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In a classical complex analysis one of the fundamental results is the inte-
gral representation of analytic functions from the upper to the lower complex
half-plane. Those functions, say H, admit unique canonical form

H(z):a+/Rlz+ij(daz):a—/R[xiz— 1fx2}(1+x2)p(da:), (%)

where a € R is a constant, p is a finite (Borel) measure on a real line R; (in
a literature H are coined as Pick functions and a representation () is called
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Nevalinna Theorem.) One simply notes that a constant a« = RH (i) (a real
part), and a total mass p(R) = —(H (7). Finally, for a measure p we have
an inversion formula

d
p([e,d]) = lim 1 SH (x + ie)dx, whenever p({c,d}) = 0; (%)

e=0t T J.

cf. Akhiezer(1965), p.125, or Lang(1975), p.380, or Bondensson(1992), p.21.

However, what can be said about a measure p if we only have values H (it),
for t # 0, and we don’t know if it is a restriction of an analytic function to
the imaginary axis ? Note that in (xx) we need to know H in some strips of
the complex plane to retrieve a measure p. Never the less, in Jankowski and
Jurek (2012), Theorem 1, there is an inversion procedure that allows us to
identify a measure p or more precisely its characteristic function p.

In a couple of last decades representation of the form (x) appeared in
so-called free-probability as a free-analog of the classical Lévy-Khintchine
formula for infinite divisible characteristic functions (Fourier transforms).

In this note we show applications of the inversion formula from Jankowski
and Jurek (2012) for C, S, T free-analogs of the classical hyperbolic functions
C,S and T. Recall that C'| S and T are defined by their characteristic func-
tions as follows

1 sinh(t) _ tanh(?)

Po(t) = cosh(1)’ Ps(t) == P or(t) = —, tER

In free-probability variables C, S, T are given by their Voiculescu transforms
Va(2), Va(z) and Vi(2), z € C*, although in our approach to free-probability
theory we consequently use only purely imaginary z = it,t # 0; cf. Jurek
(2019), Corollaries 3 ,4 and 5, respectively.

Let us recall that hyperbolic characteristic functions, from an infinite di-
visibility point of view, were studied in Pitman and Yor (2003) and from a
selfdecomposability point of view in Jurek (1997) (as infinite series of inde-
pendent exponentially distributed variables), and in Jurek-Yor (2004) (from
stochastic representations of their background driving processes). The last
description can be done as all hyperbolic characteristic functions are self-
decomposable ones and therefore they admit a representation by random
integrals; cf. Jurek and Mason (1993), Chapter 3, Theorem 3.6.8 or Jurek
and Vervaat (1983), Theorem 3.2.

1. Introduction.



Let us for an index X (where X can be a random variable or a measure or
a characteristic function) define a function Vx on the imaginary axis ¢(R\{0})
as follows

Vx(lt) = CLx+/ 1+mex(daz), t;é(), (1)

R it —x
where ax € R and myx is a non-negative, finite Borel measure. Then note
that Vx (i) = ax — imx(R) and hence we get

ax = %Vx( ) € R mx(R) —%VX(Z) € [0,00) (2)

Furthermore, if my (s fR "mx (dx) denotes a characteristic function
of a measure mx then 1ts Laplace tmnsform Llmy;w], for w > 0, satisfies
equality

(3)

mX7

i ()" d ZVX(—iw) —iRVx (i) — wSVx (i)
w? —1 ’

cf. Theorem 1 in Jankowski and Jurek (2012). Equivalently,

Ve (—i
Lnix(s) +iax sinh(s) — mx(R) cosh(s); w] = 112(2(7_@;11)’ because
. 1 w
£[sinhz;w] = T and £[cosh x; w] = PR forw > 1. (4)
ZVX( iw)

In propositions below our aim is to show that functions w — ==,
(on the right hand side in (4)), are indeed Laplace’s transform of some func-
tions or measures. This , in principle, enables us to identify a representing
measure my in the canonical form (1).

2. Results. In order to present our results we will need some spe-
cial functions.. Therefore before each proposition we recall their definitions
and/or characterizations. Many of those functions are derived from Fuler’s
' gamma function: T'(z) = fooo r*~le~%dx; Rz > 0 and digamma function
¥(z) :=d/dzlog'(z). For more facts and formulas we refer to the Appendix
at the end of this article.

In the ﬁrst proposition we need [ beta function which admits a represen-
tation 3(z fo (1+e*) e **dx, Rz > 0, and originally was defined via
digamma functlon ; cf. Appendix (A).

Proposition 1. For a free-infinitely divisible Voiculescu transform
Velit) = il — tB(t/2)], ¢ £ 0,
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we have that in its representation (1) a real parameter as = 0 and a measure
me 1s such that a total mass ma(R) = w/2 — 1~ 0.57079 and its character-
istic function Mg is equal to

ma(s) = 2sinh(s) tan™' (e™*) + 56_8 -1

:/Ooocos(ssc) ] ! dx (5)

1 + 22 sinh(7|z|/2)

(é’ indicates a free-probability analogue of a classical hyperbolic cosine char-
acteristic function ¢c(t) = 1/ cosh(t).)

To formulate next proposition we need two special functions. Namely,

a digamma function v , which is defined as ¥(z) = d%logf(z), and an
exponential integral function Ei(x) = — ffz eT_tdt, for x < 0; for more see
Appendix (B).

Proposition 2. . For a free-infinitely divisible Voiculescu transform
Va(it) = iltv(t/2) — Hog(t/2) + 11t £ 0,

we have that in its representation (1) a parameter ag = 0 and a measure
mg is a such that mg(R) = v +log2 — 1 ~ 0.270362 and its characteristic
function mg is of a form

fg(s) = —1 + cosh(s) (log(1 + %) —log(1 — ) + 62 Bi(s) + %Ei(—s)
e 1
= 2/; COS(SSE’)ﬁde‘, S > O, (6)

and Ei(x) is an exponential integral function.
(S indicates a free-probability counter part of the hyperbolic sine charac-
teristic function ¢g(t) =t/ sinh(t).)

In next statements appear special functions from two previous proposi-
tions because of the elementary relation: ¢c(t) = ¢g(t) - or(t).
Proposition 3. For a free-infinitely divisible Voiculescu transform

Vi(it) = Vialit) — Vi(it) = it [log(t/2) — B(t/2) — w(t/2) ], # 0,

we have that in its a representation (1) a parameter az = 0 and for a measure
mg we have that m#(R) = /2 — v —log2 (= 0.3004), and its characteristic
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function My has a form

~

ms#(s) = ge_s + 2sinh(s) tan ' (e™*) — cosh s log(1 4 e~ *)

—S

- 62 (Ei(s) —log(l —e™®)) — %S(Ei(—s) —log(1 —e7%))

00 ‘SL’| —mlz|/4
p— d .
/0 cos(sx) T+ 22 cosh(x[2] /1) x, $>0 (7)

(T indicates a hyperbolic tangent characteristic function ¢r(t) = tanh(t)/t.)

All three Voiculescu transforms from Propositions 1, 2 and 3 are free-
probability analogs of selfdecomposable characteristic functions. Therefore
they have so called background driving terms from corresponding random
integral representations. In particular, these are background driving charac-
teristic functions s, ¥ g and 14, and Lévy (spectral) measures N¢, Ng and
Nr; cf. Jurek (2019), Section 2.1 or Jurek-Yor (2004).

As in previous propositions we have similar results for them as well, al-
though we computed it only for a background driving characteristic function
Y&, only; cf. Proposition 4 below.

For a following proposition, we need another two special functions. Namely,
Riemann’s zeta function, ¢, and polylogarithm functions Li,(z) (in Wolfra-
malpha.com language written as PolyLog|n, z]); cf. Appendix (C).

Proposition 4. For a free-infinitely divisible Voiculescu transform

2

Voo i) = 1 [5-0(2,6/2) = ZC(2,1/0) + 1

we have that in its representation (1) a parameter ay, = 0, a total mass
my. (R) = 2C — 1 (= 0.83193) and for a measure m,,_ we have its character-
istic function

My, (t) = =1 — t tanh(t) — cosh(t) (i(Lia(ie") — Liy(—ie)) 4 2t arctan(e') )

o0 2 h 2
= z/ cos(tx) v C‘OS 2(7?:1:/ ) dx
2 /o 1 4 22 sinh®(7z/2)

In particular, we have:

o(2k=1)t

i(Lig(ie') — Liy(—ie")) =2 (-1 % -5

k=1

. i(Lisli) — Lis(—i)) = —2C.



As a by-product of our Proposions 1 and 4, we have

Corollary 1. For a hyperbolic cosine function ¢pc(t) =1/ cosht we have

0 3
. . x
My (t) +mea(t) = 2/0 c:os(t:zc)1 n

(k:(;(x))/d:p

T2

where a function ko(z) := (2w sinh(rz/2))~! is a denstity of Lévy measure
of a hyperbolic cosine function. ¢¢.

3. PROOFS

All boldface numbers appearing below refer to the corresponding fromulae
in Gradstheyn-Ryzhik (1994).
Proof of Proposition 1.

First, note that V(i) = i(1 — B(1/2)) = —i(n/2 — 1) and therefore
me(R) = m/2 — 1. Second, since by (8),

B(s) = /000 ! e ¥ dr = L[(1+e )" Hs], Ns>0, 8.371(2)

consequently

iVa(—iw)  1—-wB(w/2)
w2—1 —  w?-1

= £[sinh z; w] — £[ (cosh(s) * (2/(1 4+ e72%)))(z); w], (8)

= L[sinh z; w] — £[cosh z; w] £[2/(1 + e~2*); w)]

where * denotes a convolution of functions on positive half-line.
Third, one checks by a differentiation (or by WolframAlpha or Mathe-
matica) that for z > 0 we have

(cosh(s) * (2/(1 4 e *)))(z) := /Ol‘ cosh(z — s) 2

= 2sinh(z) arctan(e®*) — e~ * + constant|;—§
= 2sinh(z) arctan(e”") — e™* — (2sinh(z) arctan(e™*) — 1)
= 2sinh(z)(7/4 — arctan(e™)) —e ¥ + 1,

and inserting it into (9) we get

iVé(—iw)

2 1 = Llsinhz — 2sinh z(7w/4 — arctan(e™)) + e * — L;w]  (9)
w —



Finally, since m¢(R) = 7/2 — 1 and taking into account (4) we have

A

me(x) = (/2 — 1) coshx + sinhx — 2sinh x(7/4 — arctan(e™) + e * — 1

= 2sinh z arctan(e™") + 7/2e™* — 1,

which gives a first equality in (5).

On the other hand, from Jurek (2019), Example 1 we know that V(it)
is a free-probability analog of a classical hyperbolic characteristic function
1/ cosh(t) whose (finite) Khintchine measure m¢ has a density %ﬂ L

+z2 sinh(r|z|/2)’
for x € R. Thus

. 1|z 1 e || 1
ty= [ "= dx = t d
me(t) /Re 21 + 22 sinh(r|z|/2) v /0 cos(t) 1 + 22 sinh(7|z|/2) “

which completes proof of Proposition 1.

Remark 1. From a formula in Proposition 1, we have an identity

> || 1 T _ , Sy,
drx = —14+—e *+2sinh(s)t %), s > 0;
/0 cos(sz) T+ 22 snh (w2l /2) x +26 +2sinh(s)tan™ (e ), s > 0;

which is confirmed by 4.113(8).

Proof of Proposition 2.

Since ¥(1/2) = —y — 2log2, (8.366(2)) then Vg(i) = —i(y +log2 —1).
Hence a parameter ag = 0 and a finite measure mg in (1) has a finite mass
mg(R) = v +log2 — 1. Finally, using an integral formula for ¢ function,

(z) =logz +/ (1 S e *ds, Rz > 0; 8.361(8),
0o 8§ 1—e®
we have
iVs(—iw) 1+ w((w/2) —log(w/2))
w2—1 w2 —1

1 2
= L[sinh x; w] + £[cosh z; w]L[— —

r 1—e 2’

1
= £|sinh h -
[sinhz + (cos 3*(5 T

))(x);w], (10)

where 7 %7 denotes a convolution of functions.



By a direct differentiation using properties quoted before a proof of this
proposition (or using www.Wolframalpha.com) one checks that:

/cosh(a: —s) E 1 —2625]d8

oz x 1 —s
- 62 Ei(s) + %Ei(—s) —e* % 4 cosh(x) log =i constant.
— e S
Thus for x > 0 we have
1 2 v 1 2
(cosh s x (g -1 6723))(30) = /0 cosh(z — s) Pk ef2s]d‘9
—x x 1 —Sq |1s=x
— |:€2 E'L(S) + %EZ(—S) _ es_x + COSh([L‘) log 1 _l_ Zfs] S0+
—x x 1 —x
= 62 FEi(z) + %Ei(—x) — "7 ® 4 cosh(x) log . i i—l‘
— lim [ (Bi(s) —log(1 — e %)) + = (Ei(—s) — log(1 — ¢*))
s—07t 2
— "+ coshzlog(l +e7°)] = 62 FEi(x) + %Ei(—x) -1
1 —z
+ cosh(z) log 1 rte ~vcoshx + e % — cosh x log 2
_ e*x
e’ . e’ . _ 14+e®
= Ei(z) + 5Ez(—x) — 1+ e "+ cosh(z) (log 1 — v —log2).
— 6*33

Inserting above line into (11) and using (4) with mg(R) = v +log2 — 1 we
get

ms(z) = (v +log2 — 1) cosh(x) + sinh(z)

x x 1 —X
62 Ei(z) + %Ei(—x) — 14 € "+ cosh(z)(log ] i ei — (v +1og2))
— e x

_x x 1 —x
62 Ei(z)+ %Ei(—:p) —1+4e *+cosh(z) log ] re

+

= — cosh(x)+sinh(z)+ -
— e x
6_$
2
which proves first equality in Proposition 2.
Since from Jurek (2019), Corollary 4, we know that V,, is a free-analog
of a classical hyperbolic sine characteristic function ¢g(t) = ¢/ sinh(¢) whose

(finite) Khintchine measure is equal to

Bi(x) + © Bi(~r) ~ 1+ cosh(x)(log(1 + ¢ ) — log(1 — %)), (11)

1 —w|z|/2 1
== 2] . ¢ T = <] dx, on R,
21 + a2 sinh(r|z|/2) 1+ 22 emlel — 1

ms(dx)
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we get second equality in Proposition 2.
Remark 2. From Proposition 2 we get an integral identity
o 1
2/ cos(sx)iidaz
0 14+ 22em™ —1

€ _Bi(s)+ S EBi(—s) s> 0,

= —1+cosh(s)(log(1+¢”) —log(1—e™*)) + 2 2

that might be of some interest and it seems to be new?

Since for hyperbolic characteristic functions ¢¢, ¢s and ¢r we have that
oo(t) = ¢ps(t) - or(t) therefore for their Khintchine measures me, mg, mr we
have me(dz) = mg(dx) + my(dx).

Proof of Proposition 3.

Taking into account a discussion above and the fact that free-infinitely
divisible transforms Vg, Vg, Vi, in Jurek (2019) were defined via one - to -
one correspondence with classical infinite divisibility we get that Vj(it) =
Vs(it) + Vi(it),t # 0. Consequently, proof of Proposition 3 follows from
proofs of Propositions 1 and 2.

Proof of Proposition 4.

Since Vi (i) = —i(2C —1) ~ —i0,83193, ( C is Catalan constant ~ 0.9159),
then in (1), ay, = 0, and for a measure my,, we have my, (R) = 2C' — 1.
Using (4) and the integral representation for ((2,s) function in Appendix
(C), we have

2/2(C(2,1/2) - 1/2((2,/4)) + 1
2 -1

1 1 t2 [e%] o0
= + = [8/ Le’twdw — 16/ Le’twdw]
0 0

Limy. (x) — (2C — 1) cosh(x); 1]

2—1" 221 1—e2w

1 00 —2w __ 1
2 1)/ wi— e dw =

1 00 1 — 2w
Llsinh z;t] + (1 + )/ W ety
0

= Llsinha;¢] +2(1 +

21 sinh(2w)
= g[sinhe + 1——— inhz; ) Llr oo
Llsinh z + xsinh(?ﬂ?) 1] + Lfsinh z; 7] £[xsinh@:c)
_ L2z
= L[sinhz + xm + hlﬁc (@); ).



where

1 — e

1 — €2u T ‘
))(x) = /0 sinh(zx — w)u———du. (12)

h; := (sinh —
(@) = (sinhu » usinh(Zu sinh(2u)

Consequently from the above calculation we get

z(1 — &%)

My, () = (2C — 1) coshz + sinh z + “Sih(2z)

+ hy (@), for z > 0. (13)
Using website www.Wolframalpha.com or just by elementary computations,
knowing that d/dxLis(+ix) = —z 'log(1 + iz), (cf. Appendix (C)), one
checks that

, 1—e* _
sinh(z — s)s ds =e*(s—1)e’

sinh(2s)
—icosh(z)( — Lis(—ie®) + Lis(ie®) + slog(1 — ie®) — s log(1 +ie”)) + const.

Since lim,_,o+(Ei(£x) — logz) = v (Euler constant), from (13), for z > 0,

hy (x) =€ "(s = 1)e’
— i cosh(z)( — Lis(—ie®) + Lis(ie®) + slog(l — ie®) — slog(1 + ie®))|:=}

= e *(x — 1)e® — icosh(z)( — Liz(—ie”) + Lis(ie”) + x log(1 — ie”)
— zlog(1 +ie”)) — [e"*(—1) — i cosh(x)( — Liz(—i) + Lia(i)]

y > T

= sz )+e *—2C cosh(z)

= —l4a+e *—2C cosh z—i cosh(z) (— Lis(—ie”)+Lis(ie”) —2iz arctan(e”)),

= (z—1)—icosh(z)(—Liz(—ie”)+ Lis(ie”) 4z log

where in the last line we use log(1 — ie”) — log(1 4 ie”) = —2i arctan(e”); cf.
Appendix C. And finally from (14) we arrive at

My, () = (2C — 1) coshz + sinh x + % —1+x+e*—=2Ccoshzx
—icosh(x)( — Lis(—ie") 4 Lis(ie”) — 2ix arctan(e”))
= —1+x+M—i cosh(z) (—Liy(—ie”)+ Liy(ie”)—2ix arctan(e”) )
sinh(2x)

and since (1+ (1 —¢e**)/sinh(2z)) = — tanh(z) therfore this completes a first
part of Proposition 4.
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For the second one, let us recall that from Jurek and Yor (2004), Corollary
1 and a formula (7) on p. 186, that Khintchine (finite) measure corresponding
to BDCF ¢ is given by

m a*  cosh(mz/2)
4 1+ 2?2 sinh*(7z/2)

My (dz) = dz, on R.

Hence we get that

O 22  cosh(rz/2) t(1 — e?)
Ny, (1) = = t de = —14+t4+ ———=
1y () 5 /o cos(tx) 5 2 s (mz,2) x +t+ Sinh(20)

1 — e
. . . t . . t
—icosh(t)( — Lis(—ie") + Lis(ie") + tlogm ), fort > 0.
which completes a proof of Proposition 4.

Remark 3. As a consequence of Proposition 4 we have a formula

O x?  cosh(mx/2) t(1 — e?)
il ; de = —1+t+ o)
2 /0 S T2 G (ray2) T (e

—icosh(t)( — Lis(—ie") + Lis(ie') — 2it arctan(e’) ), for ¢ € R,

that might be of some interest as well.

Proof of Corollary 1.

In general, if M(dx) = h(z)dz,h(z) > 0, is a spectral measure of a
selfdecomposable characteristic function, say ¢, then N(dz) := —(zh(z)'dx

is a spectral measure of a characteristic function ¢ (t) := expl[t( log qb(t))/]; SO

called background driving characteristic function; cf. Jurek (1997), Corollary
1.1., p.97 or Jurek and Yor (2004), p. 183, formulae (d) and (e).
Consequently, on the level of Khintichine (finite) measures have;

IL‘2

n(dr) := mN(CM)
= 1 (hl@) + o (@) = ~m{dr) -

which gives a proof of Corollary 1, when applied to h(z) := ko(x).

Remark 4. Since a hyperbolic sine and a hyperbolic tangent are selfdecop-
mosable as well we may have statements about S and T analogous to the
one in Corollary 1, a for hyperbolic cosine function.
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5. Appendix.
For a convenience of reading we collect here some useful facts. Boldface
numbers refer to formulae from Gradshteyn and Ryzhik (1994).

(A) Bx) = () —(E) ], Blr) = X2, EF, —2 ¢ N, 8.732(1).

(B) For the exponential integral function Ei we have :

oo —t
Fi(x) = —/ ert, for ©<0;  8.211(1);

T

—€ _—t oo _—t
Ez’(x):—hm[/ ertJr/ ert, for x>0; 8.211(2)

e—0

<k
FEi(x) = 7+logx+z ﬁ, for x > 0; 8.214(2); (v is Euler constant)
k=1 '
From above we get: -4 Ei(+x) = eiTx and lim, o+ Fi(£z) —logx) = .
(C) For Riemann (¢ functions we have:

1
(k+a)*’

NE

((s,a) = Rs >1, —a ¢ N; 9.521(1)

b
Il

0

In particular, for s = 2, we have ( function as a Laplace transform:

€(2,a) = / - e “dx, for Ra > 0;
0 ]_ - 6_$
1

— x
because E re * = " and Llre ™ w] = ——.
k=0 l—e (w + k)

Polylogarithmic functions Li,(z), (n is a fixed parameter) are defined via
series

n

B

©  _k
Li,(z) := Z ? = 2®(z,n,1) z € C; (Lerch function), 9.550
k=1

In particular, £ Liy(2) = —27'log(1 — z); Lia(i) — Lis(—i) = 2iC, where C
stands for a Catalan constant.

(D) For the equality, ilog ;222 = 2arctan(e”), = € R, firstly, note that

for x = 0, indeed we have ilog}—;j = /2, and secondly, note equality of

derivatives -L(ilog };zzz) = L (2arctan(e”)).
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