

Note that if x({0}) > 0, then we understand a,;' = .

Tucci ([28]), Haagerup and Moller ([I8]) give the following limit theorem for free
multiplicative convolution.

Proposition 2.6. [28,[I8] Consider 1 € P,.. A sequence of probability measures (p>m)1/,
weakly converges to some probability measure (namely, (1)) on [0,00). If p is a Dirac
measure on [0,00), then ®(u) = p. If g is not a Dirac measure on [0,00), then ®(u) is
uniquely determined and it satisfies

PG((0)) = u(t0), 2 (o ﬁ]) s

for any = € (11({0}),1). The support of ® () is the closure of (a,,b,).
We prove that the operator ® commutes with the dilation.
Lemma 2.7. For all ¢ > 0, we have Do ® = ®o D, on Py.
Proof. For all p € Py and for all n € N, we have
De(()™) = (Den (" NY™ = (Do) )M,
As n — oo, we obtain D, o ®(u) = ® o D.(u). O
We give a relation between ® and S-transform as follows.

Lemma 2.8. For all 1 € P, not being a Dirac measure and for all € (a,,b,), we have

20,0 =5, (3) +1,

x

and therefore (a,,b,) = {x : ®(u)([0,z]) € (u({0}),1)}.
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Proof. For all z € (ay,b,) we have S, '(1/x) € (u({0}) —1,0) by Lemma 2ZF Since

1
Su(Sp (La) +1-1)°

xr =

we have

20041 = 90 ([0 g | ) =57 (5) 2

for all = € (ay,b,). O

Remark 2.9. By Proposition and Lemma 28 the support of ®(u) is the closure of
{z : @(u)([0,]) € (u({0}),1)}.

2.3 Max-convolutions
2.3.1 Classical max-convolution

Let (©2, F,P) be a classical probability space. For an (F-measurable) real random variable
X, we define a distribution function F'x of X, that is, Fix(-) := P(X < -). For independent
real random variables X and Y, we have

Fxyy(z)=P(X VY <z2)=PX <z,Y <x)
=P(X <2)P(Y <2) = Fx(z)Fy(z), z€R,

where X VY := max{X,Y}. According to the above calculation, we define the classical
max-convolution uV v of u,v € P as

pV v((=00,]) == p((=o00, JJr((=o0, ]).

For n € N and p € P, we define V" := 1V ---V u. More generally, for ¢t > 0, we
define

(=00, ) = p((=o00, ])".

A non-trivial distribution function F' is said to be maz-stable if for any n € N, there
exist a, > 0 and b € R such that

FY"(ay, - +by) N F(.), n — 0o,

where — means the convergence at every point of continuity of F. The max-stable
distributions are characterized as follows.

Proposition 2.10. [I3][I4] [I5] F is max-stable if and only if there exist a > 0 and b € R
such that F'(ax + b) is one of the following distributions:

Ci(x) : = exp(—exp(—x)) (Gumbel distribution);
Crio(z) : =exp(—z~ ) for > 0 and a > 0 (Fréchet distribution);
Crita(z) : = exp(—(—x)®) for x <0 and o > 0 (Weibull distribution).
The above distributions are called extreme value distributions. In mathematical statis-

tics, extreme value distributions are often used to analyze statistical data of rare phe-
nomenon.



2.3.2 Free max-convolution

In free probability theory, the max-convolution was also introduced in [5]. Let (M, 7) be
a tracial W*-probability space, that is, M is a von Neumann algebra and 7 is a normal
faithful tracial state on M. We may assume that M acts on a Hilbert space H. Denoted
by Proj(M) the set of all projections in M and denoted by My, the set of all selfadjoint
operators in M. For P,@ € Proj(M), we define PV @ as the selfadjoint operator onto
(PVQ)H :=cl(PH+ QH). Then PV Q € Proj(M) and it is the maximum of P and @
with respect to the usual operator order. However, it is not necessary that there is the
maximum of selfadjoint operators in M = B(H) with respect to the operator order (see
[19]). Instead of the operator order, Olson [23] (see also [I], [5]) introduced the spectral
order to define the maximum of (bounded) selfadjoint operators on H. In [5], Ben Arous
and Voiculescu extended the spectral order to general von Neumann algebras as follows.
For X,Y € Mg,, we define X <Y by

Ex((z,00)) < Ey((z,00)),  z€R,

where Ex is the spectral projection of X and < is the usual operator order. The order <
is called the spectral order. For any X,Y € My,, we define X VY by

Exvyy((xz,0)) := Ex((z,00)) V Ey((x,00)), x € R.

Then X VY is well-defined and X VY € M,,. Moreover X VY is the maximum of X
and Y with respect to the spectral order. Finally, Ben Arous and Voiculescu extended
the spectral order to the set of all (unbounded) selfadjoint operators affiliated with M.
A (unbounded) selfadjoint operator X on H is said to be affiliated with M if f(X) € M
for all bounded Borel functions f on R, where f(X) is a measurable functional calculus
of X with respect to f. Note that X is a bounded selfadjoint operator affiliated with M
if and only if X € M. For any Borel sets B in R, if f = 1p, then f(X) = Ex(B). For a
selfadjoint operator X affiliated with M, we define a (spectral) distribution function by

Fx(z) = 71(Ex((-00,2])), z€R.
If X ~ p, then we have Fx(z) = u((—o0,z]) for all z € R.

Proposition 2.11. [5] Let X, Y be freely independent real random variables (selfadjoint
operators) affiliated with M. Then we have Fxyy = max{0, Fx + Fy — 1}.

For any distribution functions F, G on R, we define
FNMG := max{0,F + G — 1}

The operation M is called the free max-convolution. We write ubMy as the distribution of
the maximum of freely independent real random variables X ~ p and Y ~ v, that is,

phdi (=00, -]) = (=00, )M ((—o0, ])

n times
—_——
For n € N and p € P, we define ™" := uf- - - Mu. More generally, for t > 1, we define
(=00, ]) = max{tu((—o0, ]) = (t - 1),0}. (2.5)

For pu € P, we get an atom of ™ at 0 as follows.
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Lemma 2.12. Consider ¢ > 1 and g € P,. Then p™ has an atom 0 if and only if
wu({0}) > 1 —¢~1. In the case, we have

p({0}) = tu({0}) — (¢~ 1).
Proof. By definition (2.1]), we have
p({0}) = max{tu({0}) — (¢ — 1), 0}.
Therefore 1™ has an atom 0 if and only if t.({0}) — (t—1) > 0, i.e., u({0}) > 1—¢t~L. O

A non-trivial distribution function F' is said to be freely mazx-stable if for any n € N,
there exists a,, > 0 and b,, € R such that

F¥(a, - 4by) 2 F(-), n — 0o,
The freely max-stable distributions are characterized as follows.

Proposition 2.13. [5, Theorem 6.8] F' is freely max-stable if and only if there exist a > 0
and b € R such that F(az + b) is one of the following distributions:

Fi(z) : = max{0,1 — e} (Exzponential distribution);
Fiio(x) : =max{0,1 — 2~ %} for a > 0 (Pareto distribution);
Fia(z):=1—|z/for —1<z<0and a >0 (Beta law).
The above distributions are called free extreme value distributions.

Define a function AY on [0,1] by setting AY(0) := 0 and AY(z) := max{0,1 + logz}
for z € (0,1]. If F is a distribution function on R, so is AV(F'). Note that AV maps the
classical extreme values to the corresponding type free extreme values.

For a probability measure p on R, we define the probability measure AY (u) such that

AV () (=00, ]) = AY (u((=00,])).
It is known that the operator AV is a homomorphism from (P, V) to (P, M), that is,
A (p V) =N (WA (v),

for all probability measures p and v on R.

The function AV is surjective on [0, 1], but it is not injective on [0,1]. This proof is
very simple. Firstly, we show that it is surjective. Let IIV be a function on [0, 1] defined
by

Y (x) := exp(—(1 — )).
For all y € [0,1], we have
AY(ITY (y)) = max{0, 1 + log(exp(—(1 = y)))} = v. (2.6)

Next, we show that it is not injective. For example, if z # y < e~ !, then AV(z) = 0 =
AY(y). Therefore it is not injective.
For 1o € P, we define

I (1) (=00, 1)) := 1" (u([0, ])) = exp(—(1 — p((—00, )))-

The measure IIY () is called the maz-compound Poisson law with p.
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2.3.3 Boolean max-convolution

Let H be a Hilbert space and £ € H a unit vector. Define the vector state ¢ by setting

pe(T) := (T€,€),

for all selfadjoint operator T' on H, where (-, -) is the inner product on H. In this section,
we give a (spectral) distribution function Fr of selfadjoint operator 7" on H by

Fr(z) = “Pﬁ(ET((_OO?x]))v zeR.

Proposition 2.14. [30, Lemma 3.3] Let X >0, Y > 0 be Boolean independent random
variables on (H,&). Then we have
FxFy

F = =: F'xy\UFy.
XY T By + Fy — FxFy Y

We understand FxVWFy (z) = 0 when = > 0 satisfies Fx(xz) = 0 or Fy(z) = 0. We
write uMv as the distribution of the maximum of Boolean independent positive random
variables X ~ p € Py and Y ~ v € P, that is,

v ([0, ) = p([0, J)wr ([0, ]).

The operation M is called the Boolean mazx-convolution. For n € N and 1 € P4, we define

n times
V" ="M - - - M. More generally, for ¢ > 0, we define
p([0,]) - (2.7)

St (= Do,
By definition (Z7]), we get the following lemma.

Lemma 2.15. Consider ¢t > 0 and p € P,. Then u has an atom 0 if and only if pY* also
has an atom 0. In the case, we have

p({0})
(t = Du({0})

A non-trivial distribution function F' on [0, c0) is said to be Boolean maax-stable if for
any n € N, there exists a,, > 0 such that

PO} = —

FY"(a,) % F(.), n — 0o.

Proposition 2.16. [30, Theorem 6.8] F' is Boolean max-stable if and only if there exist
a >0 and b € R such that F(azx + b) is the following distribution:

BH,a(x) = (1 + xia)il

for some a > 0. This is called the Dagum distribution or the (type II) Boolean extreme
value distribution.

Problem 2.17. We do not know operator models which realize the maximum of Boolean
independent general selfadjoint operators. Can we obtain such operator models? More-
over, we should find other type Boolean extreme values.



Define a function X'V on [0, 1] by setting XV (0) := 0 and XV (z) := exp(l — 2~ !) for
x € (0,1]. If F is a distribution function on R, so is XV(F). Note that XV maps the
Boolean extreme values to the classical extreme values.

For a probability measure p on R, we define the probability measure X'V (u) such that

XY () (=00, ]) = XY (p((—00, ])).
The operator X' is a homomorphism from (P4 ,V) to (P4, V), that is,
XY (pMv) = XY () V XY (v),

for all probability measures ;1 and v on [0,00). Moreover, it is clear that the function X'V
is a bijection and its inverse function is given by

B 1
~ 1—1loga’
(XY)7H(0) =0,

(X)) z e (0,1

The operator X'V is called the Boolean-classical max-Bercovici-Pata bijection (see [30}29]).

2.3.4 Max-Belinschi-Nica semigroup
We firstly give the Belinschi-Nica semigroup {By}i>o introduced by [9]:

1

By(p) := (I, pe Py, t>0.

In [9], we have By o By = By for all t,s > 0 and By(pWv) = Bi(u) B Bi(v) for all
w,v € Py. Moreover, B; is a homomorphism with respect to X, that is, By(u X v) =
Bi(pn) X B(v) for all t > 0 and p,v € Py. Furthermore, B; connects Boolean type
limit theorem to free type one. In [I0], for a sequence {uy}, in P and {k,}, in N with
ky < ky < --- and k,, — oo as n — oo, there exists y € P such that pPFn 2 1 if and only
if there exists a unique v € P (which is freely infinitely divisible, for short, FID) such that
pikn 2y as n — oo, In [9], we get v = Bi(u) under the above settings. Note that By
is a bijection from P to the set of all FID distributions on R. For example, By maps the
Boolean stable laws to the corresponding freely stable laws.

Next, we give one parameter family {B,};>¢ of operators on P, defined by
BY (u) = (W), pe Py, 120,

where the family was introduced by [29]. We know that BY o B = By, for all ¢, s > 0.
The family {B)}+>¢ is said the maz-Belinschi-Nica semigroup. The semigroup is very
similar to the original Belinschi-Nica semigroup. For example, By is a homomorphism
from (P4,V) to (P+,M), that is,

By (uMv) = BY (n)MBY (v),

for all u, v € P,. Moreover, for a sequence {yi,, }, in Py and {ky}, in Nwith k3 < ko < ---
and k,, — 00 as n — 00, if there exists u € Py such that p¥F» % p, then 2 %5 BY (1)
as n — oo. In particular, we have BY (Birq) = Firo for all a > 0 (see [29]). In addition,

we have the following relation.

Lemma 2.18. [29] We have BY = AV o X'V.
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3 Proof of main theorems

3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we firstly show that the operator ® has a relation between free additive
convolution and free max-convolution.

Proof of Theorem [L1. We may assume that ¢t > 1. If j4 is a Dirac measure, then @(Dl/t(,uEEt)) =
p = ®(u)¥. Therefore we may assume that u is not a Dirac measure. Note that the clo-
sure of interval (ay,w) is the support of ®(u)™, where

ay := inf {x s ®(p)([0,2]) > 1 — %} , w:=sup{z : ®(u)([0,z]) < 1},

for each ¢ > 1. Define M; := {y : ®(u)"([0,y]) € (¥({0}),1)}. By Remark 29 the
closure of M; is also the support of ®(x)". Moreover, we have M; C (o, w).
Next, we define

Ay ={y: @Dy (1™)([0,9]) € (1™ ({0}),1)}

a, B bEHt

oW o
=|—,—, t>1
(t t> '

where a,m and b s were defined by ([2.4), and the last equality holds by Lemma 2.8 By
Remark 2.9 the closure of A; is the support of ®(D, /t(/ﬁt)) for each t > 1.
We show that A; = M; and

@ (D1 (1))([0, 2]) = t@(p)([0,2]) — (¢~ 1),

for all z € Ay = M, and each t > 1. For an arbitrary fixed ¢ > 1, we divided two cases to
prove it.

Case I 0 < u({0}) <1—t"! By Lemma 2T and Lemma 212, we have

K {0}) = W ({0}) = o.

For all x € My, we get

t®(u)([0,2]) — (¢t = 1) € (?({0}), 1) = (0,1) = (L™ ({0}),1).
Since M; C (o, w) C (au,by), we have

1
Su(@(p)([0,2]) — 1)’
by Lemma Therefore Lemma [2Z4] and Proposition imply that

€Tr =

B (0,12]) = 2 (o G - al)

- :
=d(pu) < _O’ S e (H(@(p)([0, 2]) — 1))]>




By Lemma 2.7] we have

(D1 (1™))([0,2]) = D1y 0 2(™)([0, 2])
= ®(u™)((0, t])
=19 (u)([0,2]) — (t - 1) € (0,1),
and therefore we have © € A;. Hence we have M; C A;.

Next we show that for all z € (a,m,b,m ), we have z/t € (at,w). For any z €
(a,me,b,m), we have

I

PuE(0.0]) = Sy (1) +1

by Lemma 2.8 Since Suaat(S;Eét(l/x)) = 1/z, we have

by Lemma 24l Therefore we obtain

1 t
-1 _4o—1
(o) =5 (2):
by Lemma 235 Thus, we get ®(u®)(]0,z]) = tS;l(t/x) + 1, and therefore

t
S (F@(uE)([0,2]) — $ +1-1)

€r =

Since
FRE(0.a]) - 1€ (1= 1) € (ulfop, )

we have

1
(p)([0,z/t]) = (u) <[O’ S, (%(I)(Mﬁﬂt)([()’x]) — % T 1)])
= 2B(E(0,2]) — 3 + 1€ (1 - %1> ,

by Proposition This implies that x/t € (ay,w). Therefore we have

a b
A= < ;ft,%ﬂt> C (on,w) = M.

Finally, we get the following properties:

(D1 /4(™))([0,2]) = t@(1)([0,2]) — (¢~ 1)

for all z € A, = M;. Moreover, the support of ®(D; /t(/ﬁt)) is equal to the support of
®(p)™ since A; = M;. Therefore @(Dl/t(uaat)) = d(p)M,

12



Case IT ;({0}) > 1 —t~!: By Lemma BT, we have

PO} = tu({0}) — (t = 1) >0,
and therefore a, = 0. By Lemma T2 we also have

P {0}) = tu({0}) — (¢t = 1) > 0,
and therefore oy = 0. For any = € M; = (0,w), we get

1@ (p)([0,2]) — (¢ = 1) € (u™({0}), 1) = (u™({0}), 1)
Since My = (0,w) € (0,b,) = (au, by), we get
© (D (1™))([0,2]) = t2(u)([0,2]) — (t = 1) € (1™ ({0}), 1),

by the same way in Case I. Hence we have x € A;. Therefore M; C A;.
Next for @ € (a,m, b, ) = (0,b,m ), we show that z/t € (ay,w) = (0,w). Since

FRUEN0.) 1€ (0N - 5 +1.1)

~ (Fnton - - ) -3 +11)
~ (((0}).1),

we have

o) ([0.2]) = o) 0.2 — L+ 1 (ufop. 1) € (1 . 1) |

t t

by the same way in Case I, where the last inclusion holds since 1({0}) > 1—t~!. Therefore
z/t € (0,w), and hence

b
A, = (0, *f) C (0,w) = M.
Finally, we get the following properties:

(D1 /4(™))([0,2]) = t@(1)([0,2]) — (¢~ 1)

for all z € Ay = M;. Moreover, the support of @(Dl/t(,uaat)) is equal to the support of
® ()™ since Ay = My. Therefore ®(Dy s (p™)) = @ ()™ O

3.2 Proof of Theorem

In this section, we show Theorem as follows.

Proof of Theorem LA 1If yu is a Dirac measure, then ®(Dy (1)) = p = ®(p)¥". There-
fore we may assume that p is not a Dirac measure. By Corollary 23] the eqaution (2.2])
and Lemma T3] if 1£({0}) = 0 then p¥*({0}) = pV({0}) = 0 and if x({0}) # 0, then

p({0})
(t = Du({0})

p{0}) = ({0} = —

13



Define M; := {z : ®(p)¥*([0,2]) € (uV'({0}),1)}. For all y € M;, we have

u({0})
T (- Do) 1> |

()Y ([0, ) € (W'({0}),1) = (

Then
(0] =i O
e P (= DR (0.4) ) (1 +(t- 1)t—(t;i(i{)og(){0}) :

= (u({0}),1)

Hence y € {x : ®(u)([0,2]) € (1({0}),1)} = (au,by), and therefore M; C (a,,b,). It is
clear that (a,,b,) C M;. Finally, we have

My = {: ®(u)([0.4]) € (1({0}). 1)} = (@ Dy)-

The set M; does not depend on ¢, and therefore we denote by M as the set M;. By
Remark 23] the closure of M is the support of ®(u)¥ for all ¢ > 0. Note that the support
of ®(u)Y coincides with the support of ®(u).

Next we define Ay := {z : ®(Dy;,(1*"))([0,z]) € (1**({0}),1)}. Then we have

At _ autﬂt ’ buwt .
t t

By Remark 29, the closure of A; is the support of ®(D;,(u*")) for each t > 0. To get
this theorem, we show that A; = M and

» ®(p)([0, 2])
S(D1/e (N0, 7)) = ;= (t — 1) ()([0, 2])

for all z € Ay = M and each t > 0. Give an arbitrary fixed ¢ > 0.
For all x € M, we have

@(p)([0, 2])
t— (& = 1)®(p)([0,2])

Since M = (ay,by,), by Lemma [Z8, we have

€ (1¥({0}),1) = (u*"({0}), 1).

1
Su(@(u)([0,2]) = 1)

Applying Lemmas 2.4 and Proposition [2.6, we have

®(1*)([0, tz]) = @(n™) <[0 su(q>(u)(fto,m]) — 1)])

1
_ @(ML’dt) 0 > 0
Y ,1‘)
Swt(% -1

@(p)([0, 2])
t—(t = 1)®(p)([0,2])
= (1) ([0, 2]).

xr =

14



By Lemma 2.7] we have

© (D1 (1™))([0,2]) = D1y 0 @(u™)([0,2])
= @ (p™")([0, t])
= (1) ([0, z]).

Next we show that A; = M. By Lemma 23], we have

( o >:SW ((1**({0}) - 1,0))

bt @
=see (oo 1)) =7 (5an)

1 1
where the last equation holds by Lemma 24l Therefore M = (ay,b,) = Ay. Thus the
support of ®(D; /(1)) is equal to the support of ®()¥". O

Remark 3.1. Consider 1 € P, \ {do}. Since A; = (ay,b,) in the proof of Theorem [L.2]
we get

t/ T €9 :/ z tdu(x), t>0.
0 0

3.3 Proof of Theorem

By using Theorems [[LT] and [L.2] we know that Belinschi-Nica semigroup is closely inter-
twined with max-Belinschi-Nica semigroup via the operator .

Proof of Theorem [L3 1If pu is a Dirac measure, then ®(B; (1)) = p = BY (®(u)). Therefore
we may assume that p is not a Dirac measure. By Theorems [[LT] and Lemma 2.7] we
have

O(By(n)) = Do (@ () i)

1+t

o (0 (o))

=y o D ((200%049) ) = By (@)

+

3.4 Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, we prove Theorem [[L4l Before a proof of this theorem, we prepare the
following important maps. Let FID be the set of all freely infinitely divisible distributions

on [0,00). Recall that B (p) := (MEH(H"?)))LU%H € FID, for any p € Py and t > 1 (see [9)).
Hence we can define the operator X' : Py — ID, is defined by

X:=A"'oB,
where A is called the Bercovici-Pata bijection and A~'(FID,) = ID, (for details, see

(104 &)
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For any v € FID, and t > 0, the measure ¥t is also in FID, and we obtain
B '(v) = (Vw(lﬂ))aﬂ%ﬂ. Hence X' = By ' o A, and therefore X is a bijection from P,
to ID,. It is called the Boolean-classical Bercovici-Pata bijection (see [10, [@]). Note that
X 1oD.=D.oX ' and X~ !(u*) = X~ (u)* for all u € IDy and ¢,t > 0.

Finally, we define the operator ¥ : ID; — P, by setting

U:=XVodoX !,
where XV was defined in Section 2.3.3.

Proof of Theorem [I.4} Consider i € P4 and t > 0. By Theorem [[2] we have

W(D1ye())([0,]) = XY 0 @ 0 X7H(Dy /(1)) ([0, )
= XY 0 ®(Dy (X ()™))([0,])

On the other hand, we have

U() ([0, ]) = (XY 0 @ o X~ (1)([0,]))

- [t (1 - S, -])ﬂ |
Therefore we have W(Dy (1)) = W ()", O

t

In addition, we conclude that the operator ® is intertwined with the operator ¥ as
follows.

Proposition 3.2. We have AV o ¥ = ® o A.

Proof. By Lemma and Theorem [[.3], we have

Aol =Ao0X)odoX !
=(By o®o By ') oA
=doA.

According to discussions at Section 3, we get the commutative diagram.

(Classical) (Free) (Boolean)

D, —25 FID, «2* BID, (Additive)

v| E E
PJr ——%AV PJr < BY 73+ (MaX)
1

The class BID, is the set of all Boolean infinitely divisible distributions on [0, 00). It is
well known that BID, = P, (see [27]).
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4 Examples

In this section, we give several examples of probability measures in the classes ®(P;.) and

U(Py)

4.1 Stable laws and extreme values

In this section, we give relations between (strictly) stable laws and extreme value distri-
butions. Let A be the set of admissible parameters:

A:={(a,p):ac(0,1],pe[0,1]}U{(,p):a e (1,2],pc[l—at al]}

Consider (a,p) € A. Denote by c,,, the classical strictly stable law (see e.g. [20]), fa,p
the free strictly stable law (see [11L [10]) and b,,, the Boolean strictly stable law (see [27]).
In particular, we define ¢} := ¢4 1 € ID4, f := fo1 € FID; and b} := b, 1 € P4. Note
that ¢f = f;" =b] = 6;. For all @ € (0,1), the strictly stable laws ¢, £ and b} are not
delta measure. Thus we may assume that o € (0, 1) in this section.

In [2], we know a relation between Boolean stable law and Boolean extreme value
distribution via the operator ®.

Example 4.1. Consider a € (0,1). Then ®(b%)([0,]) = By, ().

Next, we give a relation between free stable law and free extreme value distribution
via the operator ®.

Example 4.2. Consider « € (0,1). Then ®(f.5)([0,]) = Fi1._o_(+).

l-a

Proof. By [9, [10], we have By(b}) = f}. Moreover, by [29], we have BY(BIL%) =
Fiy,_e_. By Theorem and Example @1 we have

Therefore ®(f7)([0,]) = Fir, =_(-). O

Finally, we obtain a relation between classical stable law and classical extreme value
distribution via the operator W.

Example 4.3. Consider o € (0,1). Then ¥(c£)([0,]) = Cy, = (-).

Proof. By [9, 0], we have X~'(c}) = bf. Moreover, by [30], we have XV (By o ) =
CII,%- By Example 41} we have

U(cg)([0,]) = X o @(b))([0,])
= X" (Bn,= ()

‘l—«
= Oy, ().

l—a

Therefore W(ct)([0,]) = Cry,o_(-). O
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4.2 Marchenko-Pastur law and uniform distribution

In this section, we mention that ® connects the Marchenko-Pastur law to the uniform
distribution on (0,1). Denote by 7 the Marchenko-Pastur law (or free Poisson law), that

is,
1 /4—-2
m(dr) == %\/ . Lo (z)dx.

This distribution appears as the limit of eigenvalue distributions of Wishart matrices as
the size of the random matrices goes to infinity.
It is known that the S-transform of the Marchenko-Pastur law is given by

1
Sﬂ—(Z) = m, A (—1,0)

For a reader’s convenience, we give a proof of the above result. Denote by o F} (a, b, ¢; 2)
the Gauss hypergeometric series:

2Fy(a,b,¢2) ==Y (o nl

n=0

where ¢ # 0,—1,—2,--- and (a), denotes the Pochhammer symbol: (a), = Z;é (a+k),
(a)o = 1. If Re(c) > Re(b) > 0 and |z| < 1, then we obtain
2Fi(a,b,¢;2) =

1 Yo —p—1 -
T T— 1—2)°¢ 1-— d
By ) T

where B(t, s) is the Beta function. In particular, we get

2((s—2)z+1—(1—2)*%)

2Pl 8,332) = = N G 12

for s > 0, s # 1,2, (see e.g. [22], Lemma 3.5]). To obtain the S-transform S;, we firstly
compute W 1. For z € C with |z| < 1/4, we have

U.(2) /4 2T 1 4—wd
=(2) = - — x
o 1—zx 2m T

1
= 8_2/ 22(1 — ) 2(1 — 4z2) " Nda

™ Jo

8z 3 3 3
— B (2,2) .k (1,2,3:4
T X <2a2>2 1( 52,37 Z)

8 <—2z+1— (1—42)1/2>

= x=x
T 8 222

241 (1—42)1/2
N 2z '

Moreover, this is analytic on a neighborhood of (—o00,0). By the identity theorem, we get

—22 41— (1 —42)1/2
xl2) = 22 :
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for z in a neighborhood of (—oc0,0). Then we get

22U (2) + 1 — /1 — 40 (2)

z = , ze (—1,0
2\1’;1(2) ( )
and therefore
z
U l(z) = ~1,0).
R e R

Hence Sy (z) = Z20-1(2) = z+1 for all z € (—1,0). Therefore we obtain the following
example.

Example 4.4. We have
o(m) (0,2)) =z, we(0,1).

Thus ®(7) = U(0, 1), where U(0, 1) is the uniform distribution on (0, 1).

4.3 Poisson law and max-compound Poisson law

We find a relation between the Poisson law and the max-compound Poisson law with
the uniform distribution on (0,1) via the map W. Denote by Po()) the Poisson law with
parameter A > 0, that is,

Nk

Po(\)=>_ 0

k=0

Note that A(Po(1)) = 7 (see [10]) and X~1(Po(1)) = 6o + 16 (see [27]). Hence we

obtain the following relation.

Example 4.5. We have
1 — x
U(Po(1)) =11V(U(0,1)) = 550 + e g g (2)da.

Proof. We simply calculate the left hand side as follows. For all = € (0,1),

U(Po(1))([0,x]) = (X" o @)(X ™ (Po(1)))([0, z])
i)

= exp [1 (550_{_%52) ([0, z])

Put o := 8o + £d2. Then we get W, (2) = 5. Then we get ¥V !(z) = 1155 for all

z € (—1,0). Hence we have

1+2 1
SU(Z) = 1122 S <—§,0> .

Thus we get




and therefore

O (0)([0,2]) = x € (0,1). (4.1)
Hence we obtain
U(Po(1))([0,z]) = exp(—1 + z), z € (0,1).

Therefore its density function is given by

7d\1!(dP;(1)) (2) = 71 ) ().

Moreover, ¥U(Po(1))({0}) = &V(0)({0}) = e}
Note that the probability measure in right hand side of Example is the max-
compound Poisson law with the uniform distribution on (0, 1). O

By Theorem [L4] for A > 0, we get

T (Po(A))([0,2]) = ¥ (Po(1))([0,2])
= W(Po(1))"*([0, A a])
(
(=

)
= ( o(1))([0, A~ z])*
=exp(M(—=1 + X"12)) = exp(=\ + z),

for all z € (0, A). Thus, for all A > 0, we have

W(Po(\)) = e oy + e_)“ml(o)\) (z)dz.

4.4 Free regular distributions
By Example L4 and ({@I]), we get

1
®(m)((0, ) = max {0’2 " B(I50 + 100, ) }

More generally, we get the above formula in case of free regular distributions. A
probability measure p on [0,00) is said to be free regular if p is freely infinitely divisible
and p®* € P, for all t > 0. For example, the Marchenko-Pastur law 7 is free regular.
Recently, we proved that the Fuss-Catalan distribution p(p,r) is free regular for 1 < r <
min{p — 1,p/2} or p = r =1 (see [22]). A free regular distribution was introduced by
[25]. Tt is known that this distribution is a marginal law of free subordinator (see [3]).
The class of free regular distributions does not coincide with FID, (see also [25]). By
Theorem [L3], we can get the following formula.

Proposition 4.6. For any free regular distribution u, there exists a unique o € P, such
that

2()((0, ) = max{o,z - m}
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Proof. 1If 1 is a Dirac measure, then we can take o = p to satisfy the above equation.
Therefore we may assume that p is not a Dirac measure. In [3], there exists a unique
o € P4 not being a Dirac measure such that 1 = Bj(0). By Theorem [[3]

= By (2(a))([0, ])
= ©(B1(2))([0,]) = @(w)([0,]).

Therefore we obtain the above equation. O

maX{0,2_m}

4.5 Infinitely divisible distributions with regular Lévy-Khintchine
representations

In the proof of Example 1.3l we have

1
W(Po(1)([0,2]) = exp [1 "5 (301 105) <[o,m1>] |

More generally, we get the above formula in case of infinitely divisible distributions with
regular Lévy-Khintchine representations which are marginal distributions of subordinators
(see e.g. [121126]). A probability measure o € 1D is said to have a reqular Lévy-Khintchine
representation (in this paper, for short, we say that p is regular) if its characteristic
function is written by

/ e*®u(dr) = exp (inz + / (e — 1)u(dm)> , z € R,
R 0

where > 0 and v is the Lévy measure satisfying [~ (1Az)v(dz) < oo and v((—oc,0]) = 0.
It is known that p € ID, is regular if and only if p** € P, for all t > 0. For example,
Poisson law Po(\) and Gamma distribution are regular. It is known that if u is regular,
then A(p) is free regular (see [3]). Therefore we get the following formula.

Proposition 4.7. For a regular distribution p, there exists a unique o € P, such that

() ([0, ]) = exp [1 - m] '

Proof. If u is a Dirac measure, then we take o = u. We may assume that u is not a Dirac
measure. For a regular distribution g € Py, the measure A(u) is free regular. By [3],
there exists a unique o € P4 such that A(u) = Bi(o). Then

V(u)([0,]) = XY o @0 B (A(w))([0, ])
=XYoo B (Bi(0))([0,])
= XY o ®(0)([0,])

[

= exp [1 —
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5 Limit theorems for extreme values

5.1 Extreme values and Marchenko-Pastur laws

Let (M, 1) be a tracial W*-probability space. Suppose that {U,},, is a sequence of freely
independent identically distributed (bounded and positive) random variables in (M, 7)
and Uy ~ U(0,1). Define

U,:=U V- VU, n eN.
Then we have

7(Eg, ([0,2])) = max{nT(Ey, ([0, 2])) — (n —1),0}

0, 0<z<1-1/n
=qnr—(n—-1) 1-1/n<z<1
1 x> 1.

)

Proposition 5.1. Let F' be a distribution function on R. Then
T(Eg ([0,FY")) % AY(F),  n—oo.

In particular, we have

I

(B, ([0,07/™) % A,
7(Eg, (10,C1{ 1) = Fira,
(B (10,CH]) 2 F

n

as n — oo and a > 0.

Proof. Denote by C(F') the set of all points of continuity of F. For all x € C(F), we have

0, 0<F(z)<(1—-1/n)"
7(Eg, (10, F(@)'/"])) = § nF(@)/" = (n—1) (1—-1/n)" < F(x) <1
1, F(zx)>1
0, 0< F(r)<e!
27 L1+ log F(z), e <F(z)<1
1, F(z)>1
= AV (F(x)).

The last assersion is clear since AY maps the classical extreme values to the corresponding
type free extreme values. U

Recall that ®(7) is the uniform distribution on (0,1). Hence we get the following
convergence.

Corollary 5.2. For any distribution functions F' on R,

(™) ([0,nFY") L AV(F),  n— oco.
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Proof. By Theorem [[LT], we have
B (x ) ([0,n ")) = ®(Dy (x))((0, F/"]) = D(m) ™" ([0, F'/"]).
By the above discussion and by Proposition [5.I], we can obtain the above convergence. [

Next we suppose that {V,}, is a sequence of Boolean independent identically dis-
tributed (bounded and positive) random variables in (M, 7) and V; ~ U(0,1). Define

V,:=Viv---VV,  mneN.

Then we have

~ T 7(Ev; ([0, z]))
T(Evn([(), 1) n— (n—1)7(Ey, ([0,z]))

B 1, r>1
)l —2— 0<z<1.

n—(n—1)x

Proposition 5.3. Let F' be a distribution function on R. Then
T(By ([0,FY") 5 (AY)7HF), n— o

In particular, we have 7(Ey; ([0, CIll/Z])) % Biiq as n — 0o and a > 0.

Proof. For any distribution functions F' on R,

Fl/n
T(Ef/n([O’Fl/n])) = n— (n _ 1)F1/n
1
T 1—n(l— F-1/n)

1
2 = (X)) ().
1T log P (&) (F)

The last assersion is clear since (XV)™1(Cira) = Bira- O
As the same argument of Corollary B.2] we get the following convergence.

Corollary 5.4. For any distribution functions F' on R,
() ([0,nFY")) S (XY)THEF),  n— 0.
Proof. By Theorem [[.2], we have
D) (0.0 F /")) = B(D, 1, (x*) ([0, F/]) = B(m) ([0, F/7).

By the above discussion and by Proposition [5.3] we can obtain the above convergence. [J
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5.2 Extreme values and free multiplicative convolution

In this section, we obtain a relation between free/Boolean extreme values and free multi-
plicative convolution.

Proposition 5.5. For n € N and ;1 € Py, we have

®(1=)([0,2"]) = (1) ([0, 2]). (5.1)

Proof. If p is a Dirac measure &, for some a > 0, then ™" = 0,n. Therefore we get

the equation (G5I)). Therefore we may assume that p is not a Dirac measure. Note that

2 ({0}) = p({0}) for all n € N. By Proposition and a property of S-transform, we
1

have
=00 (i) )= o0 (pgptg]) e

for all z € (u({0}),1). Take z = S, '(1/x) + 1 € (u({0}),1) in (E2). Then

1 1
(™) (0, =9,! (—) +1. 5.3
Since S, 1(1/x) + 1 = ®(u)([0,2]) by Lemma 28, the equation (5.3) holds if and only if
EI) does. O

Take p = fF or =51 in (BJ)). Then we get the following formula.

Corollary 5.6. For a € (0,1) and n € N, we have

O(f")([0,2"]) = Fyp, = (2).

« Tl—a

e (0 ")([0,2"]) = By, o_(2).

Tl—a

Remark 5.7. By using a relation in [2]:
e R =0, ae(0,1),
we have
B(r 8 £,)(00, 1) = BF,)(0,1) = Bua(),

where the last equation holds when we take n =1 and a = 1/2 in Corollary
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