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THE KUMMER DISTRIBUTION IN FREE PROBABILITY, AND ITS
CHARACTERIZATIONS

MARCIN SWIECA

ABSTRACT. We study the analogue of Kummer distribution in free probability. We prove charac-
terization of free-Kummer and free Poisson distributions by freeness properties together with some
assumptions about conditional moments. Our main tools are subordination of free multiplicative
convolution and Boolean cumulants.

1. INTRODUCTION

Recall that the Gamma law G(a,c) with parameters a,c > 0 is a probability measure that has
the density

c xa—le—cx]l(o )(.%')
I'(a) '
and the Kummer law K (a,b,c) with parameters a,c > 0, b € R is a probability measure that has
the density

$a—1

c—"
(1+ )"
where C' = C(a, b, ¢) is a normalizing constant.

It was observed in [3] by Hamza and Vallois that if X,Y are independent, X ~ K(a,b,c) and
Y ~ G(a+b,c) then

—CIT

1(0,00)(),

Y

are independent and distributed as U ~ K(a+b, —b,c) and V ~ G(a, c). We will refer to this as HV
property. In [7] the converse was proved under some technical assumptions for densities of X and Y,
namely assume that X and Y are independent, positive and such that logarithms of their densities
are locally integrable on R™. If U and V are independent then X ~ K(a,b — a,c), Y ~ G(b,c)
for some parameters a,b,c > 0. Later the same authors dropped the assumption of existence of
densities and replaced independence of U and V by constancy of regressions. See [§] for more
details.

The HV property has its analogue for random matrices. It involves matrix version of Kummer
distribution and Wishart distribution. Before we state the property we recall some basic facts. Let
Q) denote the open cone of real, symmetric and positive definite matrices. Then a matrix Kummer
distribution K, (a,b,>) with parameters a > %>~ L b e R, ¥ € Qis a probability measure supported
on € that has the density

c(det 2)* "% (det(I + z)) e~ o) 1o (x),

where I is the n x n identity matrix, (x,y) = tr(zy) and ¢ = c(a, b,

b,Y) is a normalizing constant.
Similarly a Wishart distribution W, (b, ¥) with parameters b € {O % 1

,%,...,%}U(%,oo) and
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Y € Q is a probability measure supported on  with Laplace transform given by the following
formula

b
Eel®Y) = <LE)> , for all s € Q such that ¥ — s € Q.

det(X — s
When b > "T_l the Wishart distribution W, (b, ¥) has the density
det 32)° _ndl s
ﬁ@m)” > e P g (x),

where D (b) = 7" D/AT_| T (b— %) is the multivariate Gamma function.
The HV property for random matrices was established in [4] and it states that if X ~ K, (a,b,cI)
and Y ~ Wy(a+b,cl) with a > "T_l, a+b> "T_l, ¢ > 0 are independent then U and V' defined as

U=(I+X)2YI+X)2, V=I+U):X(I+U)2,

are also independent and distributed as K, (a + b, —b,cI) and W, (a,cI) respectively. In the same
paper the converse (characterization) was established under the assumption that X,Y have positive
densities.

The HV property in free probability was proved using the concept of asymptotic freeness that,
roughly speaking, states that large independent random matrices behave like free random variables.
To be more precise, for a n X n matrix A let u4 be an empirical spectral distribution of A i.e.

1
= — 5
nA n k?_l Ak

where A1, Ao, ..., A\, are all eigenvalues of A. Then the following well known theorem proved by
Voiculescu [13] holds.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose for all n > 1 the random matrices X, and Y, are independent and the
distribution of Yy, is unitary invariant. Assume also that the sequences (Xy,), and (Yy) have almost

surely an asymptotic spectral distributions, say px, N woand py, Loy weakly. Then for all
polynomials P(x,y) of two non-commutative variables almost surely we have

lim ltr(P(Xn,Yn)) = o(P(X,Y)),

n—oo n

where X, Y are two free random variables in a non-commutative probability space (A, @) such that
X~pandyY ~v.

The existence of a limiting spectral distribution for Kummer matrices was established in [6]. It
was proved that for X,, ~ K, (ay,by,c,) where parameters a,, > "T_l, b, € R, ¢, > 0 are such
that % —a>1, % — B, 2“7" — «v > 0 then the sequence of empirical spectral distributions
lx, converges almost surely to what we call in this paper the free-Kummer distribution K(a, o +
B,7). Recall also the well known fact that for Wishart matrices Y,, ~ Wy, (A, ap ) with 2)‘7" — A
and 20‘7” — « the limiting empirical spectral distribution is the free Poisson (Marchenko-Pastur)
distribution v(\, 1/a).

In the same paper the HV property in free probability was proved.

Theorem 1.2 ([06]). Let X and Y be self-adjoint random variables in some C* probability space,
such that X has the free-Kummer distribution K(o,« + 8,7) and the distribution of Y s free-
Poisson v(a+ B,1/v,) for some a« > 1, v >0 and B > 1—«a. If X,Y are free, then U and V
defined as

(1.1) U=(I+X)2YI+X)2 and V = I+ U)zX(I+ U)?

are free. Moreover U ~ K(a+ B, c,7y) and V ~ v(a,1/7).
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In this paper we show that the definition of free-Kummer distribution IC(«, 3, 7) can be extended
in a consistent way also for a € (0,1], 8 € R and v > 0 and prove the following characterization
theorem which can be thought of as the converse statement to Theorem Note that freeness of
of U and V is replaced by weaker condition of constancy of (two) conditional moments of V given
U.

Theorem 1.3. Let (k,1) € {(1,—1),(1,2),(—1,—2)} be fizred and let X,Y be free, positive, non-
degenerated and self-adjoint random variables in some W* probability space (A, ). If U,V are
defined by (LI)) and

o (Vk | U) —mpl, and @ (Vl | U) — myl,

for some constants my,m; € R then X has free-Kummer distribution K («, 8,7) and Y has free
Poisson distribution v (8,1/v) for some «, 3,y > 0.

It is worth to note that in Theorem both « and a + 3 are assumed to be greater than 1 and
consequently both X and Y are invertible. Our Theorem [L.3] suggest that this theorem holds more
generally for a, « + 8 > 0. See Remark [5.10] for more details.

Our main technical result needed for the proof of Theorem [[3] is calculation of the following
expression

1 1\ 1 1 1\ 1
(1.2) <p<gl(R) (I—zR2YR2> % (R) (I—wR2YR2> > for z,w € C\ Ry,

in terms of the subordination functions for free multiplicative convolution. Here R,Y are assumed
to be free and positive non-commutative random variables and ¢; (R), g2(R) belong to unital sub-
algebra generated by R. This is done in Theorem [4.1]

We also prove that (for § > 0) the distribution K(«, 8,7) is the only distribution supported on
[0,00) for which the Cauchy-Stieltjes transform G(z) the equation that has the form

(1.3) 224+ 1)G*(2) — (y2(z4+1) = (@ = 1)(z+ 1)+ B2)G(2) + vz + 6 =0,

for some § € R. See Proposition for more details. Problems of this type where the Cauchy-
Stieltjes transform emerges as solution to a certain quadratic equation that depends on unknown
parameters, appear frequently in characterization problems in free probability. See for example al-
ready mentioned article [6] or [9] where characterization the free-GiG and free-Poisson distributions
was studied. The proof of uniqueness in those two papers rely on the study of roots of A(z)-the
discriminant of equation for G(z) and the geometric argument is given to show that A(z) has a
desired form. In our paper we present new and a very simple analytic proof of this problem for
K(a, 8,7) that avoids geometric arguments.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In chapter 2 we recall some basic facts from free
probability theory that are needed to understand this article. In chapter 3 we discuss definitions
and properties of the free-Kummer definition and the free-Poisson distributions. In Chapter 4 we
compute the expression given by formula Chapter 5 is devoted to characterization theorems
and the proof of Theorem [I.3l

2. BACKGROUND AND NOTATION

In this section we introduce basic notions and facts from non-commutative probability theory
that are needed to understand this paper. We assume we are given a C*-probability space (A, )
i.e. Ais a unital C*-algebra and ¢ : A — C is positive, tracial and faithful linear functional (state)
such that ¢(I) = 1 where I is the unit of A.

Elements of A are called (non-commutative) random variables and in this paper are denoted as
X,Y,Z etc.
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2.1. Freeness and Boolean cumulants. Freeness is one of the basic concepts that serves as the
analogue of independence from classic probability theory and was introduced by Voiculescu in [12].

Definition 2.1. We say that unital subalgebras Ay, ..., A, of A are free if for every m and for
every choice of centered random variables Xy, € A;, ie. o(Xy) =0, k =1,2,...,m, such that

i1 #£ iy # ... % iy we have
%) (X1X2 te Xm) =0.
We say that random variables X, Y € A are free if unital subalgebras generated by those elements

are free.

The definition of freeness can be viewed as a rule for computing joint moments. For example if
X,Y are free, then ¢(XY) = p(X)p(Y).

For a positive integer n let us denote [n] = {1,2,...,n}.
Definition 2.2.

(1) A partition 7 of [n] is a set m = {Bj,..., By} of non-empty and pairwise disjoint subsets
of [n] such that [n] = Ule B;. Elements By, ..., By are called blocks of w. The set of all
partition of [n] is denoted by P(n).

(2) A partition m € P(n) is called an interval partition if every block B of m is of the form [n]NI
for some interval I. The set of all 2"~ interval partitions of [n] is denoted by Int(n).

Remark 2.3. The set Int(n) has a lattice structure induced by the so-called reversed refinement
order. We say that m1 < me if every block of the partition m is contained in some block of mo. The
partition 1, with one block [n] is the mazimum element in this lattice.

Definition 2.4. For n > 1 the Boolean cumulant functional 3, : A™ — C is defined recursively by
VXl,...,XnGAZ@(X1X2"'X71): Z BW(X:l?"'?Xn)?
welnt(n)

where for m = {By,..., B}
k
Br (X1, ., Xp) = Hﬁ\Bj\ (X;:i€ Bj).
j=1

In particular 51 = ¢ and 52(X,Y) = p(XY) — o(X)p(Y).
We will need two formulas involving Boolean cumulants. They can be found in [2] and [5] and
were used also in [10].

Proposition 2.5. Assume we are given two collections of random variables {X1,Xo,..., Xp41}
and {Y1,Y2,..., Y} that are free, n > 1. Then

(2.1) %) (Y1X1 cee Yan) =

n—1 k
= Z Z ¥ (Xj1 T Xjk+1) H/B2(jz+1—jz)—1 (le+17 X1y - 7ij+1—17 sz+1)
k=00=jo<j1<...<jg+1=n =0

and

(22) ﬁ2n+1 (leYla cee 7Xna Yna Xn—l—l) —
n+1

k—1
=> > B X)) T Aeti—i—1 (Vi X, Yo X1, Y1)
k=2 1=j1<...<jp=n =1

We will also need the following formula for Boolean cumulant with product as entries.
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Proposition 2.6 (Proposition 2.12 in [2]). Let 1 < i1 < ia < ... < iy, = n be positive integers.
Then

ﬁm(Xl"'Xi17Xi1+1"'Xizy"'axim,l—i-l"'Xn) — Z 57|—(X1,X2,...,Xn)

welnt(n)
oVr=1,

where

o= {{1, 2..., ’il}, {il +1,..., ’ig}, ey {im—l +1,.. ’I’L}} S Int(n)
and V is join of partitions (smallest upper bound of two partitions in Int(n)).
2.2. Conditional expectations. Assume that (A, ) is a W* probability space, i.e., A is a finite
von Neumann algebra and ¢ a faithful, normal, tracial state. If B C A is von Neumann subalgebra,
we denote by ¢ (- | B) the conditional expectation with respect to B. That is ¢ (- | B) : A — Bis a
faithful, normal projection such that ¢ o [p (- | B)] = ¢(-). The map ¢ (- | B) is a B-bimodule map
ie.

e (Y1XY;5 | B) = Y19 (X | B) Y3

for all X € A and Y;,Y2 € B. For the existence of the conditional expectation see e.g ([11],

Proposition 2.36).
The conditional expectation has the following important property

(2.3) e(X|B)=Y <= YeB and VZe B: o(XZ)=¢(YZ).

2.3. Distribution of a random variable and analytic tools.

Definition 2.7. The distribution of a self-adjoint random variable X € A is a uniquely determined,
compactly supported, probability measure ux on the real line such that for all n > 1

P (X" = [ a"ux(d).

We list here some analytic tools and their properties that we use in this paper.

(1) The Cauchy-Stieltjes transform of a compactly supported measure p on the real line is the

map
Gu(z) :/RM

z—x’
defined for z € C\ supp(u). It is known that the Cauchy-Stieltjes transform is an analytic
map on C \ supp(p) and G, : Ct — C~.
If X is a self-adjoint random variable we write Gx for G, . Note that

Gx(e) = ¢ ((1-%)71) = [ X2,

(2) The moment transform of X is defined for all z € C such that I — 2X is invertible as
Mx(z) = ¢ (2X(I - zX)_l) .

Mx is an an analytic function in some neighborhood of 0 and one has
o
Mx(z) =) p(XF)z-.
k=1

The moment transform Mx and the Cauchy-Stieltjes Gx(z) transform are related by the
equation

(2.4) Gx <3> — 2(1 4 Mx(2)).

z
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(3) For a self adjoint, positive but non-zero random variable X one can define so called S-
transform. The S-transform Sx is defined in the neighborhood of (ux({0}) — 1,0) in C

as .
z+ —
Sx(2) = —=Mx " (2),
where M)<(_1> is the inverse function of Mx. The S-transform has the following useful
property
(2.5) Sxy = Sx - Sy

when X and Y are free.
(4) The n-transform of X is defined by

_ Mx(2)
mw—ﬁﬁﬁT

In some neighborhood of 0 one has
mx(2) =Y Br(X, .., X)z".
k=1

All of these transformations uniquely determine moments of a self-adjoint random variable X and
thus also uniquely determine its distribution.

2.4. Subordination. Let X,Y be free self-adjoint and positive random variables. In [I] Biane
establish a fundamental connection between moment transforms of X,Y and XY. It involves two
functions wq,ws : C\ Ry — C which can be defined as unique holomorphic functions on C \ R

satisfying wy(Z) = wi(2) and arg(wg(z)) > arg(z) for all z € C* and k = 1,2 and
(2.6) Mxy(z) = My(wl(z)) = Mx(wg(z)).

Because of the last property wy,ws are called the subordination functions.
In the framework of von Neumann algebras (2.6]) can be stated in a more general way

(2.7) ¢ ((I —ZX2YX2)!| X) — (I —w(2)X)".

The subordination functions w;(z),ws(z) can be expanded near the origin into a Taylor series
with Bolean cumulants as coefficients:

(2.8) wi(z) =) Pom-1(X,Y,X,... Y, X)z",
n=1

(2.9) wa(2) =Y Bon1(Y,X,Y,..., X, Y)2".
n=1

See [5] for details.
The S-transform property Sxy = Sx - Sy and the subordination property (2.6]) imply also the
following useful identity

(2.10) w1(2)wa(z) = 2z - mxy(2) = Mxy (2) T for z € C\ Ry

Zi
Mxy(z) +

3. FREE-POISSON AND FREE-KUMMER DISTRIBUTIONS AND THEIR PROPERTIES

3.1. Free-Poisson Distribution. We say that a probability measure v is free Poisson v(\,~) or
Marchenko-Pastur distribution with parameters A > 0,y > 0 if

v = max{0,1 — A\}dp + vy,
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where v is a measure With density

2m VANZ = (@ =71+ )% L0y v @)

The S-transform of the free Poisson distribution v(A,~) is equal
1
S(z) =

vz + Ny
3.2. Free-Kummer distribution. For a > 0, a # 1, v > 0, 8 € R the free-Kummer distribution
K(a, B,7) is a probability measure p, g~ defined as

Pa,8r = max{0,1 — a}dy + o,

where ) is a measure with the density

L oo (lazu 8
() 2ma (&= a)b—z) <~’L“/‘E (1+2)/(a+1)(b+1) La,p) (),
and (a, b) is the unique solution of
B a1 —0
(3.2) v V0a+r)(b+1)  Vab )
e o 14po— B

/(a+1)(b+1)

satisfying 0 < a < b. The free-Kummer distribution was defined for & > 1 in [6] as a limit of

empirical spectral distribution of Kummer matrices. The above definition extends the definition

from that paper for @ € (0,1) and one can easily check that for « € (0,1), § € R, v > 0 we have
Ha,py = (1_04)504'04,“; 8 a-

We note here that in [6] the parameter o was assumed to be positive but not necessarily greater
than 1. One can see that the condition o < 1 contradicts some assumptions made in that paper
and the definition of free-Kummer distribution does not work in this case. To reflect this fact we
changed formulation of Theorem by adding assmuptions o, a + 8 > 1.

We will show now how to extend the definition of («, 3,7) for a = 1. The reader can find more
details in the Appendix.

For « =1 and 8 < 1— (1 + ,/7)? the above definition still works and in this case K(1, 3,7) is
the distribution of X — 1 where X has the free-Poisson distribution X ~ v(1 — 3,1/7).

For a =1and 8 >1— (1+,/7)? we define K(1, 3,7) to be a probability measure which has the
density

1
a 8
(3.3) 5 Vel —7) (5 - m) Lo (),
where o = v + \/% and b is the unique positive solution of
b B
3.4 ATy B
(3.4) V5 + P 5D

The Cauchy-Stieltjes transform of K(«, 3,7) for a > 1 was calculated in [6] and is given by the
following formula

(35)  Gapylz)=1 [’Y —ely g \/—< Oﬂﬂ '

(241) \/(a—i-l )(b+1)

For 0 < a < 1 we have G, g (2) = =% +aG

2 1
valid also for a € (0,1).
Fora=1,>1-(1+ \/7)2, ~v > 0 one can check that

Gapnl®) = [y + 2+ VD) (i~ 2)]

s ~(z) and in consequence the formula (B.5) remains
«@

QIR

Yo !
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Remark 3.1. Using B.2) for a # 1 or [B.4) when o =1 one can check that G = G, solves the
following quadratic equation

(3.6) 224+ 1)G*(2) — (yz(z +1) — (@ —1)(z + 1) + B2)G(2) + vz + 6 = 0.

Later we will show that, under some conditions, this equation characterizes free-Kummer distribu-
tion. See Proposition [5.0 for more details.

4. THE MAIN TECHNICAL RESULTS

Let R and Y be free, self-adjoint and positive random variables from some W* probability space
(A, ). Let g1(R) and g2(R) be two elements in the unital subalgebra generated by R. We also

denote U = R3YR2. The goal of this section is to evaluate the function following function in
terms of subordination functions

(4.1) k(z,w)=¢ (gl(R)(I — zU)_lgg(R)(I — wU)_l) .
Theorem 4.1. For z,w in some neighborhood of 0 in C we have

k(z,w) = ki(z,w) + ko(z,w),

with
ki(z,w) = ¢ (g1(R)g2(R)I —wy(2)R) (I — wy(w)R) ™),
g e T VR
_ wway(z) — zwa(w) A1 (z, w)As(z, w)
z2—w B(z,w) ’
where

Ap(zw) = ¢ (RGpR)(I - wa(2)R) T —wy(w)R)Y), k=1,2,

B(zuw) = SD(R(I—w2(z)R)_1(I—wz(w)R)_1)ZMUE My (w)

z) —
wo(z) — wo(w)
).

Here wo(2) is the subordination function satisfying My(z) = Mg (w2 (2)

Remark 4.2. The function k(z,w) is continuous for (z,w) € (C\ R4)? and analytic in both z
and w. For fized w in some neighborhood of 0 the function ki(z,w) + ka(z,w) is meromorphic in
z € C\ Ry and agrees with k(z,w) in the neighborhood of 0. Uniqueness of analytic continuation
shows that k1(-,w) + kao(-,w) has only removable singularities and k(z,w) = ki(z,w) + ko(z,w)
holds for all z € C\ Ry. Fizing z € C\ Ry and repeating the argument shows that k = ky + ky on
(C\Ry)%

An immediate consequence of Theorem 4] and property (2.3]) is the following Corollary.

Corollary 4.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem [{.1]

P (I-20)"g(R)I~wU)™! |R) = g(R)I — w2(2)R) (I —wa(w)R) ™"

n wws(z) — zwa(w) A(z, w)

— BGo) R(I - wa(2)R) (I — wa(w)R) ™1,

where
Az w) = ¢ (RgR)(I —w2(2)R)"H I~ wa(w)R) ™),
B(z,w) = ¢RI -w(2)R)I—-wa(w)R)™).
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4.1. Proof of Theorem [4.Il The proof will be divided into a series of lemmas and propositions.

Before we start we introduce some notation. Let hA(R) belong to the unital subalgebra generated
by R. We define

4.2 hi(z) = h(R),R,R,...,R | 2*,

(4.2) nr(2) Zﬂm (R) k

(4.3) Mz w) =Y Bers [ RR,..RAR),RR, .., R| 2w
k,1>0 l k

Both nf (2) and nf (2, w) are well-defined near the origin. The function 7 (z) was defined in [10]
and the authors showed a method of calculating this function when A(R) is a holomorphic function
of R.

The function 1} (z,w) generalizes the function 1 (z) in the sense that 1k (z,0) = 7% (2). Since
Boolean cumulants are invariant under reflections i.e. (5,(X1,Xs,...,X,) = Bn(Xp, ..., X2, X1)
then it is clear that njs (2, w) = nj (w, ). Lemma[9 shows that 7% (z,w) can be expressed in terms
of njk (2), furthermore Lemma E.10] shows that

h — (h(R)(I — zR)—l)

me(z) = GBS
np(zw) = ¢ (MR )(I —zR)"{(1-wR)™)
o p(I-2R)™) e (I-wR)™)"

which allows us to extend both functions analytically for z,w € C\ R4 and provides a way of
calculating them at least when A(R) is some nice function of R.

We will also use the following notation for Boolean cumulants that will frequently appear in the
proof:

5n(Y) = ﬁn(Y7Y7 "'7Y)7
Yn = /82n+1 (Y7 R7 Y7 cee 7R7Y) )
Tn = B2n+1 (R, Y, R, e ,Y, R) s

st = Bomgonss(Y,R,Y,...Y,h(R),Y,R,Y,...Y),

’ ——— N————
2m—+1 2n+1

th = Bomsoms1(RY,.,R, Y, h(R),Y,R,...,Y,R).

) N—————— N—————
2m 2n

For technical reasons it will be easier to work with
fz,2w) = ¢ (1(R)zUI — 2U) 1 go(R)wUI — wU) ).
Since (I — 2zU)~! =1+ 2U(I — 2U) 7!, the difference k(z,w) — f(z,w) is equal
¢ (91(R)92(R)) + ¢ (91(R)2U(I - 2U) ' g2(R)) + ¢ (91 (R)g2(R)wU(I — wU) ™)

and can be easily calculated using (2.7]). See the proof of Lemma [£.4] for more details.
For z,w is some neighborhood of 0 in C we can write

fzw) = Y ¢ (ai(R)U"g(R)U") 2 w"

m,n>1
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For any m,n > 1 by traciality of ¢ we have

AR = (1) (R550) 0 ()

= ¢ | YRY - -RY hy(R)YRY ---RY 1 (R) | ,
2m—1 2n—1

where hi(R) = Rgi(R) for k = 1,2. Therefore

fzw)= > ¢ |YRY -RY hh(R)YRY - RY Iy(R) | 2w

m,n>1 2m—1 2n—1

To evaluate f(z,w) we apply formula (2.1]) for the following two free collections of random variables

{R,R,...,R,he(R),R,R,....R,h(R)} and {Y,Y,..,Y}.
N——— N——— N —_—
m—1 n—1 m+n
In order to apply this formula we have to consider two cases whether the sequence 1 < j; < ... <

Jk+1 = m + n appearing in formula (21]) contains m or not. (This is due to the fact that m’th
element of the first collection is ha(R).) Hence

o | YRY ---RY hy(R)YRY ---RY iy (R) | = S 4 5@)
M—/ M—/ El k]
2m—1 2n—1
where S,(,Pn is a sum over all sequences 1 < j; < ... < jr+1 = m~+n containing m and 57(3)” contains
all other elements.
Explicitly we have

(4'4) Sr(rlb,)n = 2 (hl (R)h2(R)Rk+l> Z YmoYmy = " Ymy * YnoYni = " Yny»
=0 k=0 mo+-+my=m—1-1
no+-+np=n—1-—k
m—1n—1
(45) Sg?n = ¥ (hl(R)Rk-H) Z YmoYmy = Ymy_y - Siquzl,no “Ynq ot Yng-
1=0 k=0 mo+--+my=m—1-1

no+--4np=n—1-k

The indices my, .., m, ng, ..., N appearing in the most inner sums are assumed to be non-negative
integers.

We can now write f(z,w) =3, >, Sﬁ,}b?nzmw” + D mn>1 Sg?nzmw". In the next two lemmas
we calculate both series.

Lemma 4.4. For z,w in some neighborhood of 0 in C the sum

filz,w) = Z S Zman

b
m,n>1

s equal

(4.6) fi(z,w) = wa(2)wa(w)p (R (R)h2(R)(I — wa(2)R) (I — we(w)R) ™).
As a result the function ki(z,w) := k(z,w) — f(z,w) + f1(z,w) is equal

(4.7) ki(z,w) = ¢ (01 (R)g2(R)(I — w2(2)R) ™ (I — wa(w)R) ™) .
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Proof. Using ([@.4]), changing variables and the order of summation several times yields

w) = Z S Zmapn

m,n>1
m—1n—1
k+l1
= > Y Sy <h1 (R)R +) > YrmoYmi =+ Ymy * Yol * - Yny
m,n>1 =0 k=0 mo+--+my=m—1-1

no+---+nr=n—1—=k

= > so(hl(R) Rk”) > Zmwr > YmoYmi =+ Ymy * Ynolny * - Yny

k,[>0 m>1+1 mo+---+m;=m—1-—I
n>k+1 no+:+ng=n—1—k
— k+l1 I+1 k+1
= > ¢ (h1 (R)R ) > 2 > YmoYmr " Ymy * YnoYny " Yny,
k,[>0 m,n>0 mo+---+m;=m

no+--+ng=n

The inner sum i.e.

Z 2Mw" Z YmoYmy " Ym; * YngYnyi " Yny,

m,n>0 mo—+--+mp=m
no+---+ng=n

is equal B(2)!"*!B(w)**! where

=S " = o (YR Y, R, Y)2" = 222
n=0

z
n=0

where the last equality follows from (2.9]). Hence

Ailzw) = wazws(w) 3 @ (IR RIRF) ws(2)ws(w)*

k>0
= wy(2)wa(w)ep (b (R)h2(R)(I — ws(2)R) ™ (I — wa(w)R)™") .
This proves (4.6]).

To prove (&) note that identity (I — 2U)~! =TI+ 2U(I — 2U)~! together with (2.7 allows us
to write k(z,w) — f(z,w) + fi(z,w) as

p(91(R)g2(R)w2(2)R(I — w2(2)R) ) + ¢(g1 (R)g2 (R)w2 (w)R(I — wa(w)R) ")
+¢(g1(R)g2(R)) + wa(2)wa(w)e (91 (R)g2(R)R* (I — wa(2)R) ™ (I — wa(w)R) ™) .

The last expression is equal exactly k1(z,w) from (@.T]). O

Lemma 4.5. For z,w in some neighborhood of 0 in C the sum ko(z,w) = mezl Sg?nzmw" 18
equal

(4.8) ko (z,w) = G(z,w)ep (b (R)(I — w2 (2)R) (I — wa(w)R) 1),

where

G(z,w) = Y Bomionss [ YR, Y, ..R Y, h(R)Y,RY,  RY | 2",

m,n>0

2m—+1 2n+1
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Proof. The proof of (4.8) is similar to the proof of Lemma [£4l We apply formula (€3] to get

w) = Z S(2) mapn

m,n>1
m—1n—1
_ m,.n k-+1 h
= E ZMw E E w(hl(R)R ) E YmoYmy *** Ymu_1 * Smymo * Yna " Yny,
m,n>1 =0 k=0 mo+---+my=m—1—1

no+-+nr=n—1-k

k+1 h
= Zw( R+) > 2wt > YmoYmi *** Ymy_y * Sn2no * Yna *** Uny,

1,k>0 m>l+1 mo+--+my=m—1-I
n>k+1 no+-+np=n—1—*k
_ k—+l1 1+1 k41 m, n h
= Z © (hl(R)R )z w § z"w § YmoYmr * " Ymu_1 * Spying * Yna " Yny,
1,k>0 m,n>0 mo+---+mp=m

no+--+ng=n

= Y e (mE®RBRM) Gz w)B() B,
1,k>0

where as in the previous proof

S = wo(z
= Zynzn = Zﬁzn.:,_l(Y,R,Y, R Y)" = 2(2)
z

n=0 n=0

and
Gleu) = w0 Y slg, e
m,n>0
- Z 52m+2n+3 Y’R7Y7""7R7Y7h2(R)7Y7R7Y7-...7R7Y zm+1w"+1.
mon=0 2m+1 2n+1

Hence

ko(z,w) = G(z,w)ng(hl(R)RkH) wa(2) s (w)!

1,k>0
= G(z,w)e (MR)I - w2 (2)R) I —wo(w)R) ™).

The next step is to find the closed form for the series

(4.9) G(z,w) = Y Bomions1 (YR, Y, .RY,A(R),Y,R Y, RY | z"u".

m,n>1

2m—1 2n—1

As always h(R) is a fixed element in the unital subalgebra generated by R. It turns out that
G(z,w) is closely related to the following double series

(4.10) H(z,w) = Y Bomions1 (R, Y, .. .RY,A(R),Y,R,Y,. .. R | 2"w"
_,_/ N—
m,n>0 2m mn

so we consider both at the same time.
We start with the following lemma which shows that G(z,w) can be expressed in terms of H(z, w)
and the subordination functions.
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Lemma 4.6. For z,w in some neighborhood of 0 in C such that wi(z) # wi(w)
)wwg (2) — zwa(w)
w1(z) — w1 (w)

where w1(z),ws(z) are the subordination functions satisfying Mry (2) = Mu(z) = My (wi(z)) =

M (wa(2))-

Proof. We start by applying formula ([2.2]) to the following free collections of random variables
{Y,Y,..Y}and {R,R,...,R,A(R),R,R,..,R}.
———— N —— ———

m+n m—1 n—1

G(z,w) = H(z,w

Thus for m,n > 1 we obtain

Bomson—1(Y,R,Y,...R,Y,h(R),Y,R,Y,...,R,Y)
2m—1 2n—1

n

m
th
Bk—i—l Tmy """ Tmy_, ml,nl',nz"'rm

1 k=1 m1+m2+...+ml:m—l
ni+ns+...4+np=n—=~k

where appropriate products of r’s are assumed to be 1 if either kK = 1 or [ = 1. Application of the
above formula and standard power series manipulations yield

G(z,w) =
m n
= zw /Bk+l (Y) Tml e Tml—l . tmhnl . THQ PN frnl
m,n>1 =1 k=1 mi1+ma+...4+m=m—I

ni+ng+..+ng=n—=k

= ﬁk)-‘rl rml...rml71.tml’nl.rn2...rnl VAT

k,i>1 m=l \ mi+mo+...+m;=m—I
=k ni+no+...4+np=n—=~k

[e.e]

[k h m, n
= § Br41(Y)z'w E E Tmy " Tmy_y " bmypy " Tng " Tny | 27 W5

k,>1 m,n>0 \ mi+ma+...+m;=m
ni+ng+...4+n=n

Note that the inner ”"double” sum equals
A=) Adw) T H (2, ),
where by (2.8)

wi(2)

= irnz" = iﬂzn.H(R,Y,R, “'7Y,R)z" _

n=0
and H(z,w) =) th 2Mw™ which is (@&I0). Hence

m,n>0 mn

Glzw) = Z Bria(0):u AR A )

= 2wH(z,w) ZZﬂkH ()" g (w)P L
I=1 k=1
Now if wy(2) # wi(w) then
oo 00 00 wl(z)"H

DD Ber(Ywr () wn(2) 7 =) Bura(Y
n=0

— Wy (w)n-i—l

wi(z) —wi(w)
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The rest is straightforward:

> fa(¥)ertt = ZazaWOOF vy

Hence
s @1 () — (v (e ()
G ) = 2wl 0 o)) i)
To finish the proof we apply formula (2I0]) that can be written as wq(2)w2(z) = ny (w1(2))z to get
2w [wi(w)ny (wi(2)) —wi(2)ny (Wi(w))] = wi(z)wi (w) (wwe(2) — 2w (w)) .

O

We will show now that similar calculation yields another formula that links H(z,w) with G(z, w).
Before we state the lemma we will express

H(z,w) = Z Bomsont1 | RY, .. .,R Y, R(R),Y,R,Y, ..., R | 2",
_,_/ N—

as H(z,w) = Hy(z,w) + C(z) + C(w) — ¢(h(R)) where

Hy(z,w) = Y Bomyonsr |RY, R Y AR),YRY, R |z,
m;n21 R — D —
Cz) = Z/BQm—i-l h(R),Y,R)Y,...,R | 2™
ﬁ_/
m=0 2m

We do this because it is easier to work with H;(z,w) rather than H(z,w). The reason is that h(R)
is always the middle term in Boolean cumulant appearing in H;(z,w) while it is not always the
case for H(z,w). The function C(z) is equal

(4.11) C(2) = 1 (wa(2)),

where njs (2) is given by the series form formula (Z2). This was shown in [I0] using ([22)) so we skip
the details.

Lemma 4.7. For z,w in some neighborhood of 0 in C such that wa(z) # wa(w)

G(z,w) wwi(z) — zwi(w)
2w wa(z) — wa(w) + g (w2(2), w2 (w)),

H(z,w) =

where ik (z,w) is given by formula ([E3).
Proof. We start by applying formula (2.2) to tﬁnm with m,n > 1 to get

thn = Bomronit [ R Y, RY WR), Y, RY, .. .R | = Epn+ Frn
N—— N————

2m 2n
where
Em,n = Z Bk-ﬁ-l—l—l R7"'7R7 h(R)7R77R Z Ymy yml *Yny ymk7
S~—— ——
1<k<n ni+--+ng=n—=k
h

Fm,m = Z Bk-l-l(R) Z Ymy * " Ymy_y - ml,nl *Yng *  Ymy, -

1<i<m mi+mo+...+my=m—I

1<k<n ni+na+...+np=n—=k
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Let us denote
= Z Epnz"™w", and F(z,w) = Z Fopn2™w".

m,n>1 m,n>1

Consequently H(z,w) = E(z,w) + F(z,w) + ( ) + C(w) — ¢(h(R)). The above formulas for
Epn, Finn allow us to evaluate E(z,w) and F(z,w). One can show that

w)
E(z,w) = Y Brsit1 R,R JROAR), R R, .. R | wa(2) wa(w)F,
k,JI>1 k

w) wwi(z) — 2w (w

wa(2) — wa(w )
where G(z,w) =) sh zm+1w"+1 is the function from (@9]). The proof of these identities is

m,n>0 °m,n
similar to the ones from Lemma and we skip it.

To finish the proof note that (AI1]) implies that E(z,w) + C(z) + C(w) — p(h(R)) is exactly
1 (w2 (2), w2 (w)). .

Combining Lemmas and [4.7] yields the following Corollary.
Corollary 4.8. The functions G(z,w), H(z,w) given by formulas (£9) and [EI0) are equal

F(z,w) =

Clew) = “””2§:L;'§“Q< >é£“ffz> ﬁ2<“”>ng<aa<z>,w20v>x
(

)
H(zyw) = LD LD ) =) ) ),

Proof. Lemmas[.6land A 7imply that G(z,w) and H (z,w) satisty the following system of equations
{ G(z,w) = H(z,w)ez&—zwaw)

w1 (z)—w1 (w)

H(zw) = G(z,w) wwi (z)—2zw1 (w) +77?{(w2(2),w2(w))-

2w  wa(z)—wa(w)

Hence

G (2 0) (1 1 ww(2) — 2w (w) wwi (2) — Zwl(w)> _ wwa(z) — 2wa(w) 4 (wa(2), wa(w)).

2w wi(2) —wi(w)  wa(z) — wa(w) w1(2) — wi(w) R

Simple algebra and (2.10)) i.e. wy(2)w2(z) = znu(z) show that the expression in the parenthesis is

equal to
(z —w)(nu(z) — nu(w))
(w1(2) — wi(w))(wa(z) — w2 (w))’
This ends the proof. O

In the next two lemmas we will show that 7% (-, -) can be expressed in terms of 7% (-) and nr ().
We also give explicit formulas for both functions.

Lemma 4.9. For z # w in some neighborhood of 0 in C the following identity holds

(4.12) o (2, w) = 21 (2) — wipy (w) n nr(2)wnf (w) — nR(w)znﬁ(z).

Proof. Let g(R) be any element in the unital subalgebra generated by R and let h(R) = R - g(R).
Then

M(zw) =Y B [R.R,...R,Rg(R),R,R, ..., R | Zu".
k,1>0 ! "
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Applying Proposition we get

ﬁk—i—l-{-l R,R,.,R, RQ(R),R, R,..R | = ﬁk+l+l+l R, Rv"'7R79(R)7R7 R,..R |+
l k +
+6i+1 (R, R, ...,R) - Br11 (g(R), R, R, ,R) .
k
Hence nj (z,w) = Sy + Sz where

St = > Brrsin [RR R gR),RR ..R| v
k.20 I+1 k

1

= = E 5k+l+1 <R7 R,...,R,Q(R),R, R,...R zlwk

Z — —
k>0,0>1 ; Y

_ 1 g 1 g
- ZnR(Z;w) Z”R(w)ﬂ
and
So = R,R,...,R
2 > Bri(RR,.R): ﬁk+1<( ) )
k,1>0 "k
= [ DB ®RR, R D By [9R)L,RR,..R | w
<l>0 k>0 %
1
— iRl ()
Therefore

1 1 1
R (2w) = “1f (2, w) = Zng (W) + —nr(2)nk (w).
Since the functions nﬁ(z, w) and ng (z,w) are symmetric in z,w we get
S () — (=) + R () (2) = T (2 w) — Sy () + S (2 ()
—1% (z,w) — —n%(2) + —nr(w 2) = —ng (z,w) — —n% (w) + —nr(z w).
w77R > wnR w77R R an Z77R ZUR R
After some algebra we get

(4.13) (z —w)ng (z,w) = 2nf (2) — wng () + MR (2)wng (w) — NR(W) 275 (2).

This proves formula ([4.12) (for g instead of h).

Lemma 4.10. For z,w in some neighborhood of 0 in C

p ((R)IT-:R)™)
e(I-2R)"")

© (h(R)(I —2R)"HI - wR)_l)

e(I-2R) e (@-wR)™)

(4.14) (=) =

(4.15) nﬁ(z, w) =

Proof. For z near the origin we have

¢ (h(R)(I - 2R)~ Z o (h



THE KUMMER DISTRIBUTION IN FREE PROBABILITY, AND ITS CHARACTERIZATIONS 17

By the definition of Boolean cumulants we have

n+1 k
p(hBR") = > > Bi((R).R..R)[] 5.®R)
k=1 j1+io++ip=n+1 m=2
J1sede21
n+1 k
= Z Z Bh-i—l(h(R)?R? 7R) H /Bim-i-l(R)’
k=1 iy+ig+ +ip=n+1—k m=2
0140y >0
Thus
oo n+l k
p(MR)I-2R)Y) = Y ) > Bir1(h(R), R, .. R) [ Bins1(R)2"
n=0 k=1 iy +ig+-+ip=n+1—k m=2
i1yeyin >0
(3] (3] k
= Z Z Z 5i1+1(h(R)7R7""R) H Bim+1(R)2"
k=1n=k—1iy+io+ +ip=n+1—k m=2
i1,eyip >0
0o 00 k
= > > > Bua(®R),R, LR ] B (R)Z"
k=1n=0 i1 Fig4-Aip=n m=2
i1 yeyin >0
oo k—1 h
_ R (2 Ngr (2
L g () ko
1 R
This proves (4I4) since ﬁa(z) =1+ Mgr(z) = ¢ (I—2R)™"). The formula [@IF) follows now
from combining (£I4]) with formula ([ZI2]). O

The following Corollary ends the proof of Theorem [£.1]

Corollary 4.11. For z,w in some neighborhood of 0 in C the sum ko(z,w) from Lemma [J-]] is
equal
(wawp(z) — 2wa(w)) (wa(z) — wa(w))
ko(z,w) = A(z,w)As(z,w
2o w) (Mo(@) -~ Mo(w) (- —w) HE0AEw)

wway(z) — zwa(w) A1 (z, w)As(z, w)

Z—w B(z,w) ’
where
Ap(zw) = ¢ (RgyR)(I - w2(2)R) (I = wa(w)R) 1),
B(z,w) = ¢(R(I- w2 (2)R) I — wa(w)R) ).

Proof. Recall that hi(R) = Rgx(R). From Lemma .5 and Corollary [4.8] we see that

tal ) = (2D = SabN D) ) e ), ) s ).

From formula (£.15]) we have

Ag(z,w)
My(z) + 1)(My(w) + 1)

M (wa(2), wa (w)) = (

To finish the proof we note that

nu(z) —nu(w) =
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and

Muy(z) = My(w) = Mg(w2(2)) — Mr(w2(w))
(wa(2) — wa(2)) (R(I — wa(2)R) (I — way(w)R) ™)
= (w2(z) — w2(2))B(z, w).

O

We will also an state the explicit formula for k(z,w) in the special case when g(R) = R(I-R)~!.
This will be important later when we consider characterization theorems.

Proposition 4.12. Let R and Y be free, self-adjoint and positive random wvariables such that
1 1
R < I. Denote g(R) = R(I - R)™! and U =R2YR2. Then the expectation

k(z,w) = ¢ (9(R)I - wU)'g(R)(I - 2U)7H),
s equal
(4.16) kE(z,w) = ki(z,w) + ka(z, w),

where

R
b w) = m(”“” o e ) +

(p(gR)) + ¢(g(R)?)),

= D(wa(w) = 1)

(wwz(Z) — 2wy(w)) (Mu(Z) —»(g(R))  My(w) — w(g(R))>2
(My(2) — My (w)) (w2(2) = w2(w))(z — w) wa(2) =1 wa(w) =1 '
(

Proof. We need to evaluate kq(z,w) and ky(z,w) from Theorem [£.1]
The function k;(z,w) satisfies

k1(z,0) = ¢ (9(R)*(I — w2 (2)R) (I — wo(w)R) ).

ko(z,w) =

We start by writing
1

(I—wa(2)R) (I - wo(w)R) ! = 22(2) = wa(w) (wa(2)( = wa(2)R) ™" — wa(w)(I = wa(w)R) ™) .
Hence
k1(z,w) = m (¢ (w2(2)g(R)* (I — wa(2)R) ™) — ¢ (wa(w)g(R)*(I — wo(w)R) ™)) .
The identity 1 = oo (2% — 15 ) — 21 (15 + [ty ) implies that
(R = aa(IR) ) = 2 (1 (e) — (o))~ 2 (ola(R) + ol0(R?).

After some algebra we get

S S wo(2) 2 R
fa(zw) = W2(Z)—W2(1U)< () G- 12
1

(¢(g(R)) + ¢(9(R)?)) .

(wa(2) = D (wa(w) = 1)

For ko(z,w) we have

_ (wwa(2) — 2wa(w)) (wa2(z) — wa(w))
ka2 0) = 0 Mu(w) —w)

Z? w)27

where
Az,w) = o (RgR)(I — wa(2)R) (I — wo(w)R) ).
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As earlier, after using the formula

1
I-— 1= ___ - I— -1 I-— -1
(1 wa(R) (I = n(@)R) ™ = s (w2(2)(T = n(2)R) ™ = wn(w) (T~ wn(w)R) ™)
3 3 ZZ'2 zT ZX
and the identity =) (1=22) = G=N)(=) ~ G=N)(i=z) V¢ get
My (2) wo(z)

¢ (w2(2)Rg(R)(I — w2(2)R) ') = p(RI-R)™)

wa(z) =1 wy(z) —1
MU(Z) _ 1

wo(z) =1  wo(z)—1

My(2) — ¢(9(R))

P(RI-R)™) —pRI-R)

= () — 1 ¢(9(R)).
Hence
Y w) = 1 My(z) — ¢(g(R))  My(w) — ¢(g9(R))
N e ] e s )]
This ends the proof. O

5. MAIN PROBLEM: THE CHARACTERIZATION THEOREMS

Throughout this section we assume we are given two free, self-adjoint, positive and non-degenerated
variables X,Y in a W*-probability space. We also assume U,V are defined by

(5.1) U =1+X)2Y(I+X) 2,
' V =(1+4U):X(I+U):.
We consider three sets of regression conditions

{ e (V|U) =adl, or { e (V|U) =adl, or {cp(V_llU) = cI,
e(V1U) =d, e(V2]U) =1, p(V72|U) =dI,

where a, b, ¢,d € R are some constants. The goal is to show that any of these three sets of conditions
implies that X, Y have free-Kummer and free-Poisson distribution respectively.
As earlier we denote R = (I + X)~! which is equivalent to X = R~! — 1. Thus we can express

U as U = R2YR3. Note that the first and the third set of conditions involves V=1 and therefore
we require to assume that X is strictly positive. In this case R < Tand X! = R(I - R)~L.

As before wi(z),w2(z) denote the subordination functions such that My(z) = My (wi(z)) =
Mg (w2(2)).

Before we state our characterization theorem we show in the next few lemmas that each con-
sidered condition of the form ¢ (Vk | U) = ¢xI implies certain algebraic equation involving ws(z),
My (z) and various constants. It is worth to note that for £ = 1, —1 these equations are derived
using only the technique of subordination for free multiplicative convolution. For k = 2, —2 relying
solely on subordination does not work and derivation of these equations is based on Theorem (.11

Since any two considered conditions give us two equations with two unknown functions, in theory
we should be able to find them and obtain various transforms for considered random variables and
thus determine their distribution. This is done in Subsection 5.2l See Proposition and Lemmas
B and £.8 for details.

5.1. Functional equations implied by regression conditions.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that

(5.2) ¢ (V|U) =adl,
for some constant a. Then the identity
z
(5.3) (w2(2) = DMy (2) +wa(2) = ——— (aMu(2) +a — (X))
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holds for all z € C\ Ry.

Proof. We start by rewriting (5.2]) as

(5.4) e(X|U)=a(I+U)™"
Multiplying both sides by (I — 2U)~! and applying expectation gives
(5.5) ¢ (XT-20)"Y) =ap (I+U) I -2U)1).
It is easy to check that for z # —1

z

1+U)ta-u)t= L(I +U)!

U(I-:U0)"! I
z+1 +z+1z (I-2U) +z—l—l
Hence the right hand side equals

X) az az
. 14U 1 v = M oz
(56) ap ((1+ ) 1-20) 1) = £ 4 By (e) + 2

since (5.4) implies that ap((I+U)~1) = o(X).
By the subordination property (formula (2.7))) the left hand side of (5.5]) is equal

)
X ((1-=0)" |R))
1

p(XA-20)7") = o
e (R =TI)( I—m( R)™)
= (R Ly (wa(z) —1)(I— wg(z)R)_l)
= o(X)+1+ (W2( ) = (1 + Mr(w2(2)))
= o(X) +wa(z) + (wa(2) — )My (2).
Hence (B3] yields
6.7 PX) +2(2) + (wa(2) — DM () = PB4 gy 4 L2
which is equivalent to (5.3]).
Lemma 5.2. Assume that
(5.8) (V71 U) =d,

for some constant c. Then the identity

=T Mula) = p(X7h) = ez e+ ) Mu(z)
holds for all z € C\ Ry.

Proof. The condition

(5.9)

(V71 U) =d,
is equivalent to
(5.10) p(X71U)=c(I+U).
We multiply both sides by z(I — zU)~! and apply the state ¢ to get
2o (XTHI=2U0)71) =czp (I+U)I - 2U) ).
We now evaluate both sides. The right hand side is equal
czo (I+U)I - ZU)_l) = czp(I+2U(I— zU)_l) + cp (U1 — ZU)_l)
= cz+ czMy(2) + cMy(2)
= cz+c(z+1)My(z).
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For the left hand side we apply formula ([2.7) to get
zp (X_l(I - zU)_l) = zp (X_ISO((I —2U)7 | R))
= 2o (RI-R)'(1 —wa(2)R)).

From the identity
x 1 zx 1 T

1-2)1—-22) (-1)1-22) (z-11-2)
we see that

I\

2o (XTMI—2U) 1) = RS (My(2) — p(R(I-R)™))
= o1 Mut) —e(X ).

Lemma 5.3. Assume that
(5.11) ¢ (V72| U) =dI,
for some constant d. Then the following identity holds

k(z,—1) =d+d (1 + %) My(2),

for all z € C\ Ry, where k(z,w) is given by the formula (£10]).

Proof. We start by rewriting the condition (5.11]) as

(5.12) e (XT'MI+ U)X U) =4I+ ).

Multiplying both sides by (I — 2U)~! and applying the state ¢ to both sides gives
e (XTMI+U) XTI -2U0)) =dp (I+U)(I-20)71Y).

21

The middle term is exactly k(z, —1) by formula (£I]) which defines the function k. For the term

on the right hand side we have

do (I+U)I—-2U0)"") =d+d <1 + %) My (2).

This ends the proof of the Lemma.
Lemma 5.4. Assume that
(5.13) ¢ (V2| U) =,
for some constant b. Denote D(z) = (wa(2) — 1)Muy(2) + wa(z). Then the identity
2 D(z)?
(5.14)  o(X7) + o(Y)p(X) + w2 (2)9(X) + (w2(2) — 1)D(2) +
zMy(2)
~ bp((T 4+ U)) bz D(z)
N z+1 +z—i—1(]\4U(Z)—i_l)—i_(p(Y)J\4u(z)

holds for all z € C\ Ry.

Proof. Since V2 = (I + U)%X(I +U)X(I+ U)%, the condition (5.13]) is equivalent to
(5.15) e(XI+U)X |U)=b1+U)"".

We multiply both sides by (I — 2U)~! and apply ¢ to get

(5.16) e (X2(I-20)") + o (XUX(I - 2U)Y) =bp (IT+U)" I - 2U)1).
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The right hand side was calculated in the previous Lemma and is equal
bo((I+U)™Y) bz
z+1 z+1
The first term of (B.I6]) can be calculated using formula (2.7) as follows
p(X*I-20)"") = ¢o(X% (I-2U)""|R))
= ¢(RT'-D*A-w2()R)7)

bp (I+U) 1I-20)7") =

(Muy(z) +1).

= ¢(RT-D*+w(z) R 1)
= 9(X?) +wa(2)p(X) +wa(z) ~ 1
= 9(X?) +wa(2)p(X) + (w2(2) = 1)D(2),

The middle term of (5.16) is equal

 (XUX(I - 2U)71) = a%k(z w)‘w:o’
where k(z,w) = ¢ (X(I—wU)'X(I—2U)"!). Since X = g(R) = R™! — 1 by Theorem E1] we
have k(z,w) = k; (z w) + k‘g(z w) where
ki(zw) = ¢o(R 2(I—wa(2)R) I — wa(w)R) ™),

e = (2 é%{j“’fﬂwﬁ(ﬁff(ijif)w”w(a_R><I_wQ<z>R>—1<I_W)R)—l)?.

Since wj(0) = p(Y) (see formula ([2:9) for example) we conclude that

%kl(z,w)‘wzo — W) (R~ D21 - wy(=)R)"'R)
2) - 1)2
- “”( L aeen )
2) - 1)2
_ < wz(z +1+( 25.)2)(2) D (1+MU(Z))>
- )+ & )m( )~ 1)D().

The function wwy(z) — zwa(w) is zero when w = 0 therefore the product rule for derivatives implies
that

= (wal) — o)) -22E) (1 R)I - wn(m)R) )

il<:2(z w) oD

ow ‘w:O

Next we have

Consequently

After some algebra we get

© (XUX(I — zU)_l) = ¢o(Y)e(X) +

Combining and rearranging all terms gives (5.14]). O



THE KUMMER DISTRIBUTION IN FREE PROBABILITY, AND ITS CHARACTERIZATIONS 23

5.2. Determination of a distribution from functional equations. In the proofs of all three
characterizations we will encounter similar equations that will allow us to determine the distribu-
tions of X and Y. In order to not repeat ourselves we will write down the common part of the proof
in a form of few lemmas. We start with the following proposition that characterizes free-Kummer
distribution as the one for which its Cauchy-Stieltjes transform is a solution of a certain quadratic
equation. (See also Remark [3.11)

Proposition 5.5. Let G = G(z) be a Cauchy-Stieltjes transform of a positive random variable Z.
Suppose G satisfies the following equation

(5.17) 224+ 1)G?(2) — (yz(z+1) — (@ = 1)(z + 1) + B2)G(2) + 2+ =0,
for some a,v >0, 8,0 € R. If either B >0 or a > 1 then § is uniquely determined by a, 5,7~ and
Z has the free-Kummer distribution K(a, B,7).
Proof. Let us denote
p(z) = vz(z4+1)—(a=1)(z+1)+ 8=
= 7 —(a—1-B-7)z—(a—1)
Let also H = H(z) be the Cauchy-Stieltjes transform of K(«, 3,7). Then H solves the equation
(BI7) with the same «, 8, but possibly different § say
2(z 4+ 1)H?*(2) — p(2)H(2) + vz + 01 = 0.
Subtracting the above equation from (.17 gives the following identity
(5.18) (G(2) = H(2)) [2(z + 1)(G(2) + H(2)) — p(2)] = 01 — 6,

which holds for z € C\R since both G and H are Cauchy-Stieltjes transforms of a positive random
variable.

Let us denote f(z) = z(z 4+ 1)(G(z) + H(z)) — p(z). Note that the function f(z) takes only real
values for x € (—00,0). Since p(zx) is positive when © — —oo and both G and H are negative on
(—00,0) we conclude that f(x) is also negative when z — —o0.

Since f(—1) = —p(—1) = 5 and

limsup f(z) = limsupz(x + 1)(G(x) + H(z)) —p(0) > a —1

z—0~ z—0~

positive on (—1,0)

we conclude that when either 8 > 0 or o > 1 there exists zg € (—o00,0) such that f(zg) = 0. This
implies § = ¢; and consequently

(5.19) (G(z) —H(2))f(2) =0 on C\Ry.
Since f(z) is non-zero analytic function we conclude that G = H. O
Using (2.4)) we can reformulate the previous Proposition in terms of a moment transform.

Corollary 5.6. Assume the function M = M(z) is a moment transform of a positive random
variable Z which satisfies the equation

22+ 1DM?*(2) + (a+1Dz(z+1) —y(z+1) = B2)M(2) + az(z +1) + (6 —y — B)z =0,

for some a,v >0, 5,0 € R. If either B >0 or a > 1 then J is uniquely determined by a, 5,7~ and
Z has the free-Kummer distribution K(«, 8,7).

Lemma 5.7. Suppose
(5.20) ywa(z) = zMy(z) + az,
for some v >0 and o« € R. Then o >0 and Y ~ v (a,1/7).
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Proof. By differentiating (5:20) at z = 0 we get v¢(Y) = a > 0. From (2I0) we get z =

%wl(z)wg (2). Plugging this into (5.20]) allows us to cancel out ws(z) and yields

¥ = (Mu(2) + Dwn(2) + a0, (2).

This gives

My (=)
(Muy(2) + 1) [1/vMu(2) + /]
Since My (z) = My (w1(2)) this implies

wi(z) =

_ z
WO = T e
Hence
Sy(s) = — 1
v z+a/y
Since S-transform uniquely determines the distribution we get Y ~ v (a, 1/7). O

From the above proof it is easy to see that if Y ~ v («,1/7) then (520) holds. We will use this
fact in the proof of the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.8. Assume M = My(z) satisfies
(5.21) 22+ D)M?* + (a+1D)z(z4+1) —y(z+ 1) — B2)M + az(z + 1) 4 pz = 0,
for some «, 3,7 > 0 then U ~ K(«, 3,7). Moreover if Y ~ v (a,1/7) then X ~ K(5,,7).

Proof. The first claim follows directly from Corollary For the second claim we note that the
assumption Y ~ v («, 1/7) implies identity (5.20) i.e.

Ywa(z)
MU(Z) + « '

We plug this into (5.2I]) and after some easy algebra we get

Zz =

(w2(z) = )My (2)® + [ywa(2)(wa(z) — 1) = (B — Dwa(2) + afwa(z) — 1)] Mu(2)
+ywa(2)(w2(2) — 1) + (a + p)wa(2) = 0.

Since My (z) = Mg (wa(z)) we conclude that Mg(z) satisfies
(5.22) (2 — D)Mg(2)* +[y2(z = 1) — (B — 1)z + a(z — 1)] Mr(2) +v2(2 — 1) + (o + p)z = 0.
Now since R = (I + X)~! then

Mr(2) = ¢ (RI-2R)™) =20 (X+(1-2)ID)7") = —2Gx(z — 1).

Thus we can rewrite the equation (5.22)) for Mg(z) as an equation for Gx(z). After some algebra
we get

2z +1)Gx(2)° = (12 + 1) = (B-1D(z+1) + @2) Gx(2) + 2+ a+ 7+ p=0.

The lemma, follows now from Proposition O
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5.3. The first characterization.

Theorem 5.9. Let X, Y be free, non-degenerated and self-adjoint random variables. Let also Y
be positive and X strictly positive. If U,V are defined by (B1) and

¢ (V|U) =,
(V1 U) =,

for some constants a and ¢, then ac > 1 and X has free-Kummer distribution KC (ac T acA 5 3T 1)

and Y has free Poisson distribution v (# ac—l

3, 55 >, where X is some positive constant.

Proof. We have a = (V) > 0, ¢ = ¢(V~1) > 0 then ac > 1 by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. (The
inequality is strict because V is non-degenerated and ¢ is faithful.) Under the assumptions of
Theorem 5.9 Lemmas [5.1] and imply the following system of equations

{ (wa2) = DMy (2) +wo(2) = g (aMy(2) +a—p),
7 (w2(z) = 1)+ e(wa(z) - DMu(2) = 37 (Mu(z) —9),

where we denoted p = ¢(X),q = ¢(X~!). Multiplying the first equation by ¢ and subtracting
second one from it gives

(5.23)

Z + wa(2)
T2 (ae—1 M A
= (ac )z+1 u(z) + ( +C)z+1’
where A = ¢(a — p) + g — ¢. Hence
(5.24) cwa(z) = (ac — 1)zMy(z) + Az.

Lemma 5.7 implies that A >0 and Y ~ v <ac)‘_1, Lc_l)

We plug wy(z) from (5.24]) into the second equation of (B.23]) to get the following equation
(ac—1)z(z+ 1)ME(2) + [(ac — 1+ N)2(z + 1) — c(2 + 1) — acz] My(» )—i—)\z(z—i-l)—l—c( —a)z =0.
We recognize here the equation (G.2I) from Lemma (.8 with parameters o = —=- 1, b =

ac— 1’
y= -5 and p= c(p ) Clearly «, 8,7 > 0. Lemma 5.8 implies X ~ IC (ac I acA s 2o
Remark 5.10. Note that the assumption that X is invertible is reflected by having o = %5 > 1.

This is also visible in Theorems [5.12. In Theorem where X is not necessarily invertible, we
2
have o = 2= which can a priori be either greater, equal, or less than 1.

Remark 5.11. The characterization of free-Kummer and free-Poisson distributions from Theorem
was already proved in [6] using different method. The proof in that article relies on determining
the distribution of Y and U first and then using HV property (Theorem [[.2) to determine the
distribution of X. Therefore this argument requires to assume that Y or equivalently U is invertible.
This assumption is not needed in the proof of Theorem [5.9.

5.4. The second characterization.

Theorem 5.12. Let X, Y be free, non-degenerated and self-adjoint random variables. Let also Y
be positive and X strictly positive. If U,V are defined by (5.1)) and

(V' U) =d,
e (V2| U) =dI,
for some constants ¢ and d, then d > ¢* and X has free-Kummer distribution K < A< >

027d C27d c2

. . 2 . .
and Y has free Poisson distribution v (ﬁ, dc—gc), where A\ is some positive constant.
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Proof. Let us denote a = (X 1), b= p(X72), K = My(—1), p = wa(—1).
Under the assumptions of Theorem [5.12, Lemmas and [0.3] imply the following equations

My(z) —a 1
(525) W —C+C<1+ Z) MU(Z),
(5.26) k(z,—1)=d (1 + %) My (z) 4+ d,
where k(z,w) = ki(z,w) + ka(z,w) is a function from Proposition Explicitly we have
o a-+b 1 Muy(2)—a K—ua
kl (Z7 1) - (WQ(Z) — 1)(p — 1) + (UQ(Z) —p <CU2(Z) (w2 (2)—1)2 p(p_1)2> )
ka(z—1) = — (wa(2) +p2) <Mu<z> —a K_a>2_
’ (My(z) — K) (w2(2) = p)(z+1) \ wa(z) =1 P71

The inequality d > ¢? follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, non-degeneracy of V and faith-
fulness of ¢. The constants K and p can be expressed in terms of a,b,c,d. From (5I0) we get
©(U) = & — 1 and (5.25]) implies that [;f—_la =cie. K =a+c(p—1). Taking the limit 2 — 0 in

(226)) yields

_a+b K—a _c—a—b

do(U) +d = k1 (0, 1) = + =

Consequently
clc—a—"0)
ad ’
The next step it to simplify (5:26]). From (520 and (5.27) we get
— & (wal2) +p2) (= + DM (2)
(My(2) — K) (wa(2) —p)22 7

(5.27) p—1= K=a+c(p—-1).

k?g(z, —1) =

and
wa(z) a+b—c 1

D) —p) | p-1 w1

ki(z,—1) = ¢ (1 + é) Muy(z) @)

Hence (£.20)) is equivalent to

1 wa(z a+b—c 1 1
o(142) Mo ST T el = (142wt
By (5.27) we have “p%bzc = —“—Cd and this allows us to rewrite the last equation as
1 wa(z 1 ad 1

(5.28) ¢ (1 + ;) My (z) (oa(e) = 12)((032(z) ) +ko(z,—1) =d <1 + ;) MU(Z)-Fd-F? T
Using (5.25]) we see that the right hand side of (528]) equals

dMy(z) —a N ad 1 _ d My(z)

c wa(z)—1 cwe(z) =1 cwe(z)—1

Consequently (5.28) takes the following equivalent form
) <1 . ;) ol w(2) R al) +p (M) _d Mu(e)
z (w2(2) = D(w2(z) —=p)  (Mu(2) = K) (w2(2) —p)z?  cuwa(z) =1
We cancel out My (z) and multiply both sides by z(ws(2) — 1)(w2(2) — p) which gives

A(we(2) + p2)(z + 1) (wa(z) — 1)My(z) Elz ()
(My(2) — K)z o (wal2) = p).

(5.29) c(z+ Nwa(z) —
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We rewrite (5.25)) as
c(z4+ 1) (w2(z) = 1) My(z) = z(Mu(z) —a)—cz(wa(z) — 1)
= z[(Mu(z) - K) — ¢(w2(2) — p)],
and apply it to the middle term of (5.29) to get

02w z Z)(Wa2lZ) —
s+ in(s) = cln(s) + zp) + 2O ELIAD ZD) )y,

Since ¢(z 4+ 1wz (z) — c(wa(z) + 2p) = cz(wa(z) — p) we get
(wa(z) +pz) _d

cz + m = Ez.
After some simple algebra we arrive at
(5.30) Awa(2) = (d — A)zMy(2) + Az,
where
(5.31) A=K —lp—dK = ac® — & - dK,

since by (5.27) cp = K + ¢ — a. Lemma [5.7] implies A > 0 and Y ~ v (ﬁ, d;—302>
Combining (5.25]) with (5.30]) gives the following equation for My (z):
(d—c*)z(z+ MG () + [A+d — )z(z + 1) — (1 + 2) — dz] My(2)+
+Az(z+ 1)+ (Pa—cE =Nz =0.
We recognize here the equation (5.21]) from Lemma (.8 with parameters oo = [1_’\7, 6= #, v =
a—c3—)

% and p = === Obviously «, 3,7 > 0 so Lemma[5.8 implies that X ~ K ( d A >

d—c?2’ d—c?’ d—c?

5.5. The third characterization.

Theorem 5.13. Let X,Y be free, positive, non-degenerated and self-adjoint random variables. If
U,V are defined by (51)) and

¢ (V|U) =al,

¢ (V2| U) =1l
for some constants a and b, then b > a® and X has free-Kummer distribution K (%Z, %g, ﬁ;)
and Y has free Poisson distribution v (bf—zg, %), where X is some positive constant.

Proof. The inequality b > a? follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Under the assumptions of
the Theorem [£.13] Lemmas [5.1] and 5.4l imply the following identities

(5.32) D(2) == (wa(z) — )My (2) + wy(z) = Zi - (aMy(2) +a—p),
> 2
(5:33) g+ A+ pwa(z) + (w2(2) = 1)D(2) + le\)f(uzz) B
__br bz D(z)
T T zri DA

where we denote p = ¢(X),q = ¢(X?),A = ¢(Y) > 0. We also used the fact that (5.4) implies
that o((I+U)"!) =2

Before we continue we will show that ¢ can be expressed by a, b, p and A. From (5.4]) and freeness
of R and Y we obtain that

(5.34) a=pX)+eXU)=p+(I-R)Y)=p+A1-pR)).
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Similarly (B.I5]) implies

bp _

. P(X?) + p(X*U) = ¢+ o((R™ ~D)I-R)Y) = ¢+ A(p — 1 + ¢(R)).

Combining both identities we obtain

b
(5.35) Ep =q+Ap—(a—p).
The next step is to simplify (£.33]). We start by noting that

bp bz b |p+pz z bp b
a(z+1)+z+1( u(z)+1) z+1 z—i—l(a u(z) +a-p) « (2)

The above identity together with (535 allows us to write (5.33]) in the following equivalent form

DEE b . D()
Mo o PO ARG

(5.36) z(a —p) + pzwa(2) + z(we(2) — 1)D(z) +
Now we note that (5.32) can be written in the following two forms
z2(a—p) = (2+1)D(z) — azMy(z) or z(D(z)+p)=azMy(z) — D(z).

Consequently the left hand side of (5.36]) is equal

2(a—p) + proa(z) + 2(wa(2) — 1)D(2) + D(2) <“’2(Z) o ALZ(()J

= z(a—p)+z(p+ D(2)wa(z) — 2D(z) + (wa2(2) — 1)D(z) + wa() D(z)

My (2)
= (24 1)D(2) — azMy(2) + (azMy(2) — D(2))wa(2) — 2D(z) + (wa(z) — 1)D(2) + ;}i((zz)) D(z)
- X}i(fz))”@ + az [wa(2)(Mu(2) + 1) — My(2)] = J\CZJ((ZZ))D( ) + azD(z)
and thus (536) is equivalent to
wa(2) b D(z)

D(z) 4+ azD(z) = EzD(z) + Az

MU(Z) MU(Z).

We can cancel out D(z) as it is non-zero analytic function and get the following equation

b—a?
(5.37) wa(z) = - zMy(z) + Az

a

From Lemma B.7] we get that Y ~ v <b’\“ M). Plugging wy(z) from (B.37) into (5.32)) yields
the following equation for My (z)

(b—a®)z(z+ 1)Mu(2)* + [(b—a® + aX)z(z + 1) — a(l + z) — a®z] My(2)+
arz(z+1) +a(p—a)z = 0.

This is the equation (5.21) from Lemma (.8 with parameters a = 3* a2’ ﬂ - a2’ v = 5%z and
p= g Since «, 3,7 > 0 we conclude from Lemma [5.§ that X ~ K < ad _a ) O

b—a?’ b—a2’ b—a?
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6. APPENDIX

6.1. Free-Kummer distribution (1, 3,v). We will explain now in more details the definition of
free-Kummer distribution for a = 1. In that case the system of equations ([B.2]) takes the following

form
8

v @t Do+ D) , =0,
atb B _
v t6 V/(a+1)(b+1)

and can easily be solved explicitly. A solution exists when 8 < 0 and assuming a < b we have

a=-1+11-1-5? and b=-1+1(1+1-p)

Form this we easily see that a > 0 if and only if 1 — 3 > (1 + W)Q Thus we define K(1, 3, v) with
1— 3> (1+/7)?* to be a probability measure with the density (3.I)) that takes now the form

7 V(@ —a)(b—2z)
27 z+1

It’s easy to check that the above function is the density of X — 1 where X has the free-Poisson
distribution v(1 — 8,1/7).
When 1 -5 < (1+ ﬁ)2 we defined IC(1, 3,7) to be a probability measure that has the density

1
(6.2) foal@) = 5-Val =) (% = i) Low @),

where 0 = v + \/% and b is the unique positive solution of

(6.1)

1 (a,b) (l‘) .

b __ B8 _
(6.3) s+ B — = 2.

(Existence of such solution is easy to see. Uniqueness follows from the fact the RHS is a strictly
increasing function of b for 8 > 0 and strictly convex function of b and equal 0 at b = 0 for 5 < 0.)
We will show now that (6.2)) is a density function if and only if 1 — 3 < (14 /7)%

For b > 0 we have

/b\/x(b—a:)dzp ™o / NE b—a: r(vVI+0b—1)>
0 x o410 2

and we can check that fg ., integrates to 1 whenever b is a solution of (G.3]). To finish, we will show
the following fact.

Fact 6.1. f3., is non-negative if and only if 1 — B < (14 /7).
Proof. Note that

o B _ _ J— +
E_m_z—ﬁ_;(xlf)ZOforxG(O,b) <~ 020,

so the goal is to show 0 > 0 <= 3 > —y —2,/7. It's obvious that 0 > 0 when 3 > 0 or 8 < 0
but 8+ v > 0. So we can assume § < —y < 0.

Let us denote u = v — o = —\/%. Note that u > 0 since we assumed g < —vy < 0. The
condition b > 0 is equivalent to u = —\/% < —f. Since b = 5—2 — 1 we conclude that w is the
unique solution of

2

such that u € (0,—7). If we denote h(u) = LBQ 3+ 4w then lim h(u) = 400 and h(—f) = 0.

u—0~
Let us consider two cases
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o If B€[—y—2,/7,—7) then v € (0,—f3) and (B +7)? < 4. Observe that
W) =2 ~3+p+y=C <o
Since there is only one solution to h(x) = 2 for z € (0, —3) we conclude that u =~v—o0 <~
which proves that o > 0.
e Similarly if 8 < —y — 2,/7 then still v € (0,—/) but now (8 + v)* > 2y so h(y) > 2 and
hence u > v and ¢ < 0.
O

Remark 6.2. If 8 = —y — 2,/ then h(y) = 2 and therefore 0 = 0. For € (= — 2,/7,—7) we
have h(y) < 2 and thus o > 0 (also trivially o > 0 for B > —7).
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