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Abstract

If o, B > 0 are distinct and if A and B are independent non-degenerate positive random variables such
that

_ 1 BA+B _ 1 BA+B
SfBQAJrB and T =

A aoA+B

are independent, we prove that this happens if and only if the A and B have generalized inverse Gaussian
distributions with suitable parameters. Essentially, this has already been proved in Bao and Noack (2021)
with supplementary hypothesis on existence of smooth densities.

The sources of these questions are an observation about independence properties of the exponential Brow-
nian motion due to Matsumoto and Yor (2001) and a recent work of Croydon and Sasada (2000) on random
recursion models rooted in the discrete Korteweg - de Vries equation, where the above result was conjectured.

We also extend the direct result to random matrices proving that a matrix variate analogue of the above
independence property is satisfied by independent matrix-variate GIG variables. The question of characteri-
zation of GIG random matrices through this independence property remains open.

Keywords: Bessel differential equation, GIG distribution, discrete Korteweg - de Vries equation, Matsumoto-
Yor property, Matrix GIG distribution

1 Detailed balance equation for discrete KdV model

Croydon and Sasada (2020) introduced two so called detailed balance equations. For type I model we say that a
pair of probability measures 4 and v on some spaces U and V satisfies the detailed balance equation for a map
F=(F,F):UxV—->UxViff

Fpuev)=npev, (1)

where F(p ® v) means (u ® v) o F~L.

For type II model we say that two pairs of probability measures y, v on i/, V and fi, v on u , % satisfy the
detailed balance equation foramap F = (Fy, Fp) : U x V — U x V iff

FluRv)=n®7u. 2
In other terms for the type II model, one considers independent random variables X and Y with distributions w
and v such that random variables U = F}(X,Y) and V = F5(X,Y’) are independent and have distributions 1
and v, respectively. Type I model is more restrictive since it imposes the additional condition that X 2 U and
d
Y=V.
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As an example of type Il model, if Y = V = U = V = (0,00) and F(z,y) = (z + y, 1 — ﬁ)
Matsumoto and Yor (2001) have observed that if X and Y are respectively Gamma and generalized inverse
Gaussian (GIG) distributed with suitable parameters and independent, the same is true for the pair U, V with
different parameters (a description of the GIG distribution and of its limiting cases appears in Section 2 and in
Section 3 respectively). This phenomena has been called the Matsumoto-Yor (MY) property, a name coined
by Stirzaker (2005), p. 43. In Letac and Wesotowski (2000) a characterisation by independence of X, Y and

independence of U, V' of these pairs Gamma, GIG is given in .

In the present paper we investigate a type I model, again withif =V = U=V = (0, 00) which has been

considered by Croydon and Sasada (2020), Sec. 3.2. They introduced the involutive map F é?(’ﬁ ) (0,00)% —
(0,00)? defined by

B 1 1
FiePw,y) = (y228, o5zt ) 3)

for o, 5 > 0 and o # (3 in connection with the modified discrete Korteweg - de Vries (mKdV) model. The
discrete mKdV model can be described by the following dynamics: to each point (n,t) € Z? one associates a
vector (zf,,yt) € R? defined by (z% 1, y% ;) and by the formula

(ahyh) = Fiie” @l yha).

For instance (%, y%) is known for all n, ¢ > 0 if it is known along (0,n) and (¢, 0) for all n,¢ > 0.

If X and Y are independent as well as U and V' defined by (U, V) = Fé;?ﬁ )(X ,Y') the fact that Fé;?ﬁ ) is
involutive permits to create a stationary measure on Z? for the above dynamics by taking (zf, %) = (X,Y)
or (U, V) according to the fact that ¢ + n is even or odd. The straight discrete KdV model corresponds to the
particular case 8 = 0. For details, see Sect. 2.2 in Croydon, Sasada and Tsujimoto (2020) with slightly different
notations.

Croydon and Sasada (2020) observed that the choice of y and v as generalized inverse Gaussian (GIG)
distributions with suitable parameters fits with the detailed balance equation of type II model . Actually, their
Proposition 3.9 considers the type I model, but the proof translates immediately to the type II model with g
and v being also GIG distributions. Furthermore, their Conjecture 8.6 predicts that these sets of GIG distribu-
tions are the only possible ones for the type II model. This has been proved by Bao and Noack (2021) under
the technical assumptions that the involved distributions have strictly positive densities on (0, co) with second
derivatives. Their approach was based on expressing the independence condition through the functional equa-
tion for logarithms rx, ry, 7y and ry of densities of X, Y, U and V. They proved that the Jacobian of the
change of variable (u,v) = F é;’;’ﬁ (z,y) is —1. Consequently, they identified the functional equation to be
solved as

TU (U(lljaﬁfgjj_)) +rv (_m(f:ﬁ?yy)) =rx(x) +ry(y), z,y > 0.

The first main result of the present paper proves the Croydon and Sasada Conjecture 8.6 in full generality.

The technique uses a extended Laplace transform L x of a positive random variable X defined by

Lx(s,0,0) =EX*e"Xt%  (5,0,0) € R x (0,00)> 4)

and leads to a related function g; which satisfies the classical Bessel differential equation, see e.g. Watson
(1966), Sec. 3.7,
297 (2) + 294(2) — (2° + 1) ga(2) = 0.

One can mention here that the main tool of the paper Letac and Wesotowski (2000) is the simpler function
(0,0) = EeoX+x%

To describe our second main result we note that the limiting cases for &« = 0 or § = 0 have been considered
in Letac and Wesotowski (2000). In particular, that paper deals with the natural extension from the domain
(0, 00) to the cone of positive definite matrices of order r, which we denote by ;. Following the matrix



variate context, here, for a, 3 > 0 we prove that matrix variate GIG distributions Which we rather denote
MGIG, satisfy the detailed balance equation for type II model with the function Fd K (22 — (22 defined by

Fue" @,y) = (u(T + awy) ™ (I + Bay), a(] + Bya) (I + aya))
where x and y are positive definite matrices of order r and [ is the identity matrix.

Section 2 describes the GIG distribution and states our first main result in Theorem2.3] Section 3 examines
the limiting cases of « or 3 equal zero. The long Section 4 gives the proof of Theorem[2.3] Section 5 considers
the symmetric matrices generalization and gives our second main result. Section 6 comments on references
about the MY property.

2 GIG laws and the characterization

Denote by GIG(A,a,b), A € R, a,b > 0, the generalized inverse Gaussian distribution. It is defined by the
density

_ (a2 1 A-1 b
f(ZC) - (3) QKA(Q\/%) x €Xp (—CLI - ;) I(O,OO) (:C),
where K, is the modified Bessel function of the third kind, see (31).
The following reciprocity property of the GIG distribution is well known and easily seen: if a random

variable X has the GIG (), a,b) distribution, then the distribution of X 1 is GIG(—\,b,a). A less known
property of GIG is the form of the extended Laplace transform defined in (), which has the form

A+s

0\ 2 avd KoV (a—a)(0-9))
Lx(s,0,0) = (22) 7 (3)7 =0y (5)

fors € R, 0 < aand § < b. Note that Lx(0,0,6) as above with s = 0 uniquely determines the law
X ~ GIG(A,a,b). Actually L(s,6,0) of the above form for any fixed s determines the GIG distribution as
shown by the next proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that there exists s € R such that

v

Lx(s,e,a)zc(g ;;) K,2/(a-0)0b-0), 0<a o<b

for some constants a,b,c > 0. Then X ~ GIG(v — s,a,b).

Proof. Take a < a and b < b. Consider a random variable Y with the distribution

msedwr%? dx
Py (dv) = =25

Then for < a — @ and o < b — b we have

u/2
_ Lx(s,a+0, b+0) (( —o)(a— ) m)
Ly(0,0,0) = =030 (a—a—6)(b-) Ku(2\/(a Do-b)

Comparing this form with (5) we conclude that Y ~ GIG(v,a — a,b — l~7) Consequently,

Px(dI) X

v/2 v st exp(—am—g)
1 _ [ b=0b z
+Z Py (dz) = (a a) K, (2y/(a—a)(b—b))

xse

Thus, Px (dz) oc 277571 exp (—az — £) and the result follows. O



The result below gives the solution of the Croydon-Sasada conjecture for a;, 5 > 0 and F é;’;’ﬁ ) defined by
@). As said before, it has already been proved by Bao and Noack (2021) with extra hypothesis and different
techniques.

Theorem 2.2. Let X andY be non-Dirac, non-negative independent random variables. Let o > 0 and 5 > 0
be distinct real numbers. Let

(U, V) =F%P(x,v).

IfU and V' are independent then there exist c1,co > 0 and A € R such that
X ~ GIG(=\ acy,c2) and 'Y ~ GIG(=X, Bea, c1) 6)

and
U~ GIG(=\,aca,c1) and 'V ~ GIG(=\, Bey, c2). @)

We now prove that Theorem [2.2]is equivalent to the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Let A and B be non-Dirac, non-negative independent random variables. Let o > 0 and 3 > 0

be distinct real numbers. Let
_ 1 BA+B _ 1 BA+B
S=%aap wd T=3 3505

If S and T are independent then there exist c1,co > 0 and X € R such that

A~ GIG(=\,ac1,c2) and B~ GIG(\, ¢, Bc2) (8)
and
S ~ GIG(=\,ace,c1) and T ~ GIG(A, ca,Bc1). 9)
To see this equivalence it will be convenient to introduce a modification of Fé?(’ﬁ ) of the form
WD = I o K oy,

where I : (0,00)2 — (0,00)? is defined by Ir(x,y) = (z, +). Since F{%? is involutive it is clear that
) ) Yy Y )y dK

(@A) is also an involution on (0, 00)?. Note that

B (g, y) = (1 Baty 1 M) — (ﬁ +_oB 1_ ap ) . (10)

y arzty’ T arty ay alaz+ty)’ @ ar+y

For a probability measure v of (0, c0) denote by (=) a measure defined by v~ (D) = v(1/D) for all Borel
sets D C (0,00) and 1/D = {1/x, x € D}. It is obvious that u, v and [, U satisfy the detailed balance

equation (@) for FCE‘;‘{”B) iff 11, (=1 and fz, 7(-1) satisfy @) for 1(*#). Since
(S,1/T) = (S, T) = F\%” o I,(A, B) = F\%")(4,1/B) = (U, V)

the equivalence follows immediately from (@), (Z) and (8), (3) in view of the reciprocity property of the GIG.

3 The limiting cases of & = 0 or = 0 and the MY property

Note that inserting 3 = 0 in (3) or (10) gives

Fie” (@,y) = (ke @ oy + 1)) an

and

,t/](a.,())(x7y) = (Otml-i-y’ % - ozwa-l‘y) ’ (12)



One can expect that the problem of detailed balance equation of type II model for Fé?(’o) or similarly for Fég(’ﬁ )

can be derived by taking the limit as & — 0 or 3 — 0 in the Theorem [2.2] or in its equivalent Theorem 23]
Indeed, for A > 0

GIG(\, a,b) 5 G(\ a) for b— 0,

where % denotes the weak convergence of probability measures and G (), a) is the Gamma distribution defined
by the density

f((E) = F(b\) ZCAil efax I(O,oo) (CE),

Similarly, for A > 0
GIG(=),a,b) 5 InvG(\,b) for a — 0,

where InvG(A, b) is the inverse Gamma distribution defined by the density

flx)= fi()\) a2 e g o) (@)

Note that without any loss of generality regarding the independence property we can assume that « = 1 in
or (12). Actually, we would rather consider 1/)(170) which assumes the form

V) = (s £~ ).
since it is directly related to the MY property. More specifically, this property says:

Let A ~ GIG(=\,c1,¢2) and B ~ G()\, ¢1) be independent and (S,T) = (10 (A, B). Then S and
T are independent, S ~ GIG(—X\,¢z,¢1) and T ~ G(), c2). Matsumuto and Yor (2001) discovered this
property while studying the conditional structure of the exponential Brownian motion. Moreover, another

paper, Matsumoto and Yor (2003), represents this property through hitting times of Brownian motion with drift
(the case A\ = 1/2).

In Proposition 2.9 of Croydon and Sasada (2020) the authors identified some GIG probability measures

and v, which satisfy the detailed balance equation (1), therefore for Type I model, with F' = Fé%‘ﬂ ) as follows:
Let ¢ > 0 and either A € R and a8 > 0 or A > 0 and a8 = 0 then

v =GIG(=\ ac,c) ® GIG(—\, B¢, ¢) (13)

satisfies (1) with F' = Flﬁ‘{”@ ), with a suitable interpretation in terms of Gamma distributions of the above GIG
laws when a3 = 0. Moreover, they observed that the characterization by the MY property given in Letac and
Wesotowski (2000) provides uniqueness of the invariant measures in case a5 = 0. This fact was crucial for
their analysis of the discrete KdV model in this special case. Searching for uniqueness of invariant measures
in the generalized discrete KdV model, Croydon and Sasada (2020) conjecture our Theorem 2.2 above for
a, > 0, extending what was indeed already known for a3 = 0.

4 Proof of Theorem 2.3

4.1 Useful identities and extended Laplace transforms

Observe that for (s,t) = ¥(*#)(a,b) with a, b > 0 we have

g=¢, (14)
t—|—as:%+%, (15)
b+aa=1+42. (16)



If s € Rand 0,0 € (—00,0) then (0,00) > z — 2°e”*+% is a bounded function. Therefore, the following
functions are well defined

fI/'S(O',e) :EASeOZG'A-‘r%, ys(076’) :EBSeo’BJ,_%’

Us (07 6) =E 5’560‘95+% ) Vs (O’, 9) = IET‘SGHT"’L%TGr )

for (s,0,0) € R x (—o0,0)2. Thus identities (I4), (I3) and (I6) give the equality
- BtaA)to(++L2 - 18y 6T ras) 2
E|AsBo et Bradt0(3+p) | — | | g5 (st 0T+ (5 50) € R x (—00,0)2.

The independence assumptions of Theorem[2.3]together with the notation introduced above lead to the equation
T_sYs = U—sVs, A7)

which after taking logarithms assumes the form
logz_s +logys =logu_s + logvs. (18)

We now apply % to (I8). To this aim we observe that

2

_ ~ 92 _ ~
6960‘ IOgUS _ﬁ(]‘ _US)7 mlOgys _/3(1 _yS) (19)
2
5605 J0su—s = (1~ i), S logz_s = a(l —T_y), (20)
where we denoted
~  Ts—1Ts+41 ~ _ Ys—1Ys+1 ~  Us—1Ust1 ~ _ Us—1VUs41
xS_Tu S_T7 S_Ta S_T'
Consequently, (I8) yields
oxT_s + ﬂﬂs =0u_g+ ﬂas (21)
Now observe that from (I7) we have
fffsgs = a7555 (22)

Combining 1)) and (22)) by eliminating either _ or 7, we get

(Qi_s — BTs)(Ts — Ts) = (F—s — B5,)(F_s — U_s) = 0. 23)

4.2 Equality au_, = [y, is impossible

In this section we consider a domain D C C? defined as the set of z = (21, 22, 23) € C? such that Rz, and Rz3
are strictly negative.

Note that functions (s, 0,0) — u_s(0,6) and (s,0,0) — ys(o,0) are quotients of Laplace transforms
on R3. These Laplace transforms are extendable to D as holomorphic functions. Therefore (s, 0,60)
f(s,0,0) = au_s(o,0) — Bys(o,0) is extendable to D as a meromorphic function on D (here a meromor-
phic function on D is defined as the quotient of two holomorphic functions on D). Similarly, (s,0,6) —
g(s,0,0) = Us(0,0) — ys(o,0) is extendable to a meromorphic function on D. Furthermore, 23) yields
f(s,0,08)g(s,0,0) = 0 and therefore fg = 0 in the field of meromorphic functions on D. This implies that
either f(s,0,0) =0 forall (s,0,0) or g(s,0,0) = 0 forall (s,o,0).

It is worthwhile to recall the short proof of the fact that if f(z)g(z) = 0 in D then either f(z) = 0 for
all z € Dor g(z) = 0forall z € D. We thank A. Zeriahi for it. Indeed if f = f1/f2, g = g1/92 where



f1, f2, 91, g2 are holomorphic in D with f5 and g2 not identically zero, we must have f1(2)g1(z) = 0. We use
the notations k! = kq!ks!ks! and

g§k)(2) = akﬁkﬁ%@ 91(21,22,23), (2— a)(k) = (21 — al)kl (22 — a2)k2 (23 —a3)

ks
Bzfl 8z§2 Ozg ’

Suppose now that there exists zo € D such that f1(zp) # 0 and consider the set
Dy = {z € D;ggk)(z) = Oforallk € Ng} .
The set Dy is an open subset of D, since for all a € Dy the set

*) (4
{Z €EDigi(z)= Y (2— a)(k)glk—!()}

keNs

is a subset of D containing a neighborhood of a. Also Dy is a closed subset of D and Dy is not empty since
it contains zg. Since D is connected we have D = Dy. The same reasoning will show that if g(z9) # 0 then

f=0.
Next we show that ati_, = 37 is impossible. Indeed, in that case from (19) and @Q) for s = 0 we get
a—%loguozﬁ—%bgym
which gives
PO +H(0) Ee”BJF% = 20 +G(0) IEeO‘eSJr%, (0,0) € (—00,0)?, 24)

for some functions G and H. Plugging (6, 0), (0,c) and (0,0) in 24) we get
36

COE S = HOE T, (25)
G E e% = el O E B, (26)
JH(0) _ ,G(0) @7
Multiplying (24)-@27) side-wise and taking o = 6 we arrive at
B 0 1
POR ee <B+ B> Eef*SEes = e Eee<as+§) IEeO% Eef5. (28)

Now introduce S 4 So 2 S such that 51,52 and B are independent, and B, 4 B 2 B such that B, By and
S are independent. Consider positive random variables P} = B + % +aS1 + S% and P, = oS+ % + Bﬁl + Bs.
From (28) we get

6[502 E P — ea02 E PP
Now assume « < [ and consider a Gaussian random variable Z ~ N(0,2(«a — §)) such that Z and P, are

independent. Then we get Eeffr = Eef(P1t2 , 8 < 0, which implies P, 4 P, + Z, which is a contradiction
since the support of the distribution of P, + Z is R. A similar contradiction is obtained for 5 < a.

4.3 Exploiting the connection between v, and vy,

So, we necessarily have
Us = Us- (29)
Combining this equality with (I9) we obtain for all s € R that
2

M(logyS —logwvs) = 0.



Thus, there exist functions H and G satisfying
logvs(0,0) = H(0) — Gs(0) + logys (o, 6). (30)

Since v, and y, are analytic functions of o and 8 it follows that G5 and H are also analytic. Thus we can take
derivatives of (30) with respect to 6 and o; whence we get

Vs—1 (07 9) . / Ys+1 (Uv 9)
ﬁ Vs (0,7 9) - _Gs (0) + Ys (O', 0) (31)
71’;*3(5“;,?) = H[(0)+ ﬂiy;(le("(’j(;) . (32)

Side-wise multiplication of equations and yields

~ Ys—1 (07 9) / Ys+1 (07 9) ~
Bs(0,0) = —HLO)G(0) — BG(0) ="———= + HL(0) =2 + Bys(0,0),
(0.0) = ~HI(0)G, () =BG () 2 T 4 HL(O) 2 T+ B3 6)
which, in view of (29) yields
H{(0)G,(0) = H,(0) =50 — BG (o) =50, (33)

The fact that G/, and H, can be zero or not is crucial in the sequel. Observe that in view of (33) if G} (o1) =0
for some o1 < 0 then H.(0) = 0 for every § < 0. By symmetry we conclude that for any s € R either G, and
H'! are identically zero or they are both non-zero for any value of arguments. Therefore

A={seR:G,=0=H.} ={seR: G,H, =0}.

4.4 Properties of the set A

Proposition4.1. (i) If s € A then there exists a constant C(s) > 0 such that vs = C(8)ys.
(ii) Thereis no s € R such that s,s — 1 € A.
(iii) Thereisno s € R suchthats ¢ Aands—1,s+1 € A.

(iv) There exists s € R such that s,s — 1 &€ A.

Proof. Ad(i) Follows immediately for (30).

Ad(ii) From (32), in view of (i) we have
BC(s—1)ys—1 __ Yst1

C(S)ys T ys
which implies ys4+1 = kys_1, where k = % This gives %y; =k %1{;. Consequently, there exists

a function f defined on (—o0, 0) such that ys(c,0) = f(k6 + o). Denoting ¢t = k6 + o we get for all
t<Oandallf € (£, 0)

ys(o,0) =E B® exp (tB +0 (% — kB)) = f(¢).

Therefore for ¢ fixed § > y,(6,¢ — k6) is constant on (£, 0) and thus we conclude that & — kB is

constant. Since B > 0 and non Dirac we get a contradiction.

Ad(iii) Using 29) and part (i) we get v2 = C(s — 1)C(s + 1)y2. Since s ¢ A it follows from (B0) that
vy = eM:(0)=Gs(9)  which contradicts the fact that for s ¢ A the function H, (0) — Gs(o) is not
constant.



Ad(iv) It follows from (ii) that there exists s € A. If s — 1, s+ 1 € A it contradicts (iii). Therefore at least one
of st 1isnotin A.

O
Proposition 4.2. (i) If s € A then there exist s # 0, ao(s) > 0, 0(s) > 0 such that for 0 < 0 and o < 0
we have

Furthermore, there exist constants C¢(s) and Cy (s) such that for all < 0 and o < 0

Gs(o) = —rslog(oo(s) — o) + Ca(s), and Hs(0) = —rslog(6o(s) —0) + Cru(s). (35)

(ii) If s,s —1 € Athenrs =71s_1+ 1, 09(s — 1) = 0¢(s), Op(s — 1) = Op(s).

Proof. Ad(i) Since s ¢ A we can divide by H.G’, in (33) getting

_ 1 Ys41(00) B ys—1(0.0)
L = @@ wed ~ T 6o (36)
1 .. vs—1(0,0)
1 = vs+1(0,0) /,8 s—1\0, ) 37
HI(§) »@0 T 4 (o,0) (37
Comparing and (36) we obtain
1 vea(o,0) 1 ys1(0,0) 38)
Gi(0) vs(o,0) — HLO) ys(o,0)
We take derivative of (38) with respect to o
vs—1(0,0) G (o) 1 0 [vs—1(0,0) 1 ~
slo) 9 1 - §5(6,0)) =0. 39
w(e.0) C2o) G 97 \ w0y ) @) 9

Since

0 VUs—1 Vs—1 2 ~
2(52) () a-nen

Us—1
Vs

using this last equality and (38)), after cancelling by , we get

Us—l(oa 9) ys—l(Uu 0

G;’(O’) + 1 Bvsfl(gv 9) _ strl(Uv 9) _ 1 Bv572(07 9) ys(gv 9) =0
(Gi(0))?  Gi(o) \ vs(o,0) ys(0,0) Gi(0) ))
Finally, using (31) we obtain
Gy Gi—Gi
! “0
A similar calculation starting with comparison and (37), and taking the derivative with respect to
gives the same thing with H:

HY H;—H,
H2 H =0 (41)

Now reactivating (38)) we get and

G/S(U) _ 1)5,1(0', 9) ys(aa 9) and H;—l(e) o 1)571(0', 9) y572(07 9)

Hi0)  vs(0,0) ys—1(0,0) G 1(0)  vs-2(0,0) Ys—1(0.,0)




Consequently,
CLo) HLs(0) _ Grlof)
HU(O) G_i(0)  Vs—1(o,0)

Combining this result with and (41I) we land on a separation of variables equation

Gilo) _ HJ(O) _ 1

G2(0)  HEO) r

where r, is a non-zero constant with respect to o and 6. Integrating these two simple differential equations
we arrive at (34).

The formula (33)) is an immediate consequence of (34).
Ad(ii) From (@Q), in view of (34), we get

1 _ rs—1 _ogo(s)—0
E - 1 - Ts o'()(s_l)_a-7 o< O

Therefore,
(rs =1 —rs_1)o+rs_100(8) — (rs — Dog(s — 1) = 0.

Thus, looking at the coefficient of o we get rs = r4_1 + 1. Thus, the constant term gives oo(s) =
oo(s — 1). Similarly, using we get Op(s) = p(s — 1).

O
4.5 Computing y, and v,
Let us introduce an auxiliary function
Ys(0,0) =logys(o,0) — G, (o) + H,(0). (42)
Thus, in view of (33) we get
_ re/2
be(0.0) = Cls)en " (@=L ) ™ @)
Rewrite now (36) as
1 09logys(o,0) 1 Ologys(o,0)
1= G'.(0) do H'(6) a0 =0 “4
Note that @3)) yields
Plogy(0.0) _09.(0.0) . Dlogy(0.) 906
do T 9o Aoo—o) A0 o0 o 00  260-0)
Plugging these two expressions into (@4), in view of (34), we get
Y, s _
(90 - 9) 89 (0’0 0') 80’ =0. (45)
For
p=+(o0—0)(o—0) and q=+oo—0/\bh—¥, (46)

we introduce temporarily a function h defined by hs(p, q) =, (0, o). Since

hs(p7 Q) = ys (90 - %7 oo —pQ)

we arrive at . .
Ohs(p,q) _ p 9y, 0O,

_ 1 Y, Y,
3¢ 200 Yoo _5<(9°_9) 20 (7 ”)aa>'




Thus, (@3) implies that hs(p, q) = £5(2p) for some function £5. Consequently,
7.(0,0) = €, (2 (00 —0) (0o — 9)) . 47

Denote f, = C(s)e’s with C(s) from @3). Referring to (@7) and [@3) we get

nio) = (220 )/ s (29 = 000 —0)) = 4~ fo(2). (48)

op — O

To identify f; we will derive an ordinary second order differential equation satisfied by this function. We first

show that
rs—1 Oys(0,0) 0o — 0 0ys(o,0)

s\Uy 0) —
Bys(0,0) oo —0o 00 oo —0o 002
To this end we use (34) and rewrite (36) with s changed into s — 1 as

rs-1Ys—1(0,0) = (00 — ) ys(0,0) — B(0o — O)ys—2(0,0).

0. (49)

’ys _

Bys = Bys—1 and 57 = B2ys_o. Then we insert y, as obtained

Now, ([@9) follows from the last equality since
in (48) into [@9). Recalling (46) we note that

Q?
Q

1 _ 1 1 _ 1
q 56 = 3(0o—0) and 56 = T 2(60-6)° (0)

Using (30Q), after careful calculation, we get

Oys (0,0 TS Ty
ya(e L= _(3079 [7fs(2p) + f§(2p)]

and

PUd) = s [~ (1= %) £u(2) + (re — 3) £120) + P2 17]

Plugging these two expressions into (49) we get
V(2p) = (recy —re+ 1) LG (5p2 It j e %) 1:p).

Using the fact that rs_; = r5 — 1 the above equation can be rewritten as

/4 2 i) f@p) _
Fep) + 5 - (8 + %) 182 —0.

Denoting t = 2p we get

/

Fi) + 8 = (52 + ) B =0,

Thus, for a function g5 defined by gs(z) = s(z /+/B) we obtain the classical Bessel equation (see €.g. Watson
(1966), p.77, (1))

gl(2) + £ - (2 el =,
Consequently, g; = al,, + bK,_, where I, and K, are the modified Bessel functions of the first and third

type, defined by
i ( /2)u+27n
m!T( V+m+1) ’
m=0

e.g. Watson (1966), p.77 (2), and

(o] Z2
Ky (2) = ( ),,/0 T e dr, 51

[\SIRN

e.g. Watson (1966), p. 183 (15). We note that g, is bounded at infinity. Indeed, it suffices to show that f is
bounded at infinity. Note that for a fixed s the function y; is bounded on (—oco, —¢)? for a fixed € > 0. Inserting
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6p—0=09p—0c=t/2in for (0,0) € (—o0, —€)? we get ys(6,0) = fs(t). Thus f; is bounded at infinity.
But I,(2) — .00 00. Therefore, g; = bK,., for some real b depending on s. Consequently, for o < 0 and
0 < 0 we have

ys(0,0) = ¢~ g5(2v/Bp) = b(s) (gﬁig)rsm K,, (2\/[3(00 —0)(00 — a)) : (52)

Repeating for vg the argument we used for y, while using (37) instead of (36)) requires only flipping 6y — 6 with
oo — o. Therefore,

rs/2
vs(0,8) = 1(5) (ﬁ) K, (2\/ﬁ(90 ~9) (00 — a)) . (53)
Note that in both formulas (32) and (33) we have g > 0 and o > 0.

4.6 Conclusion of the proof

Let us first show that 6y > 0 and o > 0. For this consider a possibly unbounded positive measure

rs—s—1 —oox——
s e 90

rg(de) =z a I(0,00) () d

Then for o < 0 and 8 < 0 we have
> s _os ELhY — rs/2 rs/2
/ w7 rp(de) = (2222) T K, (24/B(o0 — 0) (00 — 0)) = S us(0,6),
0
where the last equality follows by (532). Consequently, we get

o JEL) res2 [ 8o
/ 2% TS rp(de) = ﬁb(s)z / z® e’ Pp(dr).
0 0

Therefore,
Boo
Pp(dr) oc g™t e 70" o L(0,00) () d (54)
Similarly, using (33)), we see that
rs—s—1 790x7%
Pr(dz) «x x e v I (0,00) () d. (55)

Note that or (33) imply that y = o9 = 0 is impossible. Note also that when 6y > 0 and og = 0, then,
according to (34), the measure Pp is finite only if 7; — s < 0. But then the measure at the right hand side of
(33 is not finite, which is impossible. By the similar argument we exclude the case og > 0 and 6y = 0. Thus,
both these situations are not possible. Finally, we conclude that og > 0, 8y > 0 and B ~ GIG(}\, 09, 86)),
T ~ GIG(), 09, Bog), with A = 7, — s.

To compute the distributions of A and .S we follow the arguments we used for B and 7', but we start with
the second equality in (23)), instead of the first one, which we used while computing v, and y,. This equality
yields t_s = Z_4 forall 0 < 0 and § < 0. As in the case U, = y5 we obtain A ~ GIG(N, aoy, 6}) and
S ~ GIG(N, by, o)) for some o(),0) > 0 and X' € R.

Consequently, there exist constants C;, ¢ = 1, 2, 3, 4, which may depend on s such that
vy =C (fjg—:f,)(x_sw Ky (2\/a(06 —o)(6) — 9)> :
ys = C2 (ﬁﬁ:ﬁ)(mm Ky (2\/5(0'0 —0)(bo — 9)) ;
wo=ca(35)" 7w (2fale o0 - ).

o= (325)"" Ko (2100 - B - B)
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Thus implies

o2 (%_,9)(ALS)/2 (90—9)(>\+s)/2 _ 0 (%)(Aus)m (O_O_U)(Ms)/g’

oL—0o oo—0 0o—06

forall o < 0,0 < 0. Consequently, A + s = —(X — s), i.e. A = —X. Moreover, 6y = 6} := ¢z and
00 = 0{, := c1. Thus the result follows.

S GMY property for GIG matrices

Let 2 be the Euclidean space of symmetric X r matrices with real entries and the inner product defined by
(x,y) = tr(zy), z,y € Q. Denote by Q2 the cone of symmetric positive definite r x r matrices. We say that
an 2 -valued random matrix X has a matrix GIG law, MGIG(p, a,b), forp € R and a,b € Q if it has the
density with respect to the Lebesgue measure dx in €2 of the form

1 p— r+1
Hp.ab(2) = grigpy (det 2)" 2

-1
exp (_ tr (am)+2tr (bz )) IQ+ (I),
see e.g. Sec. 2 of Letac and Wesotowski (2000).

For a, 8 > 0 we recall the map Fé%‘ﬂ ) on Q4 x Q4 defined in the introduction by the formula

F3P (@, y) = (y(I + awy) (I + Bay), «(I + Byx) " (I + ayx)) (56)

where I denotes the identity matrix. Note that for « = 0, 5 > 0 and @ > 0, 5 = 0 the problem we discuss
reduces to the matrix variate version of the original Matsumoto-Yor property given in Letac and Wesotowski

(2000). Moreover, F é;’;’a) is just the identity. Therefore, we are not interested in these cases in the sequel.

Proposition 5.1. For every distinct o, 8 > 0 the map Fé}?’@) is a differentiable involution on 4 x €.

Moreover, its Jacobian equals 1.

Proof. For distinct «, 8 > 0 we denote F' := Fé;’ﬁ). For z,y € Q4 set (u,v) = F(x,y). Note that
y(I +azy) ' = +ayz)"ly  and  y(I + Bry) = (I + Pyx)y.
Combining these two identities we get

u=y(I +axy) (I + Bay) = (I + ayz) 'y(I + Bay) = (I + ayz) (I + Byz)y.

But the right hand side above equals u”, i.e. u is symmetric. Similarly, we conclude that v is symmetric. Since
u and v are products of positive definite matrices, they are also positive definite. Consequently, F'(Q24 x Q) C
Q4 x Q4. Note that v7' = (I + azy)(I + Bzy) 'z = (I + Bry) (I + azy)z. Since v = vT we get

UV = Yx. 57)
Plugging () or its transpose to definitions of u and v we get
u = y(I + avu) ™ (I + Bou) and v =zl + fuv) (I + auv)

whence
z = v(I + auv) (I + Buv) and y = u(l + fou) " (I + avu).

Thus F is an involution, i.e. F = F~!. Differentiability on 2 x € is clear.
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To compute the Jacobian Jx of F' we first note that F' = ¢! 0 1) o ¢, where ¢(x,y) = (x,y~*) and

Y(zy) = (v~ (y + B2)(y + ax) ', a7y + Br)(y + ax) ") = (u',0). (58)
Thus
Jr(x,y) = Jy-1(z,y) Ty (2, y 1) T (u/,0).
Note that
=Lyt e By tar)Tt and V=27 = (a—B)(y+ax)

Recall that the derivative D,.(z~!) is —P,-1, where P, is the endomorphism on Q defined by P, (h) = aha,
h € Q. Consequently, the derivatives D, and D, of v’ are

Dy(u') = —(a - ﬁ)P(y—kaw)*l and Dy(ul) = 61?1/*1 - aTiﬁ Py+az)-1-

- a !

Similarly, the derivatives of v’ are
Dm(’U/) = —Pm—l + (a — ﬂ)aP(y_,_aw)q and Dy(’U/) = (a — ﬂ)]P)(y-l-am)*l-

For clarity we write det = for the determinant of € Q and Det M for the determinant of the endomorphism
M on Q or Q2. For example, in the sequel we will need the formula

Det P, = (det z)" ™, (59)

see e.g. Faraut and Koranyi (1994), p. 52. Thus

[ (@ = BPyram) — &Py — 22 Plyran)
Jy(z,y) = Det
L —P,-1 + (Oé — ﬂ)oz]P)(eraz)A (a — /B)P(eraz)—l
[ (= BPryyany1  —2Py1 = L Pypan
= Det
I —P, — AP,

Using the Cholesky decomposition we thus get

Jy(z,y) =Det {(a — B)P(ytam)-1}
x Det { ~BB, 1 + 5y Pas (Blyvan) (BB, + (0= ) Biyan1) }-

Using the fact that P,—1 = P, ! we see that the operator under the second determinant has the form
— BPy-1 + aagy Pa-1Pyras (BPy-1 + (@ = B) Pyias)

= — B]P)y—l + ﬁ ]P)mfl]P)y-i-aw]P)yfl + épmfl

:m Pp-1 [—af(a - B)P; + BPytaz + (= ﬂ)Py] Py
For x,y € Q denote by L, ,, the endomorphism of €2 defined by L, , (k) = xhy + yha, h € Q. Then

]P)eraz = Py + OéLzﬁy + O[QPI

whence
—af(a—B)Py+BPyrar+ (a—B)P, = —aB(a— B)Py + (P, + ally, +Py) + (a— B)P, = aPy i s

Summing up, in view of (39), we obtain

J (LL' ) o Det Py 454 o det(y+8z) r+l
YT, Y) = Det Pytae DetPy DetP, — \ det(y+oax)det(x) det(y)
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Thus

r+1
—1y\ _ [ det(I+Bzy)det
Jﬂ’ (ZE, Y 1) - (dcté[«l»axZ; dctgzg )

Note that Jg(z,y) = Det { —P,-1 } = %. Therefore,

o det(I+Bxy) det(y) \ T 1
Jp(z,y) = (det )7 +1 (det([-}-amZ) det(Z)) (det(v/(z,y=1)))" 1"

From (58) we have det v/ (x,y~ 1) = % Thus we conclude that |Jp(z,y)| = 1. O

Now we are ready to formulate the main result of this section which gives a detailed balance equation of the
generalized Matsumoto- Yor type satisfied by GIG random matrices.

Theorem 5.2. Let (X,Y) ~ MGIG(), aa, b) @ MGIG(\, b, a). Then

(U, V) = FS2P(X, V) ~ MGIG(), ab, a) ® MGIG(A, Ba, b).

Proof. Consider the joint density f of (U, V). Since the Jacobian of Fé?(’ﬁ Vis 1. Tt follows that

fu,0) = fx (z(u, v) fy (y(u, v))

o (det(:by)))‘_T_;rl exp (_ o tr (az)+ tr (br’l);rﬁ tr (by)+ tr (ay’l))

We now consider the exponent. Denoting @ = I + auv € Q4 E = I + Buv € Q. and using the fact that
tra= tr a’ we get

atr(az) + tr (ba™") 4+ Btr (by) + tr (ay™")
—atr (ava‘lﬁ) T otr (bE—lav‘l) +Btr (bu (BT) ‘s > + tr ( @")" 15%—1) .
Since
u (BT)_l a"=pf'au and (@) Ful=ula B

We get

atr(az) + tr (bz™") + Btr(by) + tr (ay™')

tr ( ' aw) —15) +otr (bﬁ—la (v +Bu))

(au (I 4+ auv)a ‘15) + tr (bﬁ—la(ﬂr ﬂuv)v—l)

r (au”'(I 4 Buw)) + tr (b(I + auv)v™")
(au™) + tr(Bav) + tr (bvo™") + tr (abu).

tr

t
tr

Combining this with (37) we get

r+1 r (abu r(auw=? 4l © (Baw r (o1
F(u,v) o (det(w) ™2 exp <—L<>) (det(v))*~" 5 exp (_M) |

which ends the proof. O
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6 Bibliographical comments

Let us mention that the MY property and related characterization triggered a lot of further research developing
in several directions: (1) more general algebraic structures as, a multivariate tree-generated version in Massam
and Wesotowski (2004), matrix variate versions in Letac and Wesotowski (2000), Wesotowski (2002), Massam
and Wesotowski (2006), a combination of the matrix variate and multivariate tree-generated setting in Bobecka
(2015), symmetric cone variate in Kotodziejek (2017), a version in free probability in Szpojankowski (2017);
(2) characterizations based on a weaker assumption of constancy of regressions of moments of 7" given S
instead of the assumption of independence of S and 7" - in univariate case in Wesotowski (2002), Chou and
Wang (2004) and in free probability in Szpojankowski (2017) and Swieca (2021); (3) a search of more general
maps of the form 1) ¢ (a,b) = (f(a +b), f(a) — f(a + b)) and product measures 1 @ v, such that 1 (p ® v)
remains a product measure and characterization of respective i and v by the independence property in Koudou
and Vallois (2012) with a genuine special case of 11 and v being the Kummer and gamma distributions, see also
Koudou and Vallois (2011), Koudou (2011), Wesotowski (2015), Piliszek and Wesotowski (2016), Kotodziejek
(2018). For a survey on characterizations of the GIG distribution and other refrences (up to 2014) see Koudou
and Ley (2014).
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