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ABSTRACT. Given a n X n random matrix X,, with i.i.d. entries of unit variance, the
circular law says that the empirical spectral distribution (ESD) of X, /\/n converges to
the uniform measure on the unit disk. Let M, be a deterministic matrix that converges in
*-moments to an operator xo. It is known from the work by Sniady and Tao—Vau that the
ESD of X, /v/n+ M, converges to the Brown measure of zo + ¢, where ¢ is Voiculescu’s

circular operator. We obtain a formula for the Brown measure of x¢ + ¢ which provides a

description of the limit distribution. This answers a question of Biane—Lehner for arbitrary
operator xg.

The twisted elliptic operators include circular operator and semi-circular operator. Let
ct be a circular operator with variance ¢ and let g¢ ~ be a twisted elliptic operator free from
0. The Brown measure of xg + g¢,~ is not calculated directly because of degeneracy.
‘We show that the Brown measure of xg + g¢,~ is the push-forward measure of the Brown
measures of zg + ¢ under a natural map, provided that this map is one-to-one and non-
singular. We calculate explicit formula for the case x is selfadjoint. In addition, we prove
that the Brown measure of the sum of a Haar unitary operator and a twisted elliptic element
is supported in a deformed ring where the inner boundary is a circle and the outer boundary
is an ellipse, and its density is constant along a family of ellipses.

These results generalize some known results about free additive Brownian motions
where the free random variable ¢ is assumed to be selfadjoint. The approach is based on
a Hermitian reduction and subordination functions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Brown measure of free random variables and random matrices. Let M be a von
Neumann algebra with a faithful, normal, tracial state ¢. The Fuglede-Kadison determinant

of € M is defined by
Alz) = exp < / logtdumu)) |
0

where (1), is the spectral measure of |z| with respect to ¢. Brown [14] proved that the
function L, (\) = log A(x — A1) is a subharmonic function whose Riesz measure is the
unique, compactly supported probability measure p,, on C with the property that

log A(z — A1) = / log |z — Aldps(2), AeC.
o

The measure yi,, is called the Brown measure of x. In other words, fi,, is the distributional
Laplacian of the function L, ().

Voiculescu’s free probability theory is a suitable framework to describe the limits of the
joint distribution of a family of random matrix models [42]. The convergence of *-mixed
moments of suitable random matrix models have been studied well. The *-mixed moments
of free random variables can be described using either analytic or combinatorial tools. For
non-normal random matrix models, very little is known about the limit of the empirical
spectral distribution (ESD) of a polynomial of independent random matrices, even for the
sum or product of two random matrices. The Brown measure of an operator in M is an
analogue of eigenvalue distribution of a finite dimensional matrix. The Brown measures of
the sum or product or a polynomial of free random variables are natural candidates for the
limits of the ESD of the sum or product or a polynomial of suitable random matrix models
as the size of the matrices tends to infinity.

Let X,, be an n x n random matrix whose entries are independent identically distributed
copies of a complex random variable with zero mean and unit variance. The circular law
says that the ESD of X, //n converges weakly to the uniform measure on the unit disc
which is also the Brown measure of Voiculescu’s circular operator. The circular law was
established in the 1960s by Ginibre [21]] for Gaussian distributed entries and was proved
by Tao and Vu under the minimal assumptions after a long list of partial progresses
(see and references therein). In fact, Tao and Vu proved results stronger than circular
law. In particular, they showed the existence of the limit of the summation X, /v/n + M,
where M, is a deterministic n x n matrix satisfying some technical conditions. In [39],
Sniady showed that the ESD of X, /\/n + M,, converges to the Brown measure of zo + ¢;
provided that X, is a Ginibre ensemble and M,, converges in *-moments to zy. Hence, by
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combining Tao—Vu’s replacement principle Section 2], we conclude that the ESD of
X, /v/n+ M, converges to the Brown measure of x( + ¢; under the minimal requirements
on X,, when M,, converges in *-moments to xg.

In the above-cited paper, Tao and Vu did not pursue what the limit actually is (see
[471] Theorem 1.17]) and they mentioned that the limit distribution ESD of X,,/y/n + M,
was established in a work of Krishnapur—Vu for the case where M,, is a diagonal matrix
(equivalently, xg is a normal operator as the limit) and X,, is a Ginibre ensemble. But
that work has not appeared even as a preprint (communicated with Krishnapur). Here
we study the Brown measure of the sum of free circular operator and a *-free random
variable xy with an arbitrary distribution, not necessarily normal, which fills up the gap of
the description of the limit ESD of X,,/\/n + M,,. The case when x is selfadjoint was
known in the author’s joint work with Ho [28] using PDE methods. This answers an earlier
question of Biane—Lehner Section 5] in general case.

The twisted elliptic operators generalize circular operator, semi-circular operator and
elliptic operator. Let ¢; be a circular operator with variance ¢, and let g; o be a twisted
elliptic operator, and let o be an operator *-free from {c, g: ~}. The calculation of the
Brown measure of &y + gy, is more evolved than x( + ¢; because there is possibly degen-
eracy. We show that the Brown measure of x¢ + g - is the push-forward measure of the
Brown measures of xy + c¢; under a natural map, provided that this map is one-to-one and
non-singular. We calculate explicit density Brown measure formulas for the case where x
is selfadjoint. In addition, we calculate the Brown measure of the sum of a Haar unitary
operator and a twisted elliptic element. The Brown measure is supported in a deformed
ring where the inner boundary is a circle and the outer boundary is an ellipse, and its den-
sity is constant along a family of ellipses. This can be viewed as a deformation of the limit
distribution in the single ring theorem [22] in random matrix theory.

The present work extends previous results [[12] for the sum of a selfadjoint
operator with a circular operator or a (non-twisted) elliptic operator. All these work rely on
some PDE methods. We use a completely different approach based on Hermitian reduction
and subordination functions. The new method provides a conceptual explanation why sub-
ordination functions appeared in Brown measure formulas. The method and subordination
results developed in this paper are likely to be useful in the study of non-normal random
matrices.

1.2. Statements of the results. Let ¢, € M be Voiculescu’s circular operator with vari-
ance t. Let g; , be a twisted elliptic operator with parameters ¢ > 0 and v € C such that
|v] < t (see Section 2.4 for the definition). Such operator has the same distribution as an
operator of the form e (s + is) where € [0, 27|, and s, 5o are semicircular operators
that are freely independent in the sense of Voiculescu. The case when v = ¢, the operator
gt 1s the semicircular operator g; with mean zero and variance ¢, and the case when v € R
the operator g - is an elliptic operator.

Let zp € M be a random variable that is free from {c;, g ~}. We show that the Brown
measure of xg + ¢; can be calculated directly using subordination functions in free prob-
ability under some mild assumptions. The Brown measure of xo + g, is not calculated
directly. Instead, we show that there is a natural push forward map between the Brown
measure of xo + ¢; and the Brown measure of xo + g under certain assumptions. We
then show that a large family of operators including all selfadjoint operators satisfy the
assumption and this allows us to extend results in [28] [32]. Our main result is also
applicable to non-selfadjoint operators.



4 PING ZHONG

To describe our main results, we need some terminology. Fix ¢ > 0 and ¢y € M.
Consider the open set (see Proposition [£.2))

== {)\ e€eC:¢ [((:co — A\1)"(xo —/\1))71} > %}

Fix A € E; and let w = w(0; A, ) be a function of X taking positive values such that

1
o((x0 = A1)"(mo = A1) + 1) 7h) = =
We denote
O (N) = A+ pP(w),  AeEE,
where

* % —1
pE\O)(w) = —¢|(zo — AM1)*((zo — A1) (zo — AL)* + w’1) " |.
We show that the function w of A is the imaginary part of the subordination function that
appears in free additive convolution of two probability measures on R (see Proposition [3.3]
for precise statement) and this function is a real analytic function of A € =;. The function
®, ., is a real analytic function of X in the set Z;.

Theorem A (See Theorem[3.11]and Theorem[3.12). For every \ € E;, we have

(1.1 Az + ¢ — )\)2 = A((zo — A1)*(zo — A1) + w?1) [exp(—w?/t)],
and
(1.2) Azo + giy — 2)? = Ao + ¢ — A1)? exp (H(N)) ,

where z = ®; (\) and H(\) = 3‘3<”y(p§\0) (w))Q)

We point out that we also have A(xo + ¢, — A1) = A(zg — A1) for any A € C\Z,
(see Theorem [3.12) which implies that pi,,+., and p,, coincide in the interior of C\Z;.
Moreover, we obtain a general result on the support of the Brown measure (see Theorem
which allows us to deduce that the interior of C\E;, is not in the support of 1,,,. Hence,
our focus is the Brown measure of 1154, within the set Z¢. The above Fuglede-Kadison
formulas are fundamental in our study which allows us to calculate the Brown measure
formulas. The Brown measure of xg + ¢; can be described as follows.

Theorem B (See Theorem and Theorem [£.10). The Brown measure of xg + c; is
supported in =; and is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure in the open
set =;. The density of the Brown measure at any A\ € Z; is strictly positive and can be
expressed as

(1.3) % (% — %(¢(w§((wo —/\1)*(;50—)\1)—1—@021)—1))) .

At a first glance, the implicit density formula (I.3)) is not good enough for applications.
It turns out that the subordination function w(0; A, ¢) can be calculated explicitly for a
large family of operators that include all selfadjoint operators and many non-selfadjoint
operators. This generalizes a result in our earlier work with Ho in which z is selfad-
joint. Unlike and its generalizations for semicircular operators and elliptic operators
(28] 31]], we do not use PDE methods.
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Theorem C (See Theorem A.16). Assume jigytc,(O(Z:)) = 0. If @y is one-to-one and
non-singular in the set =, then the Brown measure of xo+ gy ~ is the push-forward measure
of the Brown measure of xo + c¢; by the map A\ — @, (). Let I' C =4 be a simply
connected domain in the set =; with piecewise smooth boundary such thatT' C Z;. Then

(1.4) Hao+c, (F) = Hxo+gs, ((I)t,v(r)))'

This result generalizes results from [28, 31} [32] in two directions. Theorem [Clis appli-
cable for operators zy not necessarily selfadjoint. In addition, the twisted elliptic operator
include semicircular operators and elliptic operators as special cases. What is more, the
proof of Theorem [C] provides a conceptual explanation about why such push-forward map
exists. It is based on the following observation: (i) The gradient of L, ., at A is equal
to the gradient of L, g4, , at ®; () for any A € Zy; (ii) The map ®; , is the sum of
the identity map and a linear combination of the gradient function. See Lemma 4] and
Theorem[4.16 for detailed descriptions.

We verify that for a large family of operators x, the map ®; . is one-to-one and non-
singular in =;. However, we believe that the condition that ®; ., is one-to-one and non-
singular in Theorem[Clis redundant. We will address this question in a future project.

Theorem D (See Theorem[3.14land Example[3.18). Let xq be a selfadjoint operator that is
s-free from gy . For any |y| < t with v # t, the map ®; -, is one-to-one and non-singular
in 2. The Brown measure of xo + gt ~ is the push-forward measure of the Brown measure
of xo + ¢; under the map @y .

Moreover, the Brown measure [y, 4, . is concentrated on ® (Z;) and the density is
given by

1 d
(1.5) Qe (2) = 5o Dorl®)

T 2mm dé(a)

where z = zy +izo = @ (a +1b), 71 = t — R(v), and 4,06 are two increasing
homeomorphisms of R onto R. In particular, if v € R (equivalently, g; , is an elliptic
operator), then z; = §(a) depending only on a, in which case the Brown measure is
constant along vertical lines.

ledZQ, z € ‘I)tﬁ(Et)

The density formula could be understood as follows. For any selfadjoint operator x, it
is known [10] that there is a continuous function v; such that

E={a+ibe C: b <wla)}.

See Section [3.1] for a review. It is shown [32]] that the density of xp + c; is constant
along vertical segments in Z;. In this case, for any fixed a € R such that the vertical line
through « intersects the set =, the map b +— <I>t,y(a + 4b) is an affine transformation of
b. Hence, the Brown measure of xy + g; , is expected to be constant along the trajectory
of ®; ,(a + ib) as b varies in (—v¢(a),v¢(a)) such that a + ib changes within =;. The
formula (T.3) describe precisely this observation. Indeed, as ®;  is one-to-one under the
assumption of Theorem[D] the set ®; - (=) can be parametrized by a + ib € Z; under the
push-forward map @, . Hence, we can say that the density formula (L3) depends on only
one parameter and is constant in one direction. Theorem[D]can be viewed as an analogue
result for the free additive convolution in a recent work of Hall-Ho [29] concerning free
multiplicative Brownian motions. See Remark 5.19]for details.

Finally, we demonstrate the application of Theorem [ to some non-selfadjoint opera-
tors. We study the quasi-nilpotent DT operator (introduced by Dykema and Haagerup [13])
and Haar unitary operator. For simplification, we only state the result for the case g;  is a
semicircular operator g; and x( is a Haar unitary operator u.
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Theorem E (See Theorem [6.10] and Theorem [6.11). The support of the Brown measure
of w + gy is the deformed single ring where the inner boundary is the circle centered at
the origin with radius /(1 — t) and the outer boundary is the ellipse centered at the
origin with semi-axes \Q/t;rTll
its density is strictly positive in the support.

The Brown measure of xo+ g, is the push-forward measure of the Brown measure xo+c;
by the map ® ;. The map sends the family of circles centered at the origin with radius r
to the family of ellipses centered at the origin. Moreover, the Brown measure of xo + gt is
constant along the ellipses.

1 . .
and 7T The Brown measure is absolutely continuous and

1.3. Discussions on methodologies. Our approach is based on a Hermitian reduction
method and subordination functions. The Hermitian reduction method was already used for
the calculation of Brown measure of quasi-nilpotent DT operators in Aagaardd—Haagerup’s
work [T]]. In physics literature, to our knowledge, the method was first used in two inde-
pendent work and [33]. In the work by Jarosz and Nowak [33]], the authors used
Hermitian reduction approach to study the support of the Brown measure of zg + g, for
selfadjoint xo, where the method is not mathematically rigorous as written. The Hermit-
ian reduction also appeared in Voiculescu’s earlier work which serves a motivation
to introduce free probability theory with amalgamation. The idea is to study the Brown
measure of a non-normal free random variable x by considering the Hermitian matrix

0 =z
=l

and the 2 x 2 matrix-valued Cauchy transform

ox([5 ) -=([nZ0r )

where E is the entry-wise conditional expectation E : My(M) — Mo (C). The entries of
the matrix-valued Cauchy transform G'x carry important information for the calculation of
the Brown measure.

The Hermitian reduction method becomes more powerful by combing with subordina-
tion functions and this approach was outlined in Belinschi-Sniady—Speicher’s work [5].
In particular, it is showed [J3]] that one can iterate certain fixed point equation for subor-
dination functions to approximate boundary values of subordination functions, and then
get approximation of Brown measure of an arbitrary polynomial of free random variables
by some numerical schemes. For the sums g + ¢; or xg + g¢,4, we consider their Her-
mitian reductions and treat them as the summation of selfadjoint free random variables in
the framework of operator-valued free probability. We then use the subordination func-
tions in operator-valued free probability theory to study the Brown measure of xg + ¢;
or g + g¢ . It turns out there are nice formulas for subordination functions and this al-
lows us to obtain explicit Brown measure formulas using subordination functions. Our
approach is greatly influenced by the work of Aagaardd—Haagerup [1l], and Haagerup—
Schultz [23]], and Belinschi—Sniady—Speicher [3]]. To our best knowledge, the Hermitian
reduction methods have been only used to calculate the explicit Brown measure formula
of a single operator [} [5] 23]. The approach used in this paper demonstrates that they
are also applicable to study the explicit formula of the Brown measure of the sum of two
free random variables xo + g; . We expect that more applications of these methods are
possible.



BROWN MEASURE OF THE SUM OF AN ELLIPTIC OPERATOR 7

The paper has six sections. After the Introduction and Preliminaries, in Section 3 we
study the sum of a circular operator and a free random variable. We obtain a formula for the
Fuglede-Kadison determinant A (zo + g¢ ., — A1) and A(zo +¢; — A1) using subordination
functions. In Section 4, we study the Brown measures of ¢ +c; and 2o +g; . In Section 5,
we calculate the Brown measure of the sum of a twisted elliptic operator and a selfadjoint
operator. Finally, we calculate explicitly some non-selfadjoint examples in Section 6.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Free probability and subordination functions. We recall the definition of freeness
with amalgamation over a subalgebra [40L[43]|. An operator-valued W*-probability space
(A, E, B) consists of a von Neumann algebra A, a unital -subalgebra B C A, and a con-
ditional expectation E : A — B. Thus, E is a linear, unital linear positive map satisfying:
(1)E(b) = bforall b € B, and (2) E(bixbe) = b1 E(x)bs forall z € A, by,by € B. Let
(A;)ies be a family of sublagebras B C A; C A. We say that (A;);c; are free with amal-
gamation over B with respect to the conditional expectation E (or free with amalgamation
in (A, E, B)) if
E(xize- - x,) =0

forevery n > 1, there are indices i1, 9o, - - - , i, € I suchthatiy # ig,io # i3, -+ ,in_1 #
in,andforj =1,2,--- ,n,wehavez; € A;; suchthat E(x;) = E(x2) = --- = E(x,,) =
0.

Let (A, E, B) be an operator-valued W *-probability space. The elements in A are called
(noncommuntative) random variables. We call

HY(B)={beB:3e>0,3(b) >el}

the Siegel upper half-plane of B, where we use the notation S(b) = (b — b*). We set
H~(B) = {-b: b € H"(B)}. The B-valued Cauchy transform Gx of any selfadjoint
operator X € A is defined by

Gx(b) =E[(b— X)™Y, beH*(B).

The B-valued Cauchy transform G'x is a map from H™(B) to H~(B). The Cauchy trans-
form is one-to-one in {b € HT(B) : |[b~!|| < e} for ¢ sufficiently small, and Voiculescu’s
amalgamated R-transform is now defined for X € A by

Rx(b) =G (0) =0

for b being invertible element of B suitably close to zero.

Let X,Y be two selfadjoint operators that are free with amalgamation in (A, E, B).
The R-transform linearizes the free convolution in the sense that if X, Y are free with
amalgamation in (A, E, B), then

Rx1y(b) = Rx(b) + Ry (b)
for b in some suitable domain. There exist two analytic self-maps 21, Q2 of the upper
half-plane H (B) so that
2.1 (Q1(b) + 22(b) =)™ = Gx ((b)) = Gy (22(b)) = Gx1v (b),

forall b € H'(B). We refer the reader to for details.
When M is a von Neumann algebra, B = C1 consists of scalar multiples of identity,
and ¢ is a normal, faithful tracial state on M. Then the pair (M, ¢) replaces the triple
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(M, C1, ¢). We say (M, ¢) is a tracial W*-probability space. For any selfadjoint element
x € M, let u = p, be its spectral measure in (M, ¢) determined by

8/ (z)) = / F(w)dpia ()

for all f € C(o(x). The Cauchy transform of p (or the Cauchy transform of ) can be
written as
1

dp(u), ze€Ct.
zZ—u

Gu(z) = Ggu(2) = o((z — )Y = /R

We also set F),(z) = F,(z) = 1/G,(#). The reciprocal Cauchy transform F}, maps the
upper half plane C™ into itself. The R-transform of y is now an analytic function

1
(2.2) Ru(z) = fo”(z) -
where G ﬁl) denotes the inverse function to G, that is defined in a truncated Stolz angle
{z€ C : 32z > 3, |Rz| < a(S2}) for some o, 5 > 0.

Suppose that the selfadjoint random variables x,y € M are freely independent. Denote
by p1 the spectral measure of x, and o the spectral measure of y, and w1 B po the free
additive convolution of 11 and ji5 in the sense that yi; 8o == fi54,. The R-transform @2.2))
also linearizes the free additive convolution [7]] such that R ,m, (2) = R, (2) + R, (2) in
the domain where all the three R-transforms are defined. In this scalar case, there exists a
unique pair of analytic maps wy,ws : C* — C* such that

B (2) = Fuy (Wi1(2)) = Fiy (02(2)) = wi(2) +wa(2) — 2

for all z € C*. The above subordination relations can also be written in terms of Cauchy
transform. Thatis, G, @, (2) = G, (w1(2)) = Gy, (w2(2)). The existence of subordina-
tion functions leads to many regularity results (see [2} [8]] and the survey paper [6, Chapter
6]). The regularity of subordination functions is important in our approach. See Lemma
[3.6 for example. For a probability measure p on R, denote H,(z) = F},(z) — z. In [3],
Belinschi—Bercovici showed that w;,wy can be obtained from the following fixed point
equations

wi(2) = 2+ Hy, (2 4 Hyy (@1(2), wi1(2) = 2 4 Hyy (2 + Hpp (wi1(2)))-
Although the subordination functions, in general, cannot be computed explicitly, they play

akey role in our study by adopting this fixed point approach. See Subsection[3.I]for details.

2.2. The Brown Measure. The spectral theorem does not apply to non-normal operators.
The Brown measure of an operator in M was introduced by Brown [[14] and is a natural
replacement of the spectral distribution of a non-normal operator. Given x € M, the
Fuglede—Kadison determinant A(x) [20] of x is defined as

A(z) = expl¢(log(|z]))] € [0,00).
Define a function L, on C by
L,(\) =log A(z — A1) = ¢llog(Ja — A|)] € [0, 00), reC.
This function is subharmonic. The Brown measure of z is then defined to be the

distributional Laplacian of the subharmonic function L, (). That is,

_2909 log A(z — A1).

_ 1l
23) Ha = 271'v La(A) = T OXON



BROWN MEASURE OF THE SUM OF AN ELLIPTIC OPERATOR 9

In fact, u, is a probability measure supported on a subset of the spectrum of z. When
M = M,,(C) and ¢ is the normalized trace on M, (C), for 2 € M,,(C), we have

1 n
La(X) = log|det(z — AI)[V/™ = = "log |A — A,
n
i=1

where A1, -- -, A, are the eigenvalues of z. Hence the eigenvalue distribution of x can be
recovered by taking the distributional Lapalacian

n

1 1
— (6x, + -+ 0x,) = =—V7La(N).
— O+ r0n,) = o (A)
When = — ) is not invertible, it is useful to consider the regularized function
1
Lee(V) = 5o(log((z = A1)"(z = A1) + 1)), &>0.

Then, by the tracial property of ¢, we have L, (A\) = lim._,o L, -()\), and the Brown
measure is calculated as

oy = 2 (n 1 ¢(log((z — A1) (@ — A1) + 621))) .

47 £—

This regularization process makes the calculation of general operator in M even more
challenging. However, for the summation zy + ¢; and xo + g; , we are able to identify
the domain Z;, so that Ly, 1, () is real analytic for any A € Z¢, and Ly, (2) is real
analytic for any z € ®; - (Z;). Hence, the Brown measures in this paper can be calculated
in classic sense. See Lemmal4.4lfor details.

For convenience, for x € M, A € C and ¢ > 0, we denote

(2.4) S(z,\e) =2L, :(\) = ¢<((a: —A)*(z — A1) + 521)>.

Then L, (\) = 5S(z, A, 0).

1
2
2.3. Hermitian reduction method for the sum of two free random variables. Let (M, ¢)
be a tracial W*-probability space. We equip the algebra Mo (M), the 2 x 2 matrices with
entries from M, with the conditional expectation E : M>(M) — M,(C) given by

@9 S R o o B

Then the triple (M2(M),E, M3(C)) is a operator-valued WW*-probability space. Given
r €M, let

(2.6) X = LO ﬂ € Mr(M),
which a selfadjoint element in M5 (M). For € > 0 the element
2.7) O\ ¢e) = {’; ZAJ € M,(C)

belongs to the domain of the M5(C)-valued Cauchy G x. We now record that

2.8)

2 8] e, Had -
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where a,d € C and b, ¢ € M such that ad — bc is invertible (which is equivalent to ad — cb
is invertible). We then have

O e) - X)™
(2.9) | (A= )(A - a) +52)7171 A=—z)(A=z)*(A— =) +£2)11] '
A=2)* (A —z)(A—2)* +£2) —ie((A—2)* (A — z) + £2)

and

@10 Gx(O0.e) =E(©0.0) - X)) = [T .

where
gxu(ne) = —ied ((A—2)(A-a)" +e3) )
gx2(0e) = o((A -2 (A=) (A —2)+e) )
gxahe) = ¢(O—2) (M- —2) +e)7)
gx22(e) = —ieo ((A—a) (A=) +e) 7).
We note that by the tracial property of ¢, we have
21D gxavin(he) =gxive(he),  gxa(he) = gxa2(he)

We observe that entries of the Cauchy transform (Z.10) have symmetry similar to the matrix
O(A, ). This can be explained as follows. Define the map J : M3(C) — M>(C) by

b J(b) = —b*.

Then we have Gx (J(b)) = J(Gx(b)). Notice that J(O()\,e)) = O(),e) and hence
Gx (©(), e)) has symmetric property @.1T).

Equations (Z.10) show that two diagonal entries of Gx (O (e, \)) carry important infor-
mation to calculate the Brown measure of x. Let x and y be two *-free random variables.
We have to understand the Mz (C)-valued distribution of

o “ilereref ol

in terms of the M (C)-valued distributions of X and of Y. Note that X and Y are free over
My(C). The subordination functions in this context are two analytic self-maps €27, Q5 of
the upper half-plane H* (M2 (C)) so that

(2.12) (21(b) + Qa2(b) — b) ™! = Gx (U (b)) = Gy (2(b) = Gx 1y (b),

for every b € H* (M2 (C)). We shall be concerned with b = O (e, \). Indeed, we have, by
.10,

gx+v,11(N )  gxaviiz(Ae)
G O(A = ' ’
x+y (O(1,€)) gx+v21(Ae)  gxiy2(\€)
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where
gxivahe) = e (A =z =y —z—y)" +e) )
gxivarhe) = o(A—or—p((A—o-p) A-a-y)+e) )
gxivaihe) = o(M—z-y (A —z-pO—o—y)+)7)
) = —ieo((A—e-p) M —w-y)+e) 7).

The idea of calculating the Brown measure of x + y is to separate the information of X
and Y in some tractable way. We achieve this by using subordination functions (2.12).

gx+v,22(A €

2.4. The elliptic operator and the operator-valued semicircular element. In free prob-
ability, the semicircle law plays a similar role to that of the Gaussian distribution in clas-
sical probability. The semicircle law o with variance ¢ > 0 is supported in the interval
[—2/, 2V/1] with density

1
doy(z) = 5V At — 2% X o .20

In the tracial W*-probability space (M, ¢), for ¢ > 0, Voiculescu’s circular operator with
variance ¢, denoted by ¢, is defined as

Cr = i(gt +ig;)
NG

where {g;, g;} is a free semicircular family and each of them has variance ¢.

Lett > 0 and v € C such that |y| < t. The twisted elliptic operator operator g -, can
be constructed as follows. Let {g¢,, g:, } be semicircular operators with zero expectation
and variance ¢1, to respectively such that {g,, , g¢, } are freely independent. For 6 € [0, 27],
consider the operator y;, 4, 9 = € (gs, + igs,), by choosing t1,t such that t; + to = ¢,
t1 —to = |y| and €™? = v/|v|, we can check directly that g; . and y¢, , ¢ have the same
x-distribution, whose only nonzero free cumulants are given by

k(y,y") = k(Y™ y) =1, k(YY) =, K(z*,2") =7,

where y = g¢; . The operator g; -, include the following operators as special cases: (i) if
v = 0, y is a circular operator with variance ¢; (ii) if v = ¢, y is a semicircular operator g,
with variance ¢; (iii) if v = —t, then y has the distribution as ig;; (iv) if v € [—t, t], then y
has the same distribution as an elliptic operator.

In the operator-valued W*-probability space (A, E, B), following Voiculescu and
Speicher [40], we say Y € A is B-Gaussian or an operator-valued semicircular element
if and only if the R-transform has a particular simple form

(2.13) Ry (b) = E5(YbY).

Condition (Z.13) says that only B-cumulants of length two survive. Note that a linear com-
bination of two operator-valued semicircular elements in (A, E, B) is again an operator-
valued semicircular element.

The following result is well-known. It is a special case of [36, Example 19 in Section
9.4]. One can also deduce it from a general formula about a relation between matrix-valued
and scalar-valued free cumulants in Theorem 6.2].



12 PING ZHONG

Proposition 2.1. Let g; ., be a twisted elliptic operator with parameters t, -y in the tracial
W*-probability space (M, ¢) and X € C. Denote

y=| % 9 e
t,y 0

Then'Y is an operator-valued semicircular element in the operator-valued W™ -probability
space (M2 (M), E, M5(C)).
3. THE FUGLEDE-KADISON DETERMINANT AND SUBORDINATION FUNCTIONS

In a tracial W*-probability space (M, ¢), given ¢t > 0 and v € C such that || < ¢, let
Y = gt be a twisted elliptic operator and let xg be a random variable that is *-free from
y. In this section, we study the Fuglede-Kadison determinant A(zo + y — A1) for A € C.
We denote

10 o _ |10y
o SIS R )

Note that X and Y are free over My (C). There exist two analytic self-maps 1, Qs of
upper half-plane H(Mz(C)) of M4 (C) such that

(3.2) (22(b) + Qa2(b) —b) ™! = Gx (U (b)) = Gy (Q2(b) = Gx 1y (b),
for all b € M4 (C) with Sb > 0. We choose

where ¢ > 0 and A € C. Our strategy is to find more explicit formulations for subordina-
tion functions 1, 5.

3.1. Free convolution with a semicircular distribution. Given \ € C such that

- 1
(3.3) ¢ [((@o = A1) (@0 = A1) '] > 7.
let w be a positive function of such A such that
- 1
(3.4) P [((:vo — A1)* (20 — A1) + w?1) 1} =~

In this section, we show that w = w(0; A, t) is a subordination function and it is a real
analytic function of \ as long as (3.3) holds.

Proposition 3.1. For a random variable xo € M, define
h(g, \) = ed((|A — zol® +€2)71), e>0.
Then the function
(e,a,b) — h(e,a+ bi)
is real analytic on (0,00) x R x R.

Proof. Since

1 [ 1 1
h = dpb\—
(&:2) 2/0 <€+iu+5—iu) M=ol (1), e>0,

the function € — h(e, \) has a complex analytic extension
h:{z€C|Sz2>0} = C

given by the same formula. It follows that A is analytic in €. For A = a + bi, it is clear that
(a,b) — h(e, \) is real analytic on R x R when s > 0. O
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Lemma 3.2. For a probability measure 1 on [0, 00), let
hu(s) = /°° %dﬂ(u)
0 S°+tu
and put
s—¢
hu(s)’

Then k is an analytic function on (0,00) x (0,00). Moreover, for € > 0, the map s
k(s,¢e) is a strictly increasing bijection of (g, 00) onto (0,00), and for ¢ = 0, the map
s — k(s,0) is a strictly increasing bijection of (0, 00) onto (A1 (p)?, 00), where

(3.5) k(s,e) = s>0, >0.

Proof. 1t is clear that k is analytic. Moreover, for € > 0,

-1
s—¢ >~ 1
3.6 k = ——d
(3.6) (s.5) = 2 (/0 . u(u)> |
which is a product two increasing and positive functions of s on (g, c0). The monotonicity
properties of s — k(s, ) follows fore > 0. O

Definition 3.3. For A\ € C, set i = i), Let hy, k asin Lemmal32) Fore,t € (0,00),
let w(e; A\, t) denote the unique solution s € (,00) to the equation k(s, ) = t following
LemmaB2land for t € (\1(u)?, o0), let w(0; \, t) denote the unique solution s € (0,00)
to the equation k(s,0) = t.

Remark 3.4. The condition k(s, ) = t is equivalent to

< s s—¢
3.7 —d _ = .
(3.7) /0 7 2 Mo A (w) .
The condition &(s,0) = ¢ is equivalent to
e 1 1
3.8 e =-.
(3.8) /o 7 5 2 W= (u) ;

and it can be rewritten as (3.4).

For pu € Prob(R,B) let fi denote the symmetrization of u. That is, i € Prob(R,B) is
given by
i(B) = 5(u(B) + u(=B)), (B €B).
Our next result shows that w(e; A, t) is the subordination of a symmetric probability mea-
sure with a semicircular distribution.

Proposition 3.5. Let (11 = [i4,—x1| and ji2 be the semicircular distribution with variance
t. Denote n = pq B po. Let w1, wo be subordination functions such that

(3.9) Fu(2) = Fay (wi(2)) = Fiy (w2(2))-

Then for any ¢ > 0, w(e; A\, t) is the imaginary part of w1 (i€). That is, w(e; A\, t) =
Swy (ig).
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Proof. We have wy(2) + wa(z) = z + F,(2). Notice that, by symmetry of i1, po and p,
we have

(3.10) Gu(is):/R ! dM(U):/Rid (u) = —ihy(e).

- %
€ —u €2 + u?

and similarly
(3.11) Gy, (ie) = —ihy, (€), G, (ic) = —ihy,(e).

Let Hi(z) = F},,(2) — z and Ha(z) = F,,(2) — 2. Then w; satisfy the following fixed
point equation
w1(2) = 24 Ha(z + Hy(w1(2))).
Since p2 is the semicircle distribution with variance ¢, its Cauchy transform satisfies
1
— +tG =
Guz (Z) + #2(2) 2

Hence Hs(z) = —tG,,,(2) and the fixed point equation reads
wi(z) — 2z = —tGp, (2 + Hi(wi(2))).

It is clear that w(ie) is pure imaginary. Set W1 () = Swi (i€). In particular, the fixed point
equation implies (by plugging z = i¢)

(3.12) iWi(e) —te = —tGy, (ie + Hi(iW1(¢)))
Note that G}, }(2) = 1+ tz. Using the relation G, (i) = —ihy, (€), then a simple
algebraic computaion simplifies (3.12) as
Wi(e) —e
i (W) = THEL 22

Hence, by Definition[3.3] we have w(e; A, t) = Wi (e) = Sw(ie).

We end this subsection with a regularity result of subordination functions.
Lemma 3.6. The function (¢,t) — w(e; A\, t) is real analytic in (0, 00) x (0, 00). Moreover,

{w(o;)\,t), for, te (M(w)?,00);

li sA ) =
1m '(U(E, 5 ) O7 for‘7 t < )\1(/14)27

e—0t
where 1 = [i5,—x and M (p)? = (f;° u%du(u))il. In addition, for t > A\ (u)? and
A = a + bi, the function (a,b) — w(0; \, t) is real analyric.
Proof. LetQ = {(s,e) € R?: 0 < e < s}. Consider the analytic function
F(s,e) = (k(s,e),e), (s,e) € Q.

By Lemma[32] F is one-to-one map of 2 onto (0,00) x (0,00). Moreover, its inverse
function F~1 : (0,00) x (0,00) — Q is given by

F7l(t,e) = (w(g; \, t),€), t,e>0.

We now calculate the Jacobian of F’ as

J(F)(s,e) = %k(s,s) >0

by (3.6). Hence, F~* is analytic on (0, 00) x (0, 00). Consequently, w(e; A, t) is analytic
on (0,00) x (0, 00).
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Fort € (Ay(p)?, 00) with yt = fuj5, |, since
0 0 s

—k(s5,0) = ——— >0,

2575 0) = 53 Ty (5)
where h, is defined in Lemma[3.2] It follows that F' is also analytic in some neighborhood
Up of (w(0; A\, t),0) and F has an analytic inverse F'~! in a neighborhood V; of F(s,0) =
(t,0). Now
(3.13) lim F(t,e) = F71(t,0) = (w(0; A\, t),0).

e—0t

Hence,

lim w(e; A t) = w(0; A, t).

e—0t
Moreover, the function w(0; A, ¢) is a real analytic function of (a, b) where A = a + bi.
Note that for fixed £ > 0, the map ¢ — w(e; A, t) is an increasing function of ¢. Hence,
if ¢ < A\;(p)?, then for any ¢ < A;(11)?, we have
limsupw(e; A\, t) < limsupw(e; A\, ") = w(0; A, ).

e—0t e—0t

But ¢’ — w(0; A, ') is a bijection of (A1 (12)?, 00) onto (0, 00). It then follows that
lim w(e; A\, t) =0

e—0t

whenever t < \;(p)?. O

3.2. The operator-valued subordination functions. Let y = g; , be a twisted elliptic
operator in (M, ¢) and let 9 € M be a random variable that is x-free from y. We recall
that

axtona =[] k)

and
Ix+v,11(A€)  gx+vi2(A€)
G O(\¢)) = ’ ’ .
x+v(B(A.)) [QX-',—Y,ZI()M €) gx+4v,22(X\e)
The main result in this section is the following.

Theorem 3.7. Lety = g, € M and xq be a random variable that is free from y. For any
e > 0and \ € C, using notations in G.1) and .2, let w(e; N\, t) be the unique solution
of w for the equation with parameters ¢, (see Definition[3.3)

w—¢ & 1 -1
——d|y — =t
w (/0 w? 4 u? Hizo A|(U)>
and

(3.14) z=A+7- (b(()\ —20)" (A = 20) (A — z0)* + w(g; A, t)2)_1)
Then Q1 (O(z,¢€)) = O(N\, w(e; A\, t)). That is

o )P L)

Moreover, the subordination equation Gx 1y (0(z,¢)) = Gx(Q21(0(z,¢))) is equivalent
to

(3.16) gx+v11(2,¢) = gx11(A w(e; b)), gx+v,12(2,€) = gx,12(\, w(e; A, 1)),
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Proof. The only nonzero free cumulants of {y, y*} are
ply,y") =6y y) =t wlyy) =7 w5y =7
J

0 is an operator-valued semicircular element whose R-transform

The operator Y = [y()*

is explicitly given by
Ry (b) = E(YbY), b e My(C).

ailr a2
Hence, for b = s
az1  a22 |

Ry |01 @12) _ ank(y,y*) ank(y,y) |  |at a2y
Y - * * * - — .
a1 a2 ak(y*,y*) anky”,y) a12y  ant

In particular, for any ¢ > 0 and z € C, we have
- e z|  |iet Zy
By (6(2,¢)) = Ry [E is} - Lﬁ ist} ’

Since X, Y are free with amalgamation in the operator-valued W *-probability space
(M3(M), E, M>(C)), we have

Rx+y(b) = Rx(b) + Ry(b).
Hence
Gy (0) = GV () + Ry (b):

By replacing b with Gx v (/3), we obtain a formula for the subordination function

(3.17) u(8) = G5V (Gx1v(8) = B— Ry (Gx4v (B))
for 3 in a neighborhood of infinity. Hence, for and z € C and ¢ large, we have
(3.18) 021(6(z,2)) = O(z,¢e) — Ry (Gx+v(O(z,¢))).

We will show that (3.I8) holds for any z = A + 7 - gx.12(\, w(¢)) with A € C and
€ > 0. Indeed, recall that

Ger (O _ [9x+v(z8)  gxivaa(ze)
x+v(6(z€)) [9X+Y,21(275) gx+v22(z,¢€)

holds for any z € C and ¢ > 0. Hence,

t-gxiv2a(2,€) '7'9X+Y21(275)}
Ry (G © = |_ ’ ’ ,
v(Gx+v (6(2,€)) [7 “gxtvaz(z,6)  t-gxivi(z,e)

where we reminder the reader that
9x+v,11(2,€) = gx1v,22(2,€), gx+vi12(2,€) = gx1v.21(2,€).
Therefore, we can rewrite (3.18) as

0(O(z ) = |t oxevaa(z8) 27 gxsvai(ze)
1 ) 2_7'9X+Y,12(278) iE—t'gX+Y,ll(27‘€) '

Denote
(3.19) g0 = €+ il - gxyv,22(2,€),
and

(3.20) A=2z—7 gx+v21(z¢€).
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Then
. - iio A
G (02 =00z = [F 2]
Hence, the Cauchy transform of X at Q4 (©(z,¢)) is given by
- Ago)  gx,12(A o)
Gx(Q1(© =E[((0 _x) 1) = [xnheo) ox, .
X0 (0(:,6)) = B0 (O(:.2)) - X) 1] = [#X1h o) gzt

On the other hand, we have

9X+Y11(Z=€) 9X+Y12(275)}
G 6 — B B .
x+v(9(z¢€)) Lixw,zl(za €) gx+v22(z,¢€)

Therefore the subordination relation Gx 1y (©(z,¢)) = Gx (21(0(z,€))) is equivalent to
(3.22) gx+vi1(2z,€) = gx11(A\eo0),  gxiviaz(z,€) = gx,12(\ o)

where €, ), gq, 2 satisfy the relation (3.19) and (3.20).
We reminder the reader that

gx,11(A €0) = gx,22(A, €0), gx,12(X €0) = gx,21(A, €0)-
Now the relation (3.19) can be rewritten as
€0 = € +itgx,22(A, €0)

which is equivalent to

co=¢c+t-g9d (((A—xo)*()\ — x0) +€%)_1) .

This can be further rewritten as

[e%s} —1
€9 —€ 1
———d _ =1
= (/O Tz Wieo >\|(U)>

Hence, 9 = w(e; A, t) is the unique solution to the above equation following Definition
3.3]

We argue that (318) or equivalently (3221) holds for any £ > 0 and A € C. For any
A € Cand € > 0, we choose eg = w(e; A, t) and, following (3.20) we let

z2=A+7-gx21(A\eo) =A+7- ¢(()\ —330)*((/\—170)()\ —x9)" +5(2J)1>-

Then, the above calculation shows that (3.18) holds if € is large. Notice that Ry (G x 1y (b))
is an analytic function defined on H™(M>(C)). Hence (3I8) and (B321) hold for any
A € C, and € > 0 by analytic continuation provided that they satisfy (3.19) and (320).
Consequently, (3.22) holds for any A € C, and & > 0. This finishes the proof. O

3.3. The coupling Fuglede-Kadision determinants. To help us remember entries of the
Cauchy transform as in (Z.10) are derivatives, we introduce the following notation.

Notation 3.8. Foranyt > 0, let ¢; be a circular operator with variance t. For v € C such
that |y| < t, denote by y = g4 ~ the twisted elliptic operator with parameters t,~. For any
x e M, A€ Cande > 0, we have

S(x, N\ e) =log A((z — A\1)*(z — A1) 4+ £%1)
=log A((x — A1)(z — A\1)* +£?1),  £>0.
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It is convenient to introduce the following notations
08
P "(€) = 3 (@0 + i, Ave)

= —gb |:(1170 —+ Ct — )\].)>k ((IO —+ Ct — )\1)(.@0 —+ Ct — Al)* + 521)71]

POVE) = g +y,7,2)

=—¢ [(a:o +y— zl)*((:z:o +y—z1)(zo+y—21)"+ 821)71}

p(AO)(E) = gi (xo, A\, e) = —¢ {(xo — AL)*((wo — A1)(zo — AL)* + 521)_1}
108

2 0e

@I = 35

¢\ = ;gs(wo, : )_sqs[((xo—n)*(xo—A1)+g21)‘1}

We also set

) a8 98 oS
px’(t)(g) = ﬁ($0+ct,A,€), pz’( 7’Y)( ) - az (I0+yazaa)a pg\O)( ) __(IO’A7E)'

DN = === (x0 4+ ¢c1,\e) =€ {((xo +c— A1) (zo+ ¢ — A1) + 821)_1}

(xo +y, A\ €) = [((:vo +y—AD)"(xzo+y— A1)+ 521)_1}

We note that
c c ,(t, 0 0
@) =05, Ve =pE "), 1) =),
and the Cauchy transform can be written as
—ig" () Py ()

(3.23) Gxiv(O(\e) =E[(O\e) - X —V) '] = S e ()
b e

Corollary 3.9. The subordination relation (3.16)) is equivalent to

0 c 0 0
324) i, () = g2tV (z) = g0, P (w(e)) =2 (e) = p\ (w(e)).
where w(e) = w(e; A\, t).

Proof. We note that ¢; = g¢ 9. Then (314) reads z = X if v = 0. The result follows from
(3.16) and 3.23). O

The following proof was inspired by the proof of [25, Lemma 4.14].

Lemma 3.10. Lety = g; , and xo be a random variable free from y. For any A € C and
(e,t) € (0,00) x (0,00), we have the coupling Fugulede-Kadison determinant formula

A((zo +y — 21)* (o + y — 21)) + 1) = A((zo — A1)*(zg — A1) + w(e)?1)
(3.25) X exp Mv - (py) (w(e)))2> - M]

where 2 = X+ - p( )( (€)) and w(e) = w(e; A\, t) is defined in Definition[3.3]

Proof. Fix A € C, then w(e) = w(e; A, t) and p(o)( (¢)) are then completely determined
by . We denote

1
(3.26) Hypty—z(e) = 5 log A((zo +y — 21)*(zo +y — 21) + £°1)
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and
H,,_x(e) = % log A((zg — AL)*(z0 — AL) +£°1).
We have .
Hyo—a(e) = %/0 log(u® + £%)dpjzy— 1| (w).
Hence
(3.27) lim (Hy,—a(g) —loge) = E lim log (1 + u_j) dt)zo—r1)(u) = 0.
e—00 2 e—o0 €

Observe that lim._, (w(e) — &) = 0. Consequently, lim._, o, pg\o) (w(e)) = 0. Hence

: o (0) —
lim z = slggo()\ +tpy (w(e)) = A

E—> OO

and by a similar estimation as (3.27)

lim (Hyy4y—2(c) —loge) =0

E—0OQ
Recall that z = X + .pg\o) (w(e)) and pg\o) (w(e)) = p/(zm)(a), we have
2z =X+ pV(e).

Therefore,

d
d_EHwo-i-y—z (e)

1d
—Ed—ES(.’IJQ + y,Z,E)

1 d d
—g(t) Rl PV (% PRSI (2% ~ M (o) L)
)+ 5 (798P 7 VO Ll V) )
g% 0+ 2 (7 P W)L pO (w(e)) + 7 O (w(e)) L p (w(e))
—qw(s) D) Y Py dap’\ v pX d&‘px
and
d
d_EHﬂCo—)\(E) = qéo)()\)'
Recall that (see Definition[3.3]and Remark[3.4)
w(e) —e (0)
f = qw(s)()‘)
We then have
15
€0
0 d 0 d
= 5 qw(u)()\)@w(u)du—k . qw(u)()\)@(u—w(u))du

19
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and

o [ 0wt (oo ) 7 [0 wtw) (ol )

Y
:% ((pg\O)(w(a)))2 - (p&o)(w(ao))2> + g((p(f)( (5))2 _ (ng) (’LU(E()))2>
Hence, there exists a constant C' such that

Hyoty—2(€) = Hyo—n(w(e))

+ i (”y O () + 7 (Y (w(e)? — 2t (4, (A>>2> +C.

Observe that lim._, (w(e) — ) = 0. Consequently, lim._, oo pg\o) (w(e)) = 0. Hence

lim z = hm ()\—i—tp(o)( (e)) =X

E— OO

and by a similar estimation as (3.27))
lim (Hyyqy—2(c) —loge) =0

E— 0O
Moreover,
lim q( ) (A =0.

e—oo ‘w(e)

We conclude that C' must be zero. Therefore,
exp(2Hz4y—2(€)) = exp(2Hz, - (w(e)))

1 _
<exp 5 (1 00 WEP + 7 60w — 20 (9,002
Finally, replace qg)()g) (\) by (8) <. The result follows by recalling (3.26). O

Theorem 3.11. Let y = g¢,, and xo be a random variable free from x. For A € C, set |1 =
zo—nr| and let w(0; A, t) be as in Definition3.3 If ¢ [((:170 — A1) (2o — )\1))71] > %,
then w(0; A\, t) € (0, 00) and

A((zo+y — 21)* (w0 + y — 21))) = A((mo — AL)* (o — AL) + w(0; A, t)*1)

w(0: 2
029 x5 (v OV @ON0) +7- 6w 0 - 2HERTN],

where z = X+ - p(o)( (0; A\, 1)).

Proof. By Lemma[3.6, we know that w(0; A\, t) > 0. The Fuglede-Kadison determinant
is continuous in norm topology in the set of convertible element. The result follows from
Lemmal3.10/by letting ¢ tend to zero. O

Theorem 3.12. For A € C, set j1 = puj5,,— x| and let w(0; A, t) be as in Definition[3.3]
() If 6 [((IO AL (a0 — Al))’l} > L then
Azo+ e — /\1)2 = A((zo — A1)*(zo — A1) + w(0; A, )°1)
(329) o - 020

t
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where w(0; \, t) is defined in Definition[3.3] which reads
1

(3.30) P [((xo ¥ (z0 — A1) + w(0; A, t)ﬁ)’l} = <.
Q) Ifé [((IO 1) (0 — /\1))71} <L then
A(IO + ¢ — )\1) = A(xo - /\1)

Proof. The circular operator ¢; corresponds to v = 0 for a twisted elliptic operator. Hence
the first part follows from Theorem 3111 For the second part, note that

¢ [((:co — A1) (2o — Al))‘l} < % = M(p)?>t

and
Az +ci —A1)? = lir(x)l+ A((zo + ct — A1)*(wo + ¢ — A1) +£°1).
E—

By Lemma[3.6, we know if ¢ [((:1:0 —A1)*(zo — )\1))71} < 1 thenlim. o+ w(g; A, 1) =
0. Hence by (3.23), we have
Azo + ¢ — A1) = lim A((zo +¢; — AL)*(z0 + ¢; — A1) +£°1)

e—0t

e—0+ t

= lim A((zg — A1)*(zo — A1) + w(e)?1) x exp [—M}
= A(zo — A\1)?
provided that ¢ [((:1:0 — AL)*(z — A1) 71} < 1. Moreover, the condition (3:30) follows
from @B.8) for p1 = f1)5— |- O
Corollary 3.13. If ¢ [((xo — A1) (20 — )\1))_1} > 1 then
Ao+ ey = 71)* = Alwo + e = M) exp [R( (4 (w(0: 1,£)))?)]
where z = X+ - p&o) (w(0; A\, 1)).

4. THE BROWN MEASURE OF THE ADDITION WITH AN ELLIPTIC OPERATOR

We study the Brown measure of x +¢; and xo + g;,,. We show that the Brown measure
of xg+c; can be expressed as a formula using subordination function w(e; A, t) under some
mild assumptions. We then show that there is a natural map @, , defined as

@.1) O (N) = A+ pP(w(0;01),  AeC

where
P (w(0; A\, 1)) = —¢ | (0 — A1)* (2o — A1) (2o — A1)* +w(0; A, £)*1)

such that the gradient of log A(z + ¢, — AL) at X is connected with the gradient of
log A(zo + gty — 2) at z = @ (N). If O, - is one-to-one and non-singular within the
support of the Brown measure of xo + ¢;, then the Brown measure of x¢ + g; ~ is the
push-forward of the Brown measure of z( + ¢; under the map ®; .
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4.1. The gradient functions.

Notation 4.1. We denote

4.2) =, = {/\ Lo [((:co — A1) (w0 — /\1))_1} > %} .

Following Definition 3.3 and Lemma3.4 for given A\ € C and t € (0,00), if A € Z¢, we
let w(0; A\, t) > 0 be such that

8 [ (o = 1) (@0 = 1) + w07 0%1) ] = 11

and if ¢ [((:co —A1)*(zo — )\1))71] < 1, set w(0; A\, t) = 0. Moreover, set

@) 1) =R (407 w:.0) )
for \ € Z.
Proposition 4.2. The set =, is open for any t > 0.

Proof. For any € > 0, denote the function f. of A by
F0) =6 [((xo —A1)*(z0 — A1) + 51)‘1} .

For any ¢ > 0, the function f.(\) is a continuous function of \. Observe that fj is the
limit of the increasing sequence of f., hence it is lower semi-continuous. The set =; can
be rewritten as =, = {\ : fo(A\) > 1/¢} and therefore =, is open for any ¢ > 0. O

Lemma 4.3. Foranyt > 0. The function A — S(zo + ¢, A, 0) is a real analytic function
for \ € =, and we have

5 (0) = pf (w(05 A, 1)),
Proof. By Corollary 3.9 we have
57 (e) = p\ (w(e A, 1),

Recall that, by Lemma 3.6 for A € Z;, lim.ow(e; A, t) = w(0; A\, t) € (0,00). The
result then follows by letting € tend to zero. O

To move forward, we need the following assumption on the map ®; . We will show
that the condition is satisfied by a large family of operators.

Condition A. Foranyt > 0, v € C such that |]\| < t, and \ € Z;. Let ¢; be a circular
operator with variance t and let g; , be an elliptic operator as in Section[2.4 Let x( be
a random variable that is free from {c;, g~} The map X\ — @, (\) is one-to-one and
nonsingular at all A € =, where

B0 (N) = A+ P (w(0; A, 1))
and w(0; A\, t) is determined by

(i — X1 (0 — A1) + 0030, 1) ) = .
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For @ € M, A € C, set @) = @ — A\1. We remind the reader that

La.e() = 55(Q.A€) = 30(10g((Q = M)(Q — A1) +°1)

and Lg(X) = Lg,o(A). Fore > 0,if (A1, A2) — Lg () is differentiable at A = A\ 43,
we record that the gradient of L . is given by

9 LoV = —ROQLUQQ +£21) 7)),

(4.4 o

0
4.5) 8—)\2LQ,E( ) = S(B(QXQAQ5 +£°1)71)),
where Ay = R(A), Ay = S(A). That is,

1] 0 0
5LQ,8(A) =3 |:8—)\1LQ)8()\) ™ LQ&(/\)} :

We then denote the derivative with respect to real variables A\, A2 as

s = 2008 (04 0) =2 (5 Leae V)

- (steon)

e=w(0;\,t)

e=w(0;\,t)

and
0
s = =230 w0 00) = 2 (L V)
e=w(0;\,t)
0
= — —S(IO,)\,E)) .
<5/\2 e=w(0;\,8)

That is

P00, 1)) = 5 (or, — ipr,)

For v = 71 + @72, then ®; ., can be written as
By (A) = A+ 05 (w(0; A, 1))
. 1 . .
(4.6) = (A1 +id2) + 5 (7 +972)(Pay — ipa,)
1 , 1
= ()\1 + 5(71]9,\1 + 72]9,\2)> +1i ()\2 + 5(72]?,\1 - 711?,\2)> :

Hence, the Jacobian of the map ®; - in coordinates (A1, A\2) is given by

4.7
1+ 1 b2y + Opr, 9px, + Opxry
. - 2 \Max T 29N 3 (M e
Jacobian(®, ) (\) = f -~ Oy 9, e
(72 oy 1an, ) 1+ 3 (72 ora 1, )

Lemmad.4. Givent > 0,y € Csuchthat |\ < t, and A € =, assume that Jacobian(®; ~)(\) #
0, then the function z — S(xo+gt,, 2, 0) is a real analytic function of z in a neighborhood
of z € @y, (E¢). Moreover, we have

.8) p2E0(0) =p50(0), P27 (0) = p2 (),
where z = Oy ().
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In particular, under Condition A, the functions z — S(xo + gt.~, 2, 0) is a real analytic
function of z for z € ®; (=), and the identities E8) hold for any \ € =,.

Proof. From Corollary 3.13] (by comparing Theorem 3.12] with Theorem B.11), we see
that, for any A € =,
4.9)
Al(mo+y—2)"(xo+y—2)) = A(z0 + ¢t — AL)* (20 + ¢; — AL))) exp (H(N)),
where z = @, () and H(\) was defined as (4.3). That is,
S(xo+y,2,0) = S(xo+ ¢, A\, 0) + H(N).

Note that both sides of the above equation are real differentiable functions in =;. Put

Py = pg‘”w(o; A, t). Take the derivative %, we obtain

dS(xo +vy,2,0) a0 (ty) a@tﬂ()\) 9,(t,y) 6q)t77(/\)

Opx Opx
=5 000) (14992 ) + 200 0) (752,

and 250 eA0) P (0), and

8H()\) - 8[))\ 8px
Ton vy T
Hence,

Ip (&, _Orx Opr  _  Opx
p2(0) <1+7 a/\A> +p27(0) (76—;) =05 (0) 47 pa g HT xR
By using py = pi’(t) (0) in Lemma3] we can then rewrite the above identity as

opx | _Opx
4.10 9 (0) - psP(0)) (14722 X —o.
(4.10) (p270) =5 0) (14955 +752

We shall show that (Z10) implies that
P2 ®0(0) =5 0) = 0

Indeed, put p2 7 (0) — py "(0) = ¢+ id, by using @B), a simple algebraic computation
yields that the identity (&.10) is equivalent to

[c d] -M =0
where M is the matrix
) ) ) )
Ly (B rn2) (T e
(4.11) M= 1 Opry 2% 1 Iprgy Opxy
Tax — 7279x - "‘5 T1axs — 71279,

If Jacobian(®; ) (A) # 0, then the map P - is non-singular in neighborhood of A. Hence,
det(M) = (—1)Jacobian(®; (X)) # 0.
We then conclude that ¢ = d = 0. That is,
p2*7(0) = p3(0) = 0.
Therefore,
27 (0) = pg " 0) = 0
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as well. Under Condition A, the map ®, ., is non-singular at any A € =;. The the above
argument works for any A € =;. This concludes the statement. O

Remark 4.5. 1t is interesting to compare Lemma .4 with Lemma[d£3] Choose z = \ +

P’ (w(e; A, t)). Tf the map ®; -, associated with z is singular, it turns out lim,_,+ p? "7 (¢)

has a limit that depends on . Hence, the condition in Lemma[4.4]is necessary. See Exam-

ple5.16

4.2. The addition with a circular operator. The following result generalizes [32, Theo-
rem 3.10] where it assumed that x¢ is selfadjoint.

Theorem 4.6. The Brown measure is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue mea-
sure in the open set Zy. The density of the Brown measure at \ € =, is given by

4.12) % (% - a% (¢(x;;((x0 AL (o — M) + w(O;)\,t)21)—1)>)

where w = w(0; \, t) is determined by
1
(o = A1) (w0 = A1) +w(0;1,6)"1) 1) = —.

It can also be expressed as
1 <|¢<<A1 — w) ()
™ P((h=1)?)
where h = h(\, w(0; A\, t)) and k = k(X\, w(0; \, t)) for

(4.13)

+ w(0; A\, t)2¢(h1k1)>

h(\,w) = (A1 — 20)* (A1 — 20) + w?

and
E(\,w) = (A1 — 20) (A1 — z0)* + w?.

In particular, the density of the Brown measure of xo + ¢ is strictly positive in the set Z.
Proof. For \ € Z;, we have ¢ [((xo — AL)*(zg — /\))_1} > 1. We have
A((wo + ¢t — A1) (o + ¢; — AL))
= A((zo — A1)*(zo — A1) + w(0; A, 1)*1) - exp {—t(qi?()o;)\)t)()\))ﬂ

by Theorem[3.12 In addition, w(0; A\, t) € (0,00) and (a, b) — w(0; A\, t) for A\ = a + bi
is real analytic by Lemma[3.6] Hence, A — log A(zg + ¢; — A1) is real analytic. We put
g(\) =log A((zo + ¢ — AL)*(z + ¢; — AL))
The Brown measure can be calculated as
1 02
= —— A).
oot

where the Laplacian can be calculated in the usual sense.
Then Lemma[d3]is equivalent to

0 . 0h
agm_aﬁ(h 5)

d/LﬂCOJrCt ()\)
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where % = (A1 — z)*. We can continue to take the derivative directly

92 9 _,0h
o o’ (h lﬁ)
- %¢((A1 — 20)*((wo — AL)* (o — AL) + w(0; A, ¢)?1) 1)
= %gf)(% — (x5 ((mo — AL)*(z0 — AL) + w(0; A, t)21)1)>

o~ | =

<¢(x3((x0 — A1) (xg — A1) + w(0; /\,t)21)1)>.
Then the first formula @.12)) is established.

We adapt the calculation in [23, Lemma 2.8] to get another form of the density formula.
By [27, Lemma 3.2], since g(\) is a real analytic function of \, we have

o2 P oh
— A = —= hil—
VAR 8A¢( m)

oh ow oh 02h
4.14 =¢(-nt{=+2 —_>h1—+h1 — )
19 ¢< <8/\ o B\ NN
oh. . oh 82h ow [ 0h
B O R R ALy SR >—2 ow <— B! 2)
¢< o ox 7o) “ s\t
and
Oh _ 0hAw) _\y
B
and
2
NN OX

We now apply the identity z(z*z + 1)~ = (z2* + 1) 'z to x = A1 — zp and
e = w?, we find that

oh. _,0h  O°h
—ht e =1 —g(afr +w?l) T
O\ OX  ONOX ( )
=1— (zz* +w?1) toz*
= w?(zz* +w?1)™!
=w?k™ L
Now, w(0; A, t) is determined by (see Remark [3.4)
1
(o — A1)* (20 — A1) + w(0; N, £)*1) ) = -

which can be rewritten as
_ 1
p(h™") = 3

Take implicit differentiation % and apply again Lemma 3.2], we then obtain

oh ow
h;il i 2 et h71 — O
¢< <6A+ w@A) > /
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where % = A1 — x. This implies

By the tracial property, we observe that

o (Ze0?) =0 (Gron2)

We therefore can continue to simplify @.14) as

92 oh. . oh 9%h ow [ Oh
R ) i ()
P ONAR ¢( o oA o) "l et

= w2p(h~ k1) + ‘¢(6_§(h_1)2)’2

g
o((h=1)?)
2
2 —1/27.—15—1/2 |¢ ((/\1 - IO)(hfl)Q)}
=w*p(h™/“k™h™ /%) + (D7) >0
for any A € =Z;. This finishes the proof. (]

4.3. A general result on the support of the Brown measure. Theorem 4.6 does not tell
us the Brown measure of xg + ¢; outside the open set =;. We will show that the Brown
measure of xy + ¢; is supported in the closure of =;.

Lemma 4.7. The Brown measures of xo and xo + ¢; coincide in the complement of the
closure =;. That is

Hzo|(§)c = Nmo+ct|(§)C'
In particular, fizo+c,(Z¢) = 1 if and only if ji., (=) = 1.
Proof. For XA € (Z;)¢, by Theorem[3.12] we have
log A(zg — A1) =log A(zg + ¢t — A1).
Hence,

o1z = i (2) = [ 10812 = Ndsy e, (2)

for any A\ € (Z;)°. Then two Brown measures coincide in the open set (Z;)¢ due to the
Unicity Theorem of logarithmic potential (see [38] Theorem 2.1 in Chapter I1]). (]

We are grateful to Hari Bercovici for providing us a proof of the following result which
is a refinement of an argument in [24] Proposition 4.6].

Lemma 4.8. Let 1 be a finite Borel measure on C. Define I : C — (0, 00] by

I(/\):/cﬁdu@).

Then I(\) is infinite almost everywhere relative to pu.

Proof. 1f it is not true, by restricting to a bounded subset of C where I()) is bounded if
necessary, we may assume that /(\) is finite almost everywhere relative to p and supp(u)
is contained in the ball D(0, ) centered at the origin with radius . We may further assume
that there exists C' > 0 such that

IN)<C, VYreC.
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Fix any A € supp(u), for any § > 0 there exists € = £(\) € (0, 1) such that

1
/HKE gz <0

by continuity of the integration. Hence
#(D(A,€)) < e

where D(, ¢) is the disc centered at A with radius e. The Vitali covering lemma tells us
there is a countable family of discs (D()\;, €;))52, that are pairwise disjoint, such that

o0

supp(p) C |J (- D(Ni&4)) -
i=1

By choosing larger r if needed, we may choose ¢; so that 5 - D(\;, ;) C D(0,7). Hence,
wu(C) < 5525? < 5612
i=1
Note that 7 can be chosen to be independent of § since p is compactly supported. This

implies that . is zero measure and we conclude that 7(\) is infinite almost everywhere
relative to . O

The following result provides a new characterization of the support of the Brown mea-
sure of an arbitrary operator. The result also improves [30, Theorem 1.2] where a condition
of local boundedness of (7" — A1) ! in L*-norm is required.

Theorem 4.9. Let A € Cand T € M. If 7(|T — \|72) < oo, then
1
—=d <7(|T = A7%).
| i) < 7T =N

If7(|T — A\|72) < L in some neighborhood of Xy for some L > 0, then \g & supp(pir).

Proof. Observe that for any ¢ € (0, 1), we have 2logt > —t%. Hence,
1 14
2/ log tdpyr—»((t) > —/ t—gdu\T—M(t)
0 0

>~ 1
> —/ t—2dﬂ|T—,\\(t)
0
= —7(|T =\ 7?) > —o0.

By [25] Proposition 2.16], the operator 7' — X has an inverse (7' — \)~! that is possibly
unbounded operator affiliated with M and the Brown measure fi(7_y)-1 of (T — N7t
can be defined. Moreover, pi(7_x)-1 is the push-forward measure of p via the map 2 —
(2 — A\)~L. Hence, by Theorem 2.19], we obtain

(4.15)

1 _ _
| msmdnno) = [ Pduersya () < 1T =27 = (T = X2,
clz | C

If 7(|]T — A|72) < L in some neighborhood of A\q for some L > 0. It then follows by
Lemmald8]that 7 (U) = 0 thanks to (4.13). Hence, Ao ¢ supp(pr). O

Theorem 4.10. For any xo *-free from c;, the Brown measure [ig,+c, of o + ¢t is sup-
ported in the closure =,.
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Proof. For any \g € (Z;)°, there is some neighborhood U of Ay such that 7(Jzg —
A1|72) < 1/t for A € U. By Theorem 9] p1,,(U) = 0. Hence, p,((Z4)¢) = 0.
By Lemma[£7] the Brown measure of x¢ + ¢; coincides with the Brown measure of
within the open set (Z;)¢. Hence, jizy+c, ((Z¢)¢) = 0 and thus the Brown measure is
supported in the closure Z;, thanks to Theorem .6l (]

Remark 4.11. Tt is known [32] that all selfadjoint operators x( satisfy the condition that
Haote, (O(Z¢)) = 0 (see Proposition and Section 53] for a review). We expect that
this condition is satisfied provided that the boundary set 9(Z;) is smooth enough.

4.4. Addition with an elliptic operator. We now turn to study the Brown measure of
2o + gt,~- We first establish a useful formula for the Brown measure. Let p1g be the Brown
measure of an operator () in the tracial W*-probability space (M, ¢). Denote Q) = Q — A,
and recall that

Lo(V) =logA(Q = A1), and  Lge()) =log A((QRQx +¢%)'/)
for A € C and ¢ > 0. The following result can be obtained using the same argument as in
(1l Lemma 4.2]. For reader’s convenience, we include a proof.
Lemma 4.12. Let I' be a simply connected domain in the support of uq with piecewise
smooth boundary. If 1 (0T") = 0, then,

) 1 O0Lg .« O0Lg .« 1 / 0Lg .«
I'N = lim — — —d\ —d\ lim — d
oll) = i 5 [ T+ i = i oo [ SR

where \1 = R\, Ay = S\, and 1 is the outer normal vector field of OT.
If L is real analytic in a neighborhood of T, then

1 aLg 0Ly 1 [ dLg
N=_— [ -£9 Ao = — ds.
o) = o /i9F R Wl M

Proof. For e > 0, it is known that V2LQ78 > 0 and for each £ > 0, the measure

1
Lo = %VQLQ,E()\)d/\ld/\g

is a probability measure on C. Moreover, lim,_,q+ uQ ¢ = g in the weak™ topology on
probability measures on C. Hence for all 0 € C,(C), we have

lim / Wduge = / big.
e—0t

Let (¢, )52, be an increasing sequence of C (C)-functions with 0 < 4),, < 1foralln € N
that converges to the characteristic function 1. It follows that

o) = lim 1/)nduQ = hm (hm /1/)nduQ 5)

n—00 e—0+

< lim <1iminf/1RduQ75) :limigqu,g(F)-

n—o0o e—0t

Similarly, by choosing a decreasing sequence (),,)52; of Co(C)-functions with 0 < 7, <
1 that converges to 1, we deduce that

1 (T) > limsup pug < (T).
e—0+
Consequently, if /1o (0T") = 0, then
limsup g« (T) < pg(l) < liminf pg (),
e—0+ i

e—0+
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and therefore pg(T") = lim, o+ pg .- (T).
The probability measure can be rewritten as, by applying Green’s theorem,

L[ (0Loe(N)  9Lo.()
() = — = =) gnd
Hoel) =57 R< o2z T an ) Ardhz
1 OLo..(N) OLo..(N)
I . DEIGIE ’
or Jor " ode T TN
1 3LQ75

S ds.
2T or 5ﬁ .

dXa

The above application of Green’s theorem is valid by replacing j1¢ .., Lo, with 11 and
L provided that L, is real analytic in a neighborhood of I". This finishes the proof. [J

Proposition 4.13. Let I C =, be a simply connected domain in the set =; with piecewise
smooth boundary such that I' C Z;. Then,

1 oL oL
" . 1—\ — _ zo+cCt dA zo+cCt dA
/’L o+ t( ) 27T ‘/61" 8)\2 1 + a)\l 2

where Ly 1c,(N) =log A(zg + ¢ — AL).

Proof. Note that for any A € =, we have w(0; A, t) € (0, 00) by TheoremB.6and L, .,
is differentiable with derivative
. 0 0 et
51_1)%1+ a—/\leoJrCt-,s()‘) = a—/\leoJrCt(/\) = %(px (0))

due to Theorem[3.12] (see also Lemmald4). Similarly,

) 0 0 c
B —— Lo te,c(A) = 2 Lagie,(A) = Sp2(0))

L
e—0T O Oy A
Now, the result follows by taking the limit as ¢ tends to zero for the formula in Lemma
O

Proposition 4.14. Under Condition A, letT' C ®y (=) be a simply connected domain in
the set ®; - (E¢) with piecewise smooth boundary such thatT' C ®; (Z;). Then,

1 DLy )
. 1—\ - _ 0T Jt,v d 0T Jt,y d
:u’ 0+gt,'y( ) 27T ‘/8F 822 21 + 82’1 227

where Ly g, (2) =log A(xo + g — 2).
Proof. The proof is identical to the proof for Proposition[£.13] thanks to Lemma[Z4l O

Proposition 4.15. Under Condition A, let @;,i(z) =X = A+l forz € O, (E).
Then the Brown measure of o + g~ is absolutely continuous at @, ~(Z;), and if v # 0,
the density is given by

(4.16)

1 (0*Lyyt,., L [(Ox 0N\ . [ON O
d“m*gm—%(iawazl )dm—%[(a—@‘a—zl)“(a—ﬁa—zlﬂ'

where z1 = 3(2), z2 = R(2).
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Proof. We recall that z = @, (X)) = A+ ~pE\0) (w(0; A\, 1)), and by Lemmald4]

PO (w(0; A, 1)) = p? = (0) = 05 (@0 + gt4,2,0)

0z
Hence
0S(x +g,;ZaO Z—A ! ‘.
(o 6; 5 ) = p2(E1(0) = S = ;(z — ‘1%;(2))-
Therefore,
625(1}0 +gtﬁ7270) 1 0
970> T2 (6_21 5_ Foh

- 1 O)\o i O\ 8/\2

822 21 (922 (921 '
The result then follows by recalling that Ly yg, ( ) =12 59 (:170 + gt,, A, 0) and converting
the complex derivative. O

Theorem 4.16. Under Condition A, in addition if fiy,+c,(0(Z¢)) = O, then the Brown
measure of xo + g ~ is the push-forward measure of the Brown measure of [+, under
the map X — O, ,(X). Let I' C E; be a simply connected domain in the set =, with
piecewise smooth boundary such thatT' C Z;. Then

4.17) Pazote, (I') = Hao+ge ((I)t-,'y(r)))-

Proof. Under Condition A, the domain ®; ., (I")) is a simply connected domain with piece-
wise smooth boundary. For A = A\ + i)y € E; and z = 21 + 22 € ®; (Z;), we denote
the vector fields
PO, d0) = REFV0), Q70 he) = =S5 (0));
and
PI(z1,2) = R(ZT(0),  QY(21,22) = =S (p2"7)(0)).
Recall that, for \ € =,
2= @50 = A+ 7 (w(0;0,1)),
and, by Lemmal£.4] we have

c OLgqtc, (A
PO (0 1, 1)) = 5 0(0) = Pzt o)

aLwo-an,w (2)
0z ’
. We note that

)
l aLIO"'Ct ()‘) _ iaLwo-‘rCt (/\)
2 o\ O0X2

where z = @ (A

p " (0) =

Hence, we have

) = P%(A1, A2) —iQ°(A\1, A\2).

OLyote, (A
PC()\laAQ) - Pg(2172'2) - #()7
and p
Lyote, (A
Q°(A\1,X2) = QY(21, 22) = #
2

Lety = 71 + 472, then we have
21 = A+ P(A1, A2) +72Q( M, A2);

4.18
(4.18) Zo = Ao + 72 P( A1, A2) — 11Q( A1, A2).
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Denote the differential form o in @4 (=) as

0L, 0L,
. 0+t~ dzy + 60+gt‘w dzg = —Q9dz1 + P9dzs.

4.1 =
( 9) @ 62’2 z1

Under Condition A, we can change variables from z to A, which really means that we pull
back the 1-form « by the map ®, . Letting 3 be the pulled-back form, and also using
formulas (.18) for z1, 22, we get

B =-QA\ + 7P +7Q°)
+ Ped(A2 + 72 P° —nQ°).
We can write this as
B =—Q%A\ + P°dla — 11 (P°dQ° 4+ Q°dP°) 4+ vo(P°dP° — Q°dQ°)

(420) c C c e 1 c\2 c\2
= —Q% N\ + P%dXy +d| — 11 P°Q +§72((P) —(Q)7)|-
Hence, by Proposition£.14]and the definition of 1-form «, 3, we have
1 OLyy s 0L+
. (I) F - _ 0 gt,‘vd 0 gt,vd
H o+gm( ty (1)) o s (1) 782'2 z1 + 782'1 29
1 1
= — o= — /3
27 Jos, () 2w Jor
1
= or —Q%(A1, A2)dA1 + P¢(Aq, A2)d)s
T Jor
1 8Lx0+c 8Lx +c
= — — 0P AN+ —2 AN
2 /(,;F 6/\2 1t 6/\1 2
= Hxotcy (F),
where we used (£.20) to deduce the fourth identity. O

5. ADDITION WITH A SELFADJOINT OPERATOR

The special case when x is selfadjoint has drawn much attention in previous work
28 [32]]. In this section, we apply our main result to generalize main results in those
work. The generalization can be viewed as the addition analogue of recent work
concerning free multiplicative Brownian motions.

5.1. Subordination functions. Let x( be selfadjoint and ;1 = pi4, be its spectral measure.
We first study the subordination function as in Definition[3.3]and Proposition[3.3 The set
= in Notation [4.]is expressed as

= = » 1 1
5.1 Ht_{)\_a+bl'/ﬂ§(u—a)2+b2dﬂ(u)>t}'

For A € =; (which is equivalent to ¢ > /\1(u)2), the condition subordination function
w(0; A\, t) is determined by the condition (3.8)), that can be rewritten as

! 1

Following Biane work [[10, Section 3] on the spectral measure of zo + g;, we set

Ut—{aeR:/Rﬁdu(u)>%},
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and define v; as follows
(5.3) ve(a) = inf {y >0:

We then set

Oy ={a+0bi:|b|>wva)}.
It follows that v;(a)? = b* + w(0; A\, )% with A = a + bi if A\ € Z; and vy(a) = 0 if
{a+1ib:be R}NE, = (. By regularity of w(0; \, ¢) in Lemma[3.6] we see that v; is a
continuous function (see [10]] for the original definition and Section 2.3] for a review).

Proposition 5.1. The subordination function w(0; \,t) as in Definition can be ex-
pressed as

(0:7,1) vi(a)? — b2, for A=a+bic Xy
WUs A L) = .
0, Jor A=a+0bi¢E,.

In particular, a — vi(a) is a continuous function defined on R, and is real analytic and
v(a) >0if{a+bi:beR}NE, # 0.
Moreover, we have
ENR=U;
and
Ei={a+ibeC: b <vla)}
and
Q= {a+bi:|b|>va)} = (Et)c.
Definition 5.2. Fort > 0 and v; as defined in (3.3), we set
5.4) Ui(a) =a +t/

r (a—u)? 4 v

a—u

and

a—u
5.5 hi(a) =1t du(u), a € R.
(5.5) +(a) /R(a—u)2+vt(a)2 pl(u)
The following result play a key role in the following discussion. It is taken from [10}
Lemma 5] and Theorem 3.14].

Proposition 5.3. The function a — :(a) is a homeomorphism of R onto R. Moreover; if
vi(a) > 0 or equivalently {a +ib : b € R} N =, # (), then

O < M < 2
da
Consequently, if vi(a) > 0, then
dh
(5.6) _1< e
da

The function v; can be used to give the following implicit formula of the density of the
spectral measure of xy + g; where g; is a semicircular with mean zero and variance t.

Proposition 5.4. [10, Corollary 3 and Proposition 3] The spectral measure of xo + g is
absolutely continuous and its density is given by
vi(a)

pt(Yi(a)) = o

Moreover, the support of  is contained in the closure of Uy. Consequently, supp(u)NZ; =

0.
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Finally, we need the following useful result taken from [10].

Lemma 5.5. [10, Lemma 3] The Cauchy transform of G, has a continuous extension to
Qq which is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant < 1/t, and one has
1 1

G,(2))? < | ——du(u) < =

GuP < | —dutu) < 5
for z € Q.
5.2. The push-forward map. Let z( be a selfadjoint operator and y1 = p14, be its spectral
measure. We study the map @, - as defined in Section @ We note that when v = ¢, the
operator g; -, is a semicircular operator g; with mean zero and variance ¢ and the Brown
measure of g+ g, is just the spectral measure of zo + g; that is reviewed in Subsection3.1]
Hence, we will assume that vy # ¢ throughout this section. Let 7 = ¢ —~y and 7 = 71 4 i7o.

Since |y| < t, we see that 71 > 0if v # ¢.
Using notations in Subsection[3.1] we have

NX—u
@ —
tv(A) )‘4'7/]R (u—a)2+ b2+ w(0; A\t

and, if A € Z; then ®; - (\) can be rewritten as
A—u
by =ri |
tﬁY( ) Y R(u—a)z—i—vt(a)
Proposition 5.6. For any |y| <t and vy # t, we have

_z ;7b =,
q>t,7<x>:{wt<a> thi()+i%,  for A€y

s dp(u), A€ Ey.

A+ G () Sor A=,
Proof. We rewrite ®; - (\) as

A—u
Dy (A) = Pee(N) — T/]R (u— a)? + b2 +w(0; \, t

and if A\ € Z;, we can further rewrite it as

)Qdu(U);

A—u

Dy (N) =Dy (N) — d
ty(A) tt(A) T/R (4= a)? + vy(a)? fu(u)
T .Tb -
= (I)t,t()\) — ?ht((l) + 277 AE =t

where we used (5.2) and the definition of h; in (3.3). If A\ € =, we have

A—u
) — A+t
(A = A+ /R (u—a)? 4 b2 4+ w(0; A, t)

o+ (-1 | e ) = )

where we used (5.2) and the definition of ¢ in (S.4). This proves the case when \ € Z;.
Recall that (Et)c = O and supp(p) C U; C Z; (recall Proposition[5.4). When \ ¢ Z;,
then w(0; A\, t) = 0. Hence, when A\ = a + bi ¢ =4,

By ) = Aty | ()

1
:)\—I—”y/ )\—d,u(u) =A+7Gu(N).
R —Uu

5 dp(u)
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This finishes the proof. O

The following result says that ®; ., is injective on (Et)c. It can be viewed as a general-
ization of [10, Lemma 4] where the latter studies the inverse map of subordination function
for the free additive convolution of xy + g (see also Section 2.4] and Proposition
5.5]). We include a proof for convenience.

Proposition 5.7. The map ®; . (\) is an injective map when restricted to (Et)c and is
conformal when X is in the interior of (Et)c.

Proof. If A € (Z¢)°, by Proposition 58] we have ®; ,(\) = A + G, ()\). Hence, for
Q1,0 € (Et)c, we have

Dy (1) = Py (a2) = a1 — ag +Y(Gular) — Gulaz))
- 2,0 Gata9)

Q] — Q2

Then, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,
‘G#(al) — Gulo)

1
= /R<a1 ") —w) )

_ dp(u) dp(w) \"* _1
~ \Ur lar —ul? Jg g — uf? Tt

a1 — a2

where we used Lemma[3.3]in the final step. It can be shown that we can not have equality
in the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality used above. Indeed, if equality holds, then

1 1
| | =

t
for some a1,y € (Et)c = (). One can show that ; must be a Dirac measure (see [10]
Lemma 4] for details). Therefore,

q)tfy(%) - ®t77(a2) #0

for aq 75 as and o, g € (Et)c. ]

Lemma 5.8. For |y| < tand~y # t, let 7 =t — vy and T = 11 + iT2, then we have
0< <o

tTl

Proof. The assumption implies directly that 7; > 0. Write v = v + ¢y, then 7y =1t —;
and 7o = 2. Hence

[7? = 2tm = (t = m)* +13 = 2t(t —m) = 7[> = #* < 0.
The result then follows. O

Theorem 5.9. For any |y| < t and v # t, the map ®; - is a smooth, injective map on Zy.
Moreover, the determinant of the Jacobian of ®; - is strictly positive at all X € Z; and can
be expressed

. ! 71>\ dhi(a) _ ;
(5.7)  det(Jacobian(®; ))(A) = " [1 + (1 P ) o | A =a+ib,

where T = 71 + iT and hy is defined in[2.3
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Proof. By Proposition[5.6 for A € =;, we have
T .7
(I)t77()\) = wt(a) — ?ht(a) + Z?.
Recall ¥ (a) = a + h¢(a). Hence, for ®; () = 2z + iz2, we deduce

(5.8) z1 =z1(a,b) =a+ (1 - %) hi(a) —
We then have

%b, 29 = 22(a,b) = —%ht(a) + %b.

71 / _ T2
Jacobian(®, ,(\)) = {1 + ( __ T) hi(a) i ] '
t
It follows that
2
det (Tacobian(®,,,))(\) = - [1 N (1 - ﬂ) dht(a)} |

By Proposition[5.3] —1 < h}(a) < 1, hence we have
[7?\ dhu(a)
1< (1o T 2 g
< < tTl da <

thanks to Lemma[5.8] This implies that det(Jacobian(®; ~))()) is independent of b and
det(Jacobian(®; ,))(A) > 0 forall X € Z;.

We next show that the map is injective in =;. If a1 + @by, ag + b2 € Z; and D4 ~ (a1 +
iaz) = @ (b1 + ibs). Then we have, by using (3.8),

ay — az + (1 — %) (ht(al) — ht(ag)) = —%(bg — bl)

T2 n
T2 har) — hufa)) = (b~ by),

which yields (by canceling by — by),

|?

(a1 — ag) + (1 - —) (he(ar) — he(az)).

tTl

[T dhe(a) ] ;
tT1 da 18

By the first part of the proof, we see that the function a — I {1 + (1 —

strictly positive. Consequently, a; = as. We then deduce that b; = bs. The injectivity
property is established. (]

Corollary 5.10. For any |y| <t and~ # t, the map ®, -~ is a homeomorphism of C to C.
Proof. We show that ®, - (Z;) N D, ((£;)¢) = 0. Recall that
(20) = {a+bi:[b] >vi(a)} = .

For A\ = a + ibso that b > v (a), if &y ,(Xg) € Pt~ (Z;), consider the vertical half-line
{AN=a+id: d > b} starting at A\g. Since limg o Pt ~(a + id) = oo, we then see that
there is another point \; = a + ib; where by > b so that ®; (A1) € O(P¢(Z)), the
boundary of ®; ~(Z;). On the other hand @, - (a+iv: (b)) € I(P;(E¢)), and both \; and
a + 1v;(b) are in (Z4)°, this contradicts to Proposition[5.7} Therefore,

014(Z) N1 ((B0)%) = 0.
Since ®; , is a continuous function on C and it maps a neighborhood of infinity to some
neighborhood of infinity, one can then deduce that ®, - (C) = C by some standard argu-

ments in topology. We conclude that ®; ., is a homeomorphism of C to C due to Proposi-
tion371land Theorem 5.9 O
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5.3. Brown measure of addition with a selfadjoint operator. We apply results in Sec-
tion M to give a new proof for the Brown measure of zo -+ ¢; and recover a result in our
previous work with Ho [32]. We then study the Brown measure of z¢ + gt, that extends
results by Hall and Ho [28] [31] to all twisted elliptic operators.

Theorem 5.11. Theoorem 3.10] For A = a + bi € Zy, then the Brown measure of

o + ¢ is absolutely continuous at A and the density at \ is given by

1 td U
Qe o (a+ib) = — (1- L2 d da db,
Hoote, (@ + D) mt ( 2da Jg (a —u)? +vi(a)? u(u)) “

which can also be expressed as

1 dyula)
2nt  da
In particular, the density is constant along the vertical directions.

(5.9) gy 1o (@ + ib) = da,db.

Proof. One can deduce the density formula directly from the general formula in Theorem
{8 We note that

; <¢(“’C3“‘”0 = A1) (@ = A1) + w(0; m?)—l))

ON
- (% (/]R (a—u)?+ b2u+ w(0: AJ)QdMU))
= %% (/R (a — u)2u+ w(@Quw))

where we used the fact that the integration is independent of b. The first formula then
follows from (&.12). Using the formula for ¢, in (3.4), we have

dz/;géa) _ dia (a bt /R = ua;2—+uvt(a)2 du(n))

d u
:2_t%/11§ (a—u)Q—i—vt(a)?d'u(u)

where we used (3.2). This establish the second formula. O
Proposition 5.12. Lemma 3.11 and Proposition 3.16] The Brown measure [i .,
concentrates in Z;. That is [izy4c, (Et) = 1. The spectral measure of o + g; is the
push-forward of the Brown measure |1y, ., under the map \ — ®, ;, where
A—u
Q=M+t d .
bt * /R (u—a)?+ b2+ w(0;\,t)2 u(w)
Lemma 5.13. Let 6(a) = 6y 4(a) = a+ ( - %) hi(a), then a — 0(a) is a homeomor-

phism of R onto R. Then,
0<d(a)<2
foralla € Uy and a € (7,5) °. Moreover, ifa € Uy,
t
8'(a) = — - det(Jacobian(®; ~))(\).
1

Proof. Using the characterization of =; and U, in Proposition[3.11 it follows that the result
holds for a € U;. Indeed, we have

5'(a) = ~ - det(Jacobian(®; . ))())

T1
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for any A € E; such that R(\) = a. If a € (U7) “, by Proposition 54, then supp(s) N
(T;)° = 0. Hence, v;(a) = 0 and

hi(a) = t/R - i ud,u(u) =tGy(a).

It follows that |/} (a)| < 1 thanks to Lemma[5.3] Note that a — h(a) is strictly convex on
any open interval in (ﬁt) “. Hence, h}(a) can not take local maximum in the open interval.
We then conclude that 0 < hj(a) < Lifa € (T;)". O

Theorem 5.14. Ler g be a selfadjoint operator that is free from g . For any |[A| < t
with X\ # t, the map ®, ., satisfy Condition A. The Brown measure of xo + g is the
push-forward map of the Brown measure of xo + c; under the map ®; .

Moreover, the Brown measure i, g, . takes the full measure on ®; ~ (=) and the den-
sity is given by

1 d’lbt (a)

(5.10) dhizaton (2) = 505 )

dz1dzo, 2 € Py (Z)

where z = z1 + iz9 = Oy ,(a + ib) and

il
0(a)=a+ |1—— | h(a).
tTl
Proof. By Theorem[5.9] we deduce that ®, ., satisfies Condition A. Hence, Theorem .16
applies in this case. Recall that if a + ib € =, then a € U,. Using the density formula for
zo + ¢; in (3.9) and determinant of the Jacobian of ®; , as in (37D, it then follows that the
density of xg + g; ~ can be expressed as

1 dit(a)/da _ 1 dit(a)/da _ 1 dipi(a)
2rt det(Jacobian(®; )(N\)) 271 dd(a)/da 277 db(a)
The result is established. (I

Corollary 5.15. Example 5.3] The Brown measure of g; - is the uniform measure in
the rotated ellipse with parametrization

e (Ve + me—w) ,
(7

2ia

for 0 € [0,27], where « is such thaty = |y|e

Proof. Take xo = 0 and p = d¢. In this case, the formula for the set =; is simplified as
Zr={A=a+ib: |\ < Vi),

which is also the support of the circular operator ¢;. Then the condition determining

w(0; A, t) is written as

1

1
. N<Vi
ST e~ MV

Hence w(0; A, t) = y/t — |\|. Then the push forward map is

A v~
PN =2 R oz T
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for [A| < v/t. Write v = |\|e’®. Then for any 0 < r < /%, the circle centered at origin
with radius r is mapped to the ellipse with parametrization

re?? + Mei(‘ke).
t

Moreover, for |\| < v/t and A = a + ib, we have

a
h = t— =
) = a2

Hence, the determinant of the Jacobian of the push forwrd map @, . is the constant

a.

2
det(Jacobian(®; ))(\) = % {1 + (1 - Li)] , A =a+ib,
1
where 71 + i79 = 7 = t — . Recall that the density of the Brown measure of ¢; is the
uniform measure on the circle {\ : || < v/t}. Therefore, the Brown measure of g; - is the
uniform measure on the ellipse with parametrization v/te?? +|y|e!(*=%) /\/t for 6 € [0, 27],
where « is determined by v = |y|e?*“. The result follows. O

We now discuss some special cases which allow us to recover main results in [28] 31].

Example 5.16 (The semicircular operator). If v = ¢, the operator g; 5 is a semicircular
operator g; with mean zero and variance ¢. In this case 7 = 0. Hence, if A € =, then

Bua(N) = (@) = a + t/

r (@ —u)? + v

a—Uu

BE du(u), acRR,

and 0(a) = a. More precisely, we have
D, 4(a+ib) = YPi(a), for —ve(a) < b < ve(a).

In this case, Condition A is not satisfied. However, the spectral measure of zg + g; is the
push-forward of the Brown measure of ;o + ¢; under the map @, ; by Proposition[5.12]

Moreover, the statement of Lemmald.4] does hold in this case as well. Indeed, by Theo-
rem[3.7] for any £ > 0, we have

P20 = i (w(e))
where w(e) = w(e; A, t) and z = @, (). By the Notation[3.8] This can be rewritten as
—¢ [(Io +g:—2) ((xo+ gt — 2) (w0 + 9 — 2) + 521)71}
—_¢ [(xo — A1)*((w0 — AL)* (o — A1) + w(g)Ql)’l} .
By Lemma[3.6 for any A € Z; (equivalently, ¢ > 1 (ft)5,—|)), We have

lim p&o)(w(a)) =—¢ [(:vo — A1) ((z0 — A1)*(wo — A1) + w(0; /\,t)Ql)_l}

e—0t
= p\? (w(0; A\, 1)).

Hence, for any A € Z;, by choosing z = A(t) = A + 'ypf\o)(w(s)), we have

lim pg’(t’t) (e)=—¢ [(:vo — )\1)*((900 — A" (g — A1) + w(0; A, t)21)_1]

e—0t

= pO(w(0; \, 1)).
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(0)

We note that p; ’ (w(0; A, t)) can be expressed as

(0) . t = X_ .
Py (w(0; A1) /R (a—u)2 + b2+ w(0; \t

a—1u b
_/R(a—u)Q—l—vt(a)?dM(u)_T’

where we used (3.2) and the fact that b* + w(0; A, t)? = vi(a)? for a + ib € ;.

To summarize, for ¢ € R fixed so that v;(a) > 0, then: (1) the limit pg’(t"t)(a) as
e tends to zero have different limit as long as (z,¢) tends to (¢:(a),0) along different
paths (A\(t),e) depending on b; (2) although the lim, ,o+ A\(t) = Py (a + ib) = 4(a)
for any —vi(a) < b < wv¢(a), the limit of the partial derivative lim, o+ pd () de-
tects the value b and remebers where it came from. Namely, by looking at the limit
lim, o+ A(t) = ®;+(a + ib) we can not identify b since P, is not one-to-one, but the

E dp(u)

limit of the partial derivative lim,_, o+ p? (8) (¢) does the work. This phenomena is differ-
ent from what Lemma[.4ltold us when ®, , is one-to-one.

Example 5.17 (The imaginary multiple of a semicircular operator). If v = ¢, the operator
gt, has the same distribution as ¢g;. In this case, 7 = 2¢, and for A € Z;, we have

q)t,it ()\) = 1/)15 (a) - 2ht (CL) + 2ib
=a— hy(a) + 2ib

= t/R =0 T oo(a)? dp(u) + 2ib

and

Seit(a) = a— hy(a) =t / Y

o a1 o M)

Example 5.18 (The elliptic operator). If v = s € R with —¢ < s < ¢, the operator g; -, has
the same distribution as an elliptic operator. In this case, 7 = t — s, and for A € =;, we
have

t—s t—s

t ht(a) +Z

s t
=a+ ght(a) +1

_ <a+ S/R = uc;2_+uut(a)2d“(u>> +¢@,

a—u

b

Py 5(A) = Pi(a) —

_Sb

and

dp(u).

dis(a) =a+ s/

r (@ —u)? 4+ vi(a)
We also note that ®; ;(\) = z; + 122 where

Z1 = 5t,s(a), Z2 =

and ¢ (a) can be written as

z/Jt(a)zzl—i-tzsht(a):zl—i—(t—s)/R — du(u).
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Therefore, the density of the Brown measure at its support ®; ;(Z;) is given by

dfzo+g,, s (21 +i22)

1 d a—u
:m <1 - S)d_zl /R (a —u)? + vi(a)? d“(“)) dz1dzs,

if v.(a) > 0. Here we reminder the reader that the map a — z1 = d; 5(a) is a homeomor-
phism from R to R. This recovers the main result in [28]

Remark 5.19. [The twisted (v, §)—coordinate.] Fix a € R, as in the proof of Theorem[5.9]
(see (5.8)), the map b — P, - (a + bi) is an affine transform of b. The density formula of
xo + ¢; in Theorem[5.11]is independent of b. Hence, the density formula of z + g , must
depend only on one parameter. It is indeed the case as in Theorem[3.14] where the density
is expressed in terms of parameter a coming from =;, the support of zg + ¢;.

We now describe an analogue of the formulation in the recent work [29] where the
authors study the free multiplicative Brownian motions as follows. For z = z; + iz9,
consider twisted (v, ) —coordinate determined by

a+1ib=1irv + 6,
where v, € R. They can be written as
b
0=a+ 2b7 v=—.
T1 T1
Using notations in the proof of Theorem 5.9] and the formula of ®, ., ()) as in (3.8), for
A=A + i)y € 5, we have

5(Bry(N) =21+ 229

o (=) nr -]+ 2 (i +2)
=a+ ( - g) hi(a) = 0¢5(a),

and
Z9 1 T2
P =2 =_1|b—=h .
@, =2 = 1 o= )]
We can then say that the Brown measure fi,, g, ., is constant along the v-direction.

6. EXAMPLE OF NON-SELFADJOINT OPERATORS

In this section, we compute two examples of z( for the Brown measure of zy + ¢; and
2o + gt,,- The first example is quasi-nilpotent DT operator, and the second example is
Haar unitary operator.

6.1. The quasi-nilpoten DT operator. The quasi-nilpotent DT-operator 7" was intro-
duced by Dykema—Haagerup [13)]. The operator played a key role in Brown measure of
free random variables and invariant subspace problem in type I1; factors [16,[26]]. It can
be described as the limit in *-moments of random matrices of the form

0 tip -+  tin

7 _ |0

tnfl,n
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where {:(t; ;), S(ti,;)} is a set of n(n — 1) independent identically distributed Gaussian
random variables with mean zero and variance % We refer the reader to [16], for
the construction of 7" in a finite von Neumann algebra.

Proposition 6.1. Given A € C Let o € R with 1 + |[\?0 > 0 and p? = —%(1 +|A%0).
We have

O(((T = NI (T = A1) + p2)™1) = ™7 1
ST — AD)(T ~ A\)*(T = A1) + 2)) ™)) = Ao
O((T = AL (T — M)*(T — A1) + 2)) ) = N

Proof. Tt can be obtained by taking the expectation of (3.3) in [1]. See [I. Pages 586-
588]. O

Proposition 6.2. [1, Theorem 4.3] For any t > 0, the Brown measure of T + ¢ is the
. 1S 1
uniform measure on the closed disk B(0, NP ).

Proof. Choose o so that e™? — 1 = 1. Then o = —log(1 + 1/t). Consider the solution
of ¢ > 0 for the equation

ST — A1) (T — A1) +£2) = %

we then deduce that w(0; A, 1)? = p? = —<-(1+|A|20) by applying the results in Section
5 for 9 = T. Hence, w(0; A, t) > 0 if and only if (1 + |A|?¢) > 0. Therefore,

== {xs ol -y (a4 > 1
= {\:w(0;\t) >0} ={\: 14+ |\?*0 >0}

1
=< N < —/— .
V1og(1+1/t)
In addition, by the Proof of Theorem .6 we have
({% log A((T + ¢; — AN1)*(T + ¢; — A1)

=p\(0) = P\ (w(05 A, 1))

=—¢((T = A1)*((T — A1)*(zo — A1) + w(0; A, £)*) ")

=—¢((T = A1)*((T — A\1)*(z0 — A1) + %) 7') = o

. _ 1 . .
Hence, the density of 7'+ ¢; at A € Q; = B(0, 7\/m) is given by
2 o log(1+1/t)

10 .
diirve, = =5 log A((T 4+ ¢ = A1) (T + ¢ = A1) = == = 2=,

™ ™

It follows that the Brown measure of 7" + ¢; is equal to the uniform measure on the

BO. —— 1
B(0, \/log(1+1/t) )- -

We then calculate the push-forward map from 7'+ ¢, to T" + g; . We have, by Notation

[41] that
By (N) =X —70((T — AL)*((T — A1)*(zg — AL) + w(0; \,1)*) ') = A — 7o,
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where 0 = —log(1 + 1/t). Therefore,
Dy 0 (N) = A+ Ny -log(1 + 1/t).
Recall that |y| < . In particular, it follows that ®; , is one-to-one in the disk B(0, ——2—).

\/log(1+1/t)

Hence, Theoremd.T6lapplies and it follows that the Brown measure of T+ g, ., is supported
in the ellipse with parametrization

1 " (oo
— ¢ 4 |y[/log(1 + 1/t)e @9, 0el0,2
Y [v[v/1og(1 + 1/1) [0, 27]

where o = arg+y. In fact, the Brown measure of T" + g; - is the uniform measure on its
support.

6.2. The Haar unitary. The Haar unitary operator « is R-diagonal. Hence, the Brown
measure of u + ¢; is R-diagonal and the density formula is determined by the S-transform
of (u+ ¢t)*(u + ¢¢) [24, 25]. The Brown measure of an R-diagonal operator is the limit
of the ESD of certain non-normal random matrix model called single ring theorem named
after Feinberg and Zee (see and the earlier physics paper [18| [17]). However, it is
not easy to obtain a precise formula for the Brown measure of u 4 ¢; by calculating the
S-transform. See [23] Section 3.1] for a relevant calculation on the Cauchy transform of
¢ + Au where c is the standard circular operator with variance one and A € C\{0}. Here
we calculate the push-forward map from the Brown measure of u + ¢; to u + g; 4 and as a
by product we are able to calculate the Brown measure of v + ¢;.

For t > 0, following Definition 3.3] and Remark 3.4] we would like to determine the

choice of s so that
> 1 1
———dbyyy = -,
A 52 +.’II2 M >\1|('r) n

To this end, we write down the following elementary results for convenience.
Given )¢ # 0, consider the quadratic equation

(6.1) (z=Xo)(1 = 2Xg) + 522 = 0.
Rewrite it as

X022 = (| Mol> + 1+ 5%)z4+ X =0.
We set
6.2) 5= o> +1+s%
Then (6.1) has two solutions

52 A2
(6.3) 21:5 0 Aol

3

200
(6.4) Zo = 0+ VO — 4ol
200
Note that
Z1Zy = XofNo, | Z1Z5] =1,
and
(65) 62— 42of? = (Mof? + 12 — 4Pl = (Mol = 1)2 2 0

82 —4o* = (|Xo]? + 1) = 4[Xo)? = (NP = 1)* >0
for any s. Hence, for any Ay # 0, we have |Z1| < 1 and | Z| > 1. Moreover, when s > 0,
we have |Z;| < 1 and | Z5] > 1.
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Lemma 6.3. For any \y, we have

1 1 1
(6.6) e R et
21 Jo |el —/\0| + s \/62—4|)\0|2

where § = |\o|? + 1 + s is given by (6.2) and the integration is infinity if 6> = 4|\o|?. In
particular, when s = 0,

L e ) oo if 0< el <1,
©.7) %/0 = e ol >,
if |l =1
Proof. We note that
1 e'?

le?? — Xg|2 + 52 (e — Xo)(1 — e?Ng) + §2ei0

Using the formula (6.3) and (6.4) for roots of the quadratic equation (6.1), we have

1 27 1 1 1
—/ o= _/ o o
2m Jo e = Xo? +s 210 Jzj=1 (2 = do)(1 = 2do) + %2

1 1
211 Jjz1=1 = Xo(z — Z1) (2 — Zo)
[Aol?(Z1 — Z2)
1

VT

provided that 62 —4|\g|? # 0. When s = 0 and |\o| # 1, the above calculation still works.
For the case that §% — 4|\o|? = 0. Recalling (6.3, hence 62 — 4|\g|? = 0 if and only if
[Ao| = 1 and s = 0. It is clear the integration is infinity in this case. O

Lemma 6.4. For any \y, we have
5—/32—d|no|?

27 0 A .
(6.8) i / ﬁdg _ \/gz,zw‘z 202 , if A #O0
27 le?® — Xo|? + s 0, if Ao =0.

where § = |\o|?> + 1+ s is given by (6.2) and the integration is infinity if the denominator
is zero. In particular, when u = 0.

e Pl <1

1 27 ezg X :
6.9) %/0 md@ =9 mormer=n [Ao| > 1
o0 lf |/\0| =1.
Similarly,
27 —if o S—\/2—A[ N2 .
(6.10) i/ __ ¢ = \/5272|A0|2 s U A0 F#0
2mJo 1€ = Aol 452 0 if Ao=0.
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where § = |\o|? + 1+ s2 is given by (6.2) and the integration is infinity if the denominator
is zero. In particular, when u = 0.
o .
1 o e_ig 1_|)(30|>\i lf |/\0| <1
(6.11) %/0 md@: ey ¥ [l > 1
o0 lf |/\0| =1.

Proof. Recall that |Z;]| < 1 and |Z2| > 1. Using the formula (6.3) and (6.4) for roots of
the quadratic equation (6.1)), we have

I 0 1
2m Jo e = Xo? +s 210 Jz=1 (2 — o) (1 — 2Xo) + 522
1 z

211 Jjz1=1 —Xo(z — Z1) (2 — Zo)
YA
[Aol?(Z1 — Z2)

- )\0 5 — 52 - 4|/\0|2
/02 — AN 2| Xo|?

provided that 62 — 4|\g|? # 0 and \g # 0. If Ay = 0, the integration is clearly equal
to zero. Note that 62 — 4|\o|?> = 0 if and only if |[A\g| = 1 and s = 0 (see (&3)). The
integration is infinity in this case. Hence (6.8) and (6.9) are proved.

Finally, when s = 0, we have % — 4|\g|? = (|\o|? — 1)2. Plugging this into (G.8), we
obtain (6.7). By taking conjugation, we obtain (6.10) and (G.11). O

We are now ready to describe the push-forward map ®; ., between the Brown measures
of u 4+ ¢, and u + gy.

Proposition 6.5. Using notations in Notationd 1l and Lemmad.4) when T = w is a Haar
unitary operator, we have

dON)] = sel((u— Xo)*(u—Xo) +57) Y] = °

by ©.6), where § = |\o|* + 1 + 52 is given by (6.2). In particular, when s = 0,

T i 0< ol <1,
= |>\0|+,1 if |Ao|>1,

(6.12) (/)

e=0

by ©D.
Proposition 6.6. Using notations in Notation 1) and Lemmad.4) when T = u, we have
W =7(= 00w -0+ )
X X - JTAe

IRV RN/ ST YE 2|72
where § = [A\]*> +1 + s
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Proof. We have

“oa )y e

The result then follows from Lemmal[6.3]and Lemmal6.4] O

A direct application of Lemmal[6.3 yields that

6.13) = = {/\ L [((u — AL (u - /\1))_1} > %} =AM < A < Ao}
where
(6.14) M=V =ty l=VI+t

Proposition 6.7. The support of the Brown measure of u + c; is the single ring
E_t:{)\i/\l S |/\| S/\g}
Moreover, the Brown measure is absolutely continuous and the density of u + c; is strictly

positive on its support.

Proof. It follows from (6.13) and Theorem .10l We can also calculate the inner radii r;
and outer radii ro of the support of the Brown measure of v + ¢; respectively. By [24],
we know that 73 = ¢((u + ¢;)?) = 1 + . Hence, 72 = A2. By [43] Section 7], we have
r1 = /(1 —t)4+ = A\1. Therefore the support of the Brown measure of u + ¢; is the set
Er={A A <A < A} (]

We can now describe the subordination function w(0; A,¢) in this context. For any
A € E4, following Notation &1 w(0; A, t) is determined by the condition

1

0 [((u — A1)*(u — A1) + w(0; A, t)Q)fl} =5

By Proposition[6.3] this condition is equivalent to
82 — 4P = (AP 4+ 14+ w(0; 0, 1)) — 4[N =12
It follows that
(6.15) w0; A1) = VAAZ + 2 — (A2 4+1), A <A <o

We now describe the map ®; , more closely. For A € 5;, we set s = |/\|2 — 1, where
A —1<s<A3—1. Letd = |A\?+1+w(0;\t)?. Since 62 — 4|\|? = ¢, we now have

52— A2 S—t A1+ s)+12—t
2|\ CO2N2 2(1+s) '

Therefore, for A7 — 1 < s < A2 — 1 and X such that |\|> = s + 1, by Proposition[6.6] we
have,

B0 (A) = A+ 105 (w(0; A, 1))

X X 5—,/52—4|A|2>

6.16 =+ -
(.10 7 <\/52 TADE JE A 2P
where § = |A]2 + 1+ w(0; A, ¢)2.
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We first look at the case when v = t. Since 62 — 4|\|? = t2, for A\ = 7e? where
r=+/s+ 1, ®;, as in (6.I6) can be further simplified as

; ; o (1 1 Var? +t2
0\ _ 0 —i0 | = S S
(6.17) Dy 1 (re’”) =re'” +tre <t + 5,3 527 )
i Cio [, VAL +s) 2t
=re” +re <1 31+ 9)
(6.18) = a(s) cos(0) + ib(s) sin(6)

where, A\ —1 < s < A3 — 1, and

a(s) = <2m - @) ;

2y/1+s
\/A(4s)Ft2—t
b(s) = 5

In particular, if A2 — 1 = s, wehave 1 +s = A\ = (1 — ), and 4(1 + s) + t? =
(4(1 — t)4) + t*. Then

{a(s) =a =+/(1-1t)4 for

(6.19)

s=(1—-t)4) - L

bs) = b= = /T -0
Similarly, when /\g — 1 = s, we have s = t, we have
a(s) = at = 2
{ (s) N Vit for s =t.
b(s) =b" = AT

Proposition 6.8. For \} —1 < s < A3 — 1, the circle Cs := {\ : |\|?> = 1+ s} is mapped
1o the ellipse centered at the origin with semi-axes a(t) and b(t) as in @I19). Moreover,
the function s — a(s) is a strictly increasing function from (A2 —1,\3 —1) onto (a~,a™);
and the the function s — b(s) is a strictly increasing function from (\3 — 1, \3 — 1) onto
(b=,b").

Proof. We have

t2
00 e R Y S B L et ) B
4(s+1)3/2 ’ 4(s+1)3/2/ds + 12 + 4
Hence V' (s) > 0. To show a’(s) > 0, we set
t2

§) = 4 ds—t14
/() Vids+t2 +4

and calculate its derivatives

212
flls)=4—-——=—
(4s 4 12 + 4)*/?

and
12t2

S Pl

(45 + 12+ 4)°°

Hence f'(s) > f'(A\? —1) = f/((1 — t)+) > 0. Consequently, f is increasing. We then
check that

F(A=1)4) >0.

It follows that a’(s) > 0 for A2 —1 < s < \3 — 1. O
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Theorem 6.9. The Brown measure of u + ¢ is given by

1 1 VAr? +t2
. e <) = [+ 5 - T )
(6 20) Hou+ r({A |A| — T)}) r <t + 22 2r2¢ )

where \/(1 —t)+ <1 <+1+L
Proof. 1t is shown [43] Corollary 4.4] that, for /(1 —t) < [N\ < V1 +1,

c 0S
pyP(0) = 22 (u + ¢, A, 0)

)\
0
= log A((u+c¢; — AL)*(u 4+ ¢ — AL))
e (X DL )
)\ )
which yields ®; ¢(A) = X + Lpuqe,({A 1 |A| < 7)}). Hence, the result follows by
comparing this general formula with the explicit formula of ®, ;(\) as in (@.I8). O

Theorem 6.10. The support of the Brown measure of u + g; is the deformed single ring
where the inner boundary is the circle centered at the origin with radius /(1 — t)4 and

. . .. . . 2t+1 1
the outer boundary is the ellipse centered at the origin with semi-axes JirT and WiEEE The

Brown measure is absolutely continuous and its density is strictly positive in the support.
Moreover, the Brown measure of u + g; is the push-forward map of the Brown measure
of u + ¢, under the map O, defined as

Dy 4(re?) = a(s) cos(h) + ib(s) sin(), r=+vs+1,
where (1 —t)1) — 1 < s < t and a(s), b(s) are given by (6.19).
Proof. 1t follows from Proposition that the map ®, ; is one-to-one and onto from the
single ring {\ : A1 < |A| < A2}, the support of the Brown measure of u + ¢, to the
deformed ring. Hence, Theorem[4.16 applies and the push-forward map is given by (6.17)

and (6.19). Since the Brown measure of u + ¢; is strictly positive on its support, the result
then follows. (]

We now fix v = |y|e?** such that |y| < tand N —1 < s < A3—landr? = |\|? = s+1,
then similar to the case v = ¢ as in (6.16)), we have

' ' ; VAL +s)+12 —t
@t,y(rew) =re + rel(2a—9)|_z| (1 _ (1+4s)+ )

21 +s)
. L L VAL +s)+ 2 —t
6.21 _ i 1 i(0—a) + m i(a—0) / Fi-— ,
(6.21) e |vstle ¢ ¢ § 2VI+ts
which is an ellipse twisted by angle o with semi-axes
(6.22) fls) ==PVEH T+ Hla(s),
' g(s) = t*tm Vs+1+ @b(s),

where a(s), b(s) are given by (6.19). It follows by Proposition [6.8] that both f and g are
increasing function of s in the interval (A7 — 1,3 — 1).

Then we deduce the following result in the same was as Theorem[6.10l We leave details
for interested readers.
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Theorem 6.11. The support of the Brown measure of u + gy - is the deformed single ring

where the inner boundary is the circle centered at the origin with radius /(1 —t)4, and

the outer boundary is the ellipse twisted by angle o, centered at the origin, with semi-axes
t+[y[+1 t=|y[+1
and .
Vil Vil

Moreover, the Brown measure of u+ gy ~ is the push-forward map of the Brown measure
of u + ¢y under the map @ -, defined as

Dy (re) = ™ (f(s) cos(d — ) +ig(s)sin(d — a)), r=+s+1
where (1 —t)1) — 1< s <t, f(s),9(s) are defined by (6.22).

Remark 6.12. It is interesting to observe that the outer boundary of u + g; - is the same
as the outer boundary of the Brown measure of ¢ + g; , where c is the standard circular
operator with variance one. The outer boundary for ¢ + g; 4 can be checked by using
Corollary 513 This observation is a consequence of a general result in [9].

The Brown measure of u + g; -, is a rotation of the Brown measure of u + y where y is
an elliptic operator by the angle o with e**® = ~/|v|. This is can be seen directly by the
fact that gy - is a twisted elliptic operator of the form e'(gy + igo) where g1, go are free
independent semicircular elements with variances ¢, to respectively so that t; + 1o = ¢
and t; — t2 = |7y|. Then u + g; -, has the same distribution as €' (u + g1 + ig2).
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