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Abstract

We study the gap processes in a degenerate system of three particles interacting through
their ranks. We obtain the Laplace transform of the invariant measure of these gaps, and
an explicit expression for the corresponding invariant density. To derive these results, we
start from the basic adjoint relationship characterizing the invariant measure, and apply a
combination of two approaches: first, the invariance methodology of W. Tutte, thanks to
which we compute the Laplace transform in closed form; second, a recursive compensation
approach which leads to the density of the invariant measure as an infinite convolution
of exponential functions. As in the case of Brownian motion with reflection or killing
at the endpoints of an interval, certain Jacobi theta functions play a crucial role in our
computations.

1 Introduction and main results

1.1 Degenerate competing three-particle systems

The paper [16] studies degenerate three-particle systems of Brownian particles, in which
local characteristics are assigned by rank. Among these is the system

3 . .
X’L() = T; + ZékA ]]'Xl(t):Ri((t)dt + /0 ]]'Xi(t):Rg((t)dBt? = 1, 2, 3,
k=1

with the notation max; ;<3 Xi(t) =: RX > R (t) > R () := minj<;<g X;(t) for the ranks
(order statistics) in descending order; with “lexicographic” resolution of ties, i.e., always in
favor of the lowest index ¢; with x; and §; given real numbers; and with Bj(-), Ba(+), B3(-)
independent scalar Brownian motions.

It is shown in [16] that this system admits a pathwise unique, strong solution, which
is free of triple collisions as well as “non-sticky”, in the sense



It is also shown that the two-dimensional process

(G(), H(-)) & (R¥() = R¥ (), RX () - R¥ () (1)

is a degenerate Brownian motion in the nonnegative orthant [0, c0)? with oblique reflection
on its boundaries:

{G(t) = 21 — 29 + (61 — )t — W (1)

— 3 L7 () + LY (1),
_ 176G (2)
H(t) =29 — X3+ (52 — 53)t + W(t) — §L

(t) + L (1),

for 0 <t < co. We denote here by W (-) a suitable standard, scalar Brownian motion, and
by LZ(-) = [51z()=0dZ(t) the local time at the origin of a semimartingale Z(-) > 0 with
continuous paths.

It is shown in |16, Thm 2.3| that, under the Hobson and Rogers [13]| conditions

2((53 — (52) + (51 — 52)7 >0 and 2(52 — 51) + (52 — (53)7 >0, (3)

the process (G(-), H(+)) of (1)—(2) is positive recurrent and has a unique invariant measure
7 with 71'((0, 00)2) = 1, to which its time-marginal distributions converge, and exponen-
tially fast, as t — oc.

This invariant probability measure 7r satisfies, in fact is characterized by, the so-called
“Basic Adjoint Relationship” (BAR) of [12, 18]. This involves also the “lateral measures”

i (A) 2 BT /0 CLAHOWLO@) and () 2 ET /0 “Lacearie @

for A € B((0,00)), and is cast most concisely as

(0= )2 + 202 = 1) + 203 — 2)y] 7w,y) = (2= L) 2iy) + (y— 5 ) ola)  (5)

for (z,y) € [0,00)2, in terms of the Laplace transforms

(a,y) 2B (w00 0) = [ cmarannag,an), (©)
(0,00)2
)2 [ e = lim o7 (o), ™
A o
7o) 2 [ ) = lim ya (o). (8)
0 Y—00

Conversely, a probability measure 7 on B((0, 00)?) is invariant for the process (G(-), H(-))
of gaps if it, together with two finite measures vy, v, on B((0, 00)), satisfies the BAR of (5).

In the arXiv version [15] of the paper [16], the following question was raised: Can
the invariant probability measure 7 of the two-dimensional process (G(-), H()) of gaps be
computed explicitly? See [15, Sec. 2.4]. The goal of the present paper is to answer this
question.

1.2 Main results

In what follows, we set
)\1 = 2(52 - 51) and )\2 = 2(63 - 52) (9)

We will impose the ergodicity conditions introduced in (3); in terms of the quantities A\
and )\ defined in (9), they can be cast as Ao > %)\f and A\; > %A;‘ Again as in [10], and
in order to restrict the number of cases to handle, we will impose the stronger condition

(51 < (52 <53,



which is equivalent to

)\1 >0 and )\2 > 0. (10)
The symmetric case refers to the assumption
A= Ay = 2(52 — 51) = 2(53 — 52) =:A>0. (11)

A): The first main result of this paper gives a simple explicit expression for the Laplace
transform of the invariant distribution.

Theorem 1 (Laplace transform, general case). The Laplace transform (7) of the lateral
measure v1 in (4) is given by

N 4 A1 y(y + Xo)(y + 2M + )\2)
B () < ) L2
COS ( \/

= ——sin(m
3A1A2 A1+ A2 R A
(A1+X2)? A1+ T Xi+x2

Exchanging the variables x <+ y and the parameters A\; <+ A9, we derive a similar
expression for the Laplace transform vs(x) in (8). The bivariate Laplace transform 7 (z, y)
in (6) is then obtained via the main equation (5).

As a Laplace transform, the function 7 is analytic in the half-plane with negative real
part. Since the function cos/z = Zn>0 % is analytic on C, an immediate consequence
of Theorem 1 is that vy of (12) admits a meromorphic continuation to the whole of C.
A globally meromorphic infinite product representation of r; will be given in Section 5,
see (54).

In the symmetric case, the above result simplifies as follows:

Corollary 1 (Laplace transform, symmetric case). Assuming (11), the Laplace transform
(7) of the lateral measure vy in (4) is given by

S Am y(y+ Ny +3))
v1(y) 32 . (n\/ﬁ)
2 A

While the above results provide fairly simple expressions for the Laplace transforms
V1(y), v2(x) and 7(x,y) of the marginal and the joint distributions, they do not address
the question of finding the associated density functions in closed form. This is the topic
of our subsequent results; we shall actually propose two ways to compute these densities.

(13)

B): The first method appears as a consequence of Theorem 1 and Corollary 1: classical
Mittag-Leffler expansions allow us to express the trigonometric Laplace transforms (12)
and (13) as infinite sums, each term of which may be interpreted as the Laplace transform
of an exponential term.

Introduce the parameters

VY

1 and po = (14)

2 _=1- 21
A1+ Ao ’
which belong to (0,1) due to our hypothesis (10).

Theorem 2 (Density on the boundary, general case). Fori € {1,2}, the density function
v; of the measure v; in (4) is equal to

uz(u) =
_4()\1 + )\2)4

S22l S (1) 1) (= L) () (4 L) (g 2) e~ Qo
112

neL
(15)



See Figure 1 for an example of graph of v;.
Theorem 2 has an interesting reformulation in terms of a certain Jacobi theta-type
function, namely
Lhi .
0u(@) = (n+ 5 )"0, gl <1, (16)
nez
which is intimately related to our model and has a direct probabilistic interpretation in
terms of Brownian motion conditioned to stay in an interval, see (82) in Appendix B. More
precisely, introducing the differential operator

Dy[f] = " +2(A1 + ) f7 + Aa(Xa + 200) f, (17)
we shall show that
_ 4()\1 + >\2) —(A1+A2)-
n(n) = =55 Dy [9,“ (e )] (w). (18)

A similar expression holds for v,. Notice that the differential operator (17) corresponds
to the polynomial y(y + A\2)(y + 2A1 + A2) appearing in the formula (12) of Theorem 1, in

the sense that q 4 q
D =—(— — 42 .
! du (du + )\2) (du +2A )\2)

We will elaborate on this connection in Section 4.

Theorem 2 also contains the case of equal parameters A\; = Ay, corresponding to p; =
Ly = % However, in this symmetric case, it is natural to reformulate the bi-infinite
summation (15) as a sum over the positive integers, using natural symmetries. More
precisely, one has:

Corollary 2 (Density on the boundary, symmetric case). If A\ = Ao = A, fori € {1,2}
the density function v; of the measure v; in (4) is equal to

1ZAW) —_1)n1 n(n
)y -2 Ul + (o + 2+ 920+ Dewp (- )

(19)
=420 (e*m — 9710 | g 15M _ 560210 | 450 28N ) L i=1,2.

In the context of a two-queue fluid polling model and the corresponding two-dimensional
degenerate Brownian motion reflected normally on the boundary of the nonnegative or-
thant [0, 00)?, the recent paper [17] analyses a functional equation quite similar to ours.
The main equation (see [17, Eq. (14)]) of that paper corresponds to (5), if the prefactors
(x — %) and (y — 3) are replaced by = and y, respectively. The authors obtain various
results, such as the Laplace transform of the total workload (their Theorem 2, which is
close to our Corollary 1, assuming symmetry of the parameters), and the heavy-traffic

stationary workload distribution (their Lemma 4, which resembles our Corollary 2).

C): The second approach allowing us to calculate the densities is called the “compensation
approach”; it is very different and brings two advantages. The first advantage is that it does
not require a bivariate Laplace inversion. The second advantage is that it works directly
for the bivariate density function, without recourse to the univariate boundary density
functions. This approach is inspired by the paper [!], which proposed a compensation
methodology for computing the stationary distribution of certain singular random walks
in the positive quarter-plane. While this technique has been applied to a variety of contexts
in discrete probability, our paper contains its first application to diffusions, to the best of
our knowledge.
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Figure 1: Left: graph of the function vy(u) for the parameters (A1, A2) = (3, 2). Right: graph
of the function 6,(g) in the case p = 1.

Theorem 3 (Density of the invariant measure, general case). The density 7(u,v) of the
invariant measure 7 satisfies for (u,v) € [0, 00)?

o
m(u,v) = Z (C’cne_a"“_b”” + C'c;"be_a/"”_bil”) , (20)

n=0
where

e the sequences (an,bp)n>0 and (al,,b),)n>0 are given in (65) and (71),

e the constants C and C' are computed in (73),

e the (cn)n>0 are defined in (67)—(68), and the (c),)n>0 are obtained from the (¢y)n>0
after interchanging A1 and As.

Figure 2: Example of graph of the density m(u,v), on the left for the parameters (A;, \y) =
(3,3), on the right for (3, 3).

See Figure 2 for two illustrations of Theorem 3. The compensation method used to
show Theorem 3 is independent of the other techniques developed in our paper; however,
to obtain the constants C' and C” in (20), we make use of Theorem 1.

In the symmetric case, the above result can be simplified as follows:

Corollary 3 (Density of the invariant measure, symmetric case). Introduce three sequences



(an)n>0, (bn)n=0 and (cn)nso as follows:*

( a2pn = (n+2)(2n+5)’
Aoan+1 = Q2n,
bop, = (n+2)(2n+3),
bont1 = banyo,
_ (e (n + 7) n+4 (71)n(n +1)(n+2)n+3)(n+4)%(n+5)(n+6)(n+7)
o= 7 ) 4 20160 ‘
If A1 = Ao = A, one has
TF(U,’U) = 420(]9(16,11) —I—p(v,u)), (21)
where
p(1/\1,,21)) = Z cn exp(—A(anu + byv)). (22)

n>0

Here are the first few terms in the expansion of p(u,v) in (22):

p(z;“) _ €—>\(10u+6v) o 106—)\(10u+15v) + 546—)\(21u+15v) _ 2106—/\(21u+281})
+ 660eMB6u+28v) _ 1780, —AB6u+450) | 49— A(B5utds) _

D): In our last result, we show that in the stationary regime, the distribution of the sum
G + H of gaps (in the symmetric case) and the density function v; (in the general case)
can be written as an infinite convolution of exponential distributions.

Theorem 4. (i) Assume (11). Under the stationary distribution 7, the probability den-
sity function o of the sum G + H of gaps for the degenerate reflected Brownian
motion in (1)—(2), is that of the infinite sum > ;| € of independent exponential
random variables {e€y}ren with respective parameters £y, given by

0 = %((2“5)2—1) _ %(k+2)(k+3), keN, (23)

namely,
P"(G(T)+ H(T) € dz) = o(z)dz = P~ (i gk € dz) ;. z€[0,00).  (24)
k=1

(i) The density function v; of the measure v; is proportional to an infinite convolution
of exponential densities with parameters k(k+ p;)(A + A2), for k € Z\{—1,0,1} for
i=1,2.

Preview: Our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce various tools
and state some preliminary results. We use here an analytical method inspired from [3],
initially developed for studying discrete random walks in the quadrant. This method has
been recently useful for finding an explicit expression for the Laplace transform of the
invariant measure of (non-degenerate) reflected Browian motion in the quadrant, see [10].
In Section 3, we use the invariant approach, developed by William Tutte in the 90’s to
enumerate colored triangulations [21] and applied recently to (non-degenerate) reflected
Brownian motion in a quadrant in |9, 6]; this approach allows us to solve a boundary
value problem (BVP) stated in Section 2, and thus prove Theorem 1 and Corollary 1.
In Section 4 we establish Theorem 2 and Corollary 2, using computations based on the
Jacobi-type function 6, introduced in (16). Theorem 4 (together with various extensions)
is proved in Section 5. Finally, in Section 6 we prove Theorem 3 and Corollary 3, using
the compensation approach.

IThe first few values of ag, are 10,21,36,55; those of by, are 6,15,28,45; finally, those of ¢, are
1,-10, 54, —210, 660, —1782, see the entry A053347 in the OEIS (Online Encyclopedia of Integer Sequences).


https://oeis.org/A053347

2 Preliminary analytical results

2.1 Study of the kernel
We recall the condition (10) and denote by K the kernel
K(z,y) == (z —y)* +2(0a — 61)z + 2(J3 — b2)y = (z — y)* + Mz + Aoy, (25)

which appears on the left-hand side of the functional equation (5). The set of real zeros
of the kernel, namely

P = {(x,y) € R*: K(x,y) = 0}, (26)

turns out to be a parabola, see Figure 3. The straight lines
2c —y=0 and 2y—z=0,

which appear on the right-hand side of the functional equation (5), are also represented
on Figure 3.

Figure 3: The parabola P and its two branches A and A;, together with the lines of equation
2y —x =0and 2z —y = 0.

We define a bivalued function Ay with two branches

A A2
AF(z) = —22+xﬂ:\/42—(/\1+)\2)x (27)

which satisfy K (z, Aét(ac)) = 0. Similarly, the functions

2
AT (y) = —+yi\/>;f—(>\1+)\2)y (28)

satisfy K (Af (y), y) = 0. The branch points of these functions, namely

2
+. /\2

_ and + . )‘%
T 4()\1 + /\2) vy = 4

x TN N\
(A1 +A2)

cancel the monomials under the square roots in (27) and (28).



In the previous definitions, we use the principal determination of the square root.
Then, the functions AF and A5 (resp. Af and Ay) are defined and analytic on the slit
complex plane C\ [z, 00) (resp. C\ [y+,00)). These branches admit limits on both sides
of their respective cut and are complex conjugates on their cut. With a slight abuse of

notation, for y € [y+,00) we shall write Af (y) = A] (y); similarly, for z € [27,00), we
have A (z) = A ().

2.2 Analytic continuation

In Proposition 7 below, we will show that the function 7y of (7) (and v of (8)) satisfies a
certain boundary value problem, which will eventually allow us to compute this function
explicitly. To that end, we shall need some preliminary results, which we now develop.
First, we extend r; meromorphically from its initial domain of definition (the half-
plane with non-negative real parts) to a larger domain, using the functional equation (5)
together with a standard analytic continuation procedure inspired from [3, 10, 6].

Lemma 4 (Analytic continuation). The Laplace transform vy can be continued analytically
to the open connected set

S:={yeC:Ry >0 or RAT (y) > 0}. (29)

Proof. Notice that similar continuation results have been proved in [10, (], see in particular
[10, Lem. 3] and the proof of |6, Prop. 4.1]. We briefly recall here the main details.

Initially, 7 is defined on the set {y € C : Ry > 0} and analytic on the interior of this
set. Similarly, the Laplace transform vy is defined on the set {z € C : Rz > 0} and is
analytic on its interior. Let us take y in the domain

{ye C:RAT(y) > 01N {y e C: RNy > 0}.

Observe that this intersection is non-empty (for example, take y real and large enough),
see Figure 4. We then evaluate the functional equation (5) at the point (A (y),y), where
the kernel vanishes. We thus obtain the formula

~ 2y — AT(?J) -~ +
vi(y) =5 (AT (), (30)
24T (y) —y (45 @)
which allows us to continue 7; analytically to the set {y € C : RA{ (y) > 0}. Indeed, the

denominator Af (y) — ¥ cannot vanish on this set (since the equation A (y) — % = 0 has

only two solutions, y = 0 and y = —A; — 22 < 0 by (10)). We immediately deduce that
vy is analytic on the set S in (29). O

2.3 An important parabola

We now introduce a new parabola, namely Ps, which will be used to formulate the BVP
in Proposition 7:

Py = A7 ([z*,00)) = {y € C: K(z,y) = 0 for some = € [z*,00)}, (31)
see Figure 4.

Lemma 5 (Parabola P2). The curve Pa in (31) is a parabola described by the equation

{UeC:(39)° = (n+ X)) + o2 + ). (32)



Figure 4: The y-complex plane; the parabola P, is drawn in blue; the domain D, inside the
parabola is represented by the blue dotted area; the domain {y € C : RA{ (y) > 0} is orange
and is bounded by the curves of equation RA (y) = 0; the curve RA; (y) = 0 is also represented
by the orange dotted curve.

Proof. On the cut [z7,00), the quantities A;E(x) take complex conjugate values, denoted
by Ry +iSy. By (27), they satisfy

Af(z) + Ay (2) = 2Ry = —X2+ 2z,
+ - 2 | ()2 Ao 2 A3
Ay (x)Ay(x) = My)"+(Sy)* = (F+2)°+ (M + M)z — F.
Eliminating = from these two equations readily gives (32). O

We denote Dy the domain inside the parabola Ps, see Figure 4; it is defined by
1
Dy = {y e C: (%y)Q < ()\1 + )\2)(%}/) + Z)\2(2)\1 + )\2)} (33)

Lemma 6 (Analyticity inside the parabola Py). The domain Dy is included in the open,
connected set S of (29). As a consequence of Lemma 4, the Laplace transform vy is
analytic in Do.

The inclusion Dy C S can be visualized on Figure 4.

Proof. By the definition of S in (29), it is obvious that DoN{y € C: Ry > 0} C S. It
remains to show that

DoN{yeC:Ry<0} C{yeC:RNRAT(y) >0} CS.

First, observe that Po C {y € C : RA{ (y) > 0}. Indeed, if y € P2, by definition (31)
there exists x € [xF,00) such that K(z,y) = 0 and then z = A (y) > 0. For y such that
Ry = 0, we also have RAT (y) > 0 by (28). Then, Dy N {y € C : Ry < 0} is a bounded
domain, and for y on its boundary we have %AT (y) > 0. The maximum principle applied
to RAT implies RAT (y) > 0 for all y in this (open) domain. The proof is complete. [

2.4 Carleman boundary value problem

Define +
247 (y) -y 22— Al ()

W= 5 ATy 24T -7

9



Proposition 7 (Carleman BVP). The Laplace transform vy satisfies the following Car-
leman boundary value problem:

e Uy is analytic on the region Dy of (33);

e Uy satisfies the boundary condition

~

v (y) =Gyvi(y), YyePs (35)

The reader may refer to [2, Sec. 5| for a brief summary of the theory of (Carleman)
boundary value problems; the term “Carleman” refers to the fact that a shift function (in
our case complex conjugation) is needed to state the BVP.

Proof. The first point has been seen in Lemma 6. The second point comes from the
functional equation (5) evaluated at (A7 (y),y) and (A] (y),y) for y € Pa. Noticing that
Af(y) = AT (9) € [z, 00) and that at these points the kernel vanishes, we obtain the two
equations

(241 (y) = 7)21(7) + (27 — Af (1)) P2(A] (1))

We already encountered the first of these equations in (30). We eliminate now D2(Af (y))
from these two equations, and obtain the boundary condition (35). O

{(2Af<y> —y)Di(y) + (2y — A (y))P2(AT () = 0,
=0.

3 Tutte’s invariant approach

The goal of this section is to provide an explicit solution of the boundary value problem
of Proposition 7 via Tutte’s invariant approach, which was developed in [21] and has been
applied recently to similar problems in non-degenerate settings; cf. the works [0, 9].

This method aims to find a decoupling function D, which is analytic (or even rational)
in some domain, and such that the function G of (34) can be expressed as

G(y) = D) Vy e Py (36)

The above condition is equivalent to

(22 — 45 (2)) (245 () — =) _ D(AF(x)) (37)
(22 — AJ (2)) (245 (x) —2)  D(A; ()

Such a decoupling function D will be found in Section 3.2. Then, Equation (35) may be
rewritten as

D(y)vi(y) = D@)vi(y), Vy€E P,

which is equivalent to
D(A; (2))D1(A] (2)) = D(4; (2))D1(4; (2)).

The function D is then called an invariant, because we have for it (Dvy)(AF (x)) =
(DD)(47 (x)).

The goal of Tutte’s invariant method is to express the unknown invariant (here Dvy)
in terms of a canonical invariant. This is done in Section 3.3 in the general case. The
canonical invariant of our problem is denoted by W and introduced in Section 3.1; it
happens to be a certain conformal gluing function.

10



3.1 Conformal gluing function

To solve the Carleman boundary value problem of Proposition 7, we need to introduce a
canonical conformal gluing function on the domain Dy, which glues together the upper and
the lower parts of the parabola Ps. In the following lemma, the principal determinations of
the square root /- and of the logarithm In(-) are considered on the slit plane C\ (—o0, 0].

Lemma 8 (Conformal gluing function). The function

W(y) = cosh? [ = A M (38)
Y MAAz A0+ )

and its inverse

)\% A1+ Ao
()\1 + /\2) 2

W (z) = I In® (vVz — vz — 1)

satisfy the following properties:

1. W is conformal (i.e., W is bijective, analytic, and W1 is also analytic) from Do to
the slit plane C\ (—o0,0];

2. W glues the parabola P of (26) onto (—o0,0], i.e.,
W(y) = W(g) € (_0070}7 v Yy e P7

and W is 2-to-1 from P\ {A3(z1)} to (—00,0) (which means that W= is bivalued
on (—00,0)).

Proof. Conformal mappings associated with (interior domains of) parabolas are well known
in the literature, see for example [2, p. 113] or [17, Lem. 5.1]. For a > 0 define

z=w(y) = icosh(ﬂ\/ﬂ)

and its inverse function
1 1
-1 2 .
=w (2)==—+—In (—zz— —22—1).
4 (2) 4a = am?
The function w above maps the interior of a parabola to the upper half-plane. More
precisely, w is conformal from

{yEC:%y>a(%y)2}—>{z€@:%z>0}.

The equation of the parabola Py is ay? = z + b, in accordance with (32), where a and b
are chosen as

Then, noticing that z — iy/z maps C \ (—o0, 0] onto the upper half-plane, we define the
functions W1 and W by

- 1, 1 1
y=W ) = iva) b= — —b+ —In? (Ve vz 1)
and
z=W(y) := —w?(y + b) = cosh? <7T\/m>’
completing the proof. .

11



3.2 Decoupling function
We recall our notation (9), as well as the expression of the kernel (25), namely
K(z,y) = (x = y)* + iz + ay.
We introduce the decoupling polynomials
Di(y) :==y(y+A2)(y+ 2\ + A2) and Ds(z) :=z(z+M)(z+2X2+ A1) (39)

This terminology is justified by the following two lemmas. The identity (40) right below is
crucial: it provides the key step that makes Tutte’s invariant method work in our context.

Lemma 9 (Decoupling identity). We have

D (y) Do (z)
Yy 8 x 8
(= 2) v+ 2w +220 + ) - (v- 5) 2@+ M) @+ 222 + A1)
1
=3 (22 — y® + (M +2X0)x — (2A1 + M)y) (7 — y)? + Mz + Xay) . (40)

K(z,y)
This implies that

20—y _ z(z 4+ M) (x +2X2 4+ A1) _ Do (x)
2y —z  yly+A)y+2M+X)  Di(y)’

as long as K(z,y) = 0. (41)

Lemma 10 (Decoupling lemma). The following decoupling relation holds:
(20 — A3 (@) (245 (2) =) _ AT (2)(AF (2) + Ao) (45 () + 201 + Do)
(20— 43 (0)) (245 (@) — @) A3 (@) (A3 (@) + o) (A5 (@) + 201 + Aa)

Accordingly, the function G defined in (34) may be written in the form (36) with D = 1/Dy;
namely, as

(42)

Cg@+ X))@+ 20+ X2)  Di(y)

RS SR Y R N )

Yy € Ps. (43)

Proof. Evaluating (41) at (z, A5 (x)), then at (x, A5 (z)), then dividing, we arrive at (42).
Recalling (37), and noticing that for y € Dy we have y = A, (A (y)) and § = A (A] (v)),
we re-cast (42) in the form (36), (37) with the function G given as in (43), by continuity
on Ps, the boundary of the domain Dj in (33). O

3.3 Explicit expression of the Laplace transform

Thanks to the decoupling Lemma 10 and the Carleman boundary value problem of Propo-
sition 7, we obtain a new invariant relationship for 7.

Lemma 11 (Invariance). The Laplace transform vy satisfies the following invariance re-
lation on the parabola Po:

v1(y) _ v1(y)
— — = R Yy e Ps.
YO+ A) G+ 22+ X2) Yy +A2)(y +2M1 + )
Proof. This follows directly from Proposition 7 and Lemma 10. O

Proof of Theorem 1 and Corollary 1. The key point of Tutte’s invariant method consists
in expressing the invariant of Lemma 11 in terms of the canonical conformal gluing function
W studied in Section 3.1. Let us denote
V1(y) v1(0) w'(0
f) = ( . (44)

Syl )W+ 20+ X)) A(2A1 + A2) W(y) — W(0)

12



and remark that the function f has no pole at 0: by construction, the residue of f at 0 is
zero. Furthermore, we observe that the points —Ay and —2X; — A9 are not in Ds.

We want to show that f = 0. Lemma 8 and Lemma 11 imply that f satisfies the
following boundary value problem:

e f is analytic in D5 and continuous on its boundary Ps;

e f satisfies the boundary condition f(y) = f(y), for all y € Py;

e f(y) — 0 when |y| — oo.
These three properties together imply that f = 0, as can be deduced from Lem. 2 in [19,
Sec. 10.2].

To provide some more concrete arguments leading to the conclusion f = 0, we notice
that f oW1 is analytic on the whole of C and goes to 0 at infinity, and is therefore equal
to 0 using the classical Liouville theorem.

Thanks to the functional equation (5) and using 7(0,0) = 1 since 7 is a probability
measure, we can show that

1(0) = g(% + M), (45)

Using formula (38), the properties of the cosine, as well as

: At
W (0) = cosh? (im ———
(0) = cos (z7r2()\1+)\2)>,

we obtain

A2 y A1
W (y) — W(0) = cos? T —cos? (mtt
() = W(0) = cos (”\/4@1 222 M+ A2> o8 (”2@1 + A2>>
= 1COS T A% — 4y — }COS <7T )\1 >
S 2 M +22)2 M+ 2 M+ )]

T T
wW'(0) = — sin( )
© A A1+ A2
Substituting these last three computations into (44), and recalling f = 0, we see that the
proof of Theorem 1 is now complete. Corollary 1 follows as an immediate consequence,

upon taking A = Ay = g O

and compute

4 Boundary densities

4.1 Relation with the bivariate density

For further use, it is convenient to interpret the densities v1(v) and vo(u) of the “lateral
measures” in (4) as the specialisations of the bivariate density 7(u,v) at w = 0 and v = 0,
respectively. This will be used in particular to compute the constants C' and C” appearing
in Theorem 3.

Proposition 12 (Specialisations of 7). We have 7(u,0) = va(u) and 7(0,v) = v1(v).

Proof. The initial value formula gives
lim z7(z,y) = / e Y'm(0,v)dv.
T—00 R4
By dividing the functional equation (5) by x and letting 2 — oo, we obtain

lim z7(z,y) = v1(y) = / e v (v)do.
R4

T—00

Comparing the two limits, we conclude that 7(0,v) = v1(v). A similar argument shows
that 7(u,0) = v (u). O

13



4.2 Proof of Theorem 2 via Mittag-Leffler expansions

We summon now from Theorem 1, in order to provide a proof of Theorem 2. Recall the
Jacobi theta-type function

O, (q) = Z(n + &)q”(”’“), q€(0,1)

2
nez
introduced in (16), with u; = ﬁ defined in (14). The reason for introducing this

function appears in the following important technical result, which shows that 60, is
naturally and intrinsically connected to the Laplace transform of the lateral measures
vy in (12), and thus also to its density function v as in (18).

Lemma 13 (Laplace transform of 6,). The Laplace transform of the function u
0, (e_(’\1+’\2)“) s given for any x > 0, by

/OO 6#1 (67()\1+)\2)u)efuxdu _ 1 ﬂ-sin(ﬂﬂl)
0

A1+ A2 COS(TM /M% — )\14_&\2) — COS(?T/H)

Before proving Lemma 13, we first show how it implies Theorem 2. Let us recall the
decoupling polynomial D; introduced in (39), and the differential operator D; introduced
in (17) for a smooth function f as

d

D [f] := Dy <du

> [f1= " +200 + X)) "+ Xa(Aa + 2X\1) f.

We also introduce its dual operator
Di[f] := —f" +2(A1 + X2) /7 — Aa(ha +2)1) /.

Using Theorem 1 and Lemma 13 together, we write the expression (12) as

~ . 4()‘1 + )‘2) > —(A1tX)u —uy
vi(y) = T Dl(y)/o 011 (e ) e “Wdu (46)
At A) [ —On)u) PEl -y
el UNC ) D3l (w)du
_ 4(A1+ X)) [ —(A1+A2)- —uy
= 3)\1)\2/0 D, [9,“ (e )} (u)e”"du. (47)

To prove the last equality, we simply integrate by parts in (46) on the dual operator. In
that step, we crucially use the fact that 6,, and all its derivatives tend to 0 as ¢ — 1,
g < 1. While this property is not clear at all from the definition (16) of 6,,, it appears
as a direct consequence of the crucial Lemma 15 below, which establishes a Jacobi-type
modular identity for 6,,,.

Thanks to Equation (47) and using classical results on the injectivity of the Laplace
transform, we deduce that

that is, the claim (18). After some computations and simplifications, one easily finds

Dy [0 (=9 ] () = 3o (nbp /2)D1 (= O+ o)) ) e D22 = —(x420) %

ne

ST (n =D +1)(n— 1+ @) (n+ ) (0 + 1+ p1)(n+ pg /2)e” P Fmm Gz,
neZ

We thus have proved Theorem 2. What remains is to prove Lemma 13.

14



Proof of Lemma 13. Integrating term by term, one finds

/oo 4 (6_()\1+)\2)u)€—uaiddu _ Z n+ &
0 H oy T + ()\1 + )\2)”2 + \in

_ ) Z 1+%n
(A + o) 2—(1+%n)2’

nez s

where we have set s2 = 1 — %)\1%)\2 The right-hand side of the above identity is then
1

computed from the following classical result, the proof of which is omitted:
Lemma 14 (Mittag-Leffler expansion of shifted cosine). Let p € (0,1). One has for s € C
1+ %n

S Cr i )Y
cos(mus) — cos(mu) psin(mp) =2 (1+ %n)g

The proof of Lemma 13 is complete. OJ

Lemma 15 (Jacobi transformation for 6,,). For any u > 0,

7.[.27712 2

3/2
Oule™) = 2 (n+ ) exp(n(n-+ ) = o7 3 msin(mn) exp( =5 + 7).
ne? nez

Proof. Consider the function f(z) = (z + 4)e™**(@+#) and its Fourier transform fly) =
ffooo f(x)e=?7™v*dz. The classical Poisson summation formula expresses now the function

of (16) as ~
bue™) =" f) = 3 F),

nez ne’l

where a direct computation gives

f(y) = /Z <a; + g) e ua(@tp)—=2imyz g,

plu o0 1% 22 ; ©
— e4+z7ry,u/ (.T + 5) efu(erg) 72z7ry(z+§)dx
—00

— 6%-&-”9#@1 /OO e—u(x+%)2_2iﬂ_y(z+%)dx
2im dy J_o

1 T2 _ w2y
—— [ ——2ye " u
2im\ u u

3/2 722 M2U>

2
_ Mt imyn

_ y% (sin(mpy) — i cos(mpy)) exp(*

* 4

The result of Lemma 15 follows directly from this last expression and the Poisson summa-
tion formula, noting that the imaginary parts disappear for parity reasons, when summing
over Z. O

Remark 16. The Jacobi theta-like function 0, of (16) is positive for q € [0,1). This is
not fully clear when looking at the definition (16), but follows easily from the probabilistic
interpretation of 8,, provided in Appendiz B.

Let us mention the paper [20] by Salminen and Vignat, which interprets the four mod-
ular identities for “classical” theta functions in terms of Brownian motion either reflected
or killed at the endpoints of an interval. Here, we introduce a “novel” theta-like function
6, as in (16), derive for it the modular identity of Lemma 15, and connect it with Brow-
nian motion conditioned to live forever inside a given interval; see Appendix B for this
interpretation and connection.
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4.3 Further comments on the symmetric case of Corollary 2

Specializing Theorem 2 to the symmetric case A = A; = Ap = A (thus y; = 1 in (14)), one
finds

Ijg(u) =

_ %Au? S (= D+ 1)(n — 1/2)(n+ 1/2)(n + 3/2)(n + 1/4) exp(—n(2n + 1)),
nez

Looking at the exponents appearing in the above exponential terms, a simplification occurs
due to the fact that

{n@n+1):neZ}={in(n+1):n >0} (48)
More precisely, the w for even (resp. odd) values of n > 0 correspond to the n(2n+1)

for non-negative (resp. negative) values of n. Performing a straightforward change of index,
one gets

1) (U) =

6472 ne1m=2)(n—=1Dnn+1)(n+2)(n+3)2n+1) n(n+1)
3o 2 256 exp (=5 X,

nz

which proves Corollary 2 since 3 x 256/64 = 12.

Remark 17 (Relation with the Jacobi theta function). Although not crucial for our pur-

pose, it is interesting to observe that the function 6, in (16) simplifies to a classical Jacobi

theta function (sometimes called Jacobi constant) in the symmetric case p = %

This function, and its generalizations

are studied by Huber in [1/].

5 Sum of gaps as an infinite sum of independent
exponential variables

5.1 The symmetric case

Let us recall the notation of (1)—(3) for the degenerate reflected Brownian motion (G(-), H(+)).
The basic adjoint relation of (5) describes the stationary distribution 7 of this process.
We prove the first part of Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4 (i). When Ay = Ay = A, the Laplace transform (13) in Corollary 1
has the product form

Eﬂ[e_y(G(T)JrH(T))] — Fyy) = 1/12():\9) _ 1/22(;/) _ H k ; yel0,00) (49)

of those of exponential random variables with parameters (23).
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To verify (49), first let us apply the infinite product formula

i 422
cos(v/—1z) = cosh(z) = kljl (1 + m) ; z€C (50)

of the hyperbolic cosine function to the expression (13), and obtain for y € [0, c0)

vi(y) . 2myly+ N +3y)  2n - (8y/\) — 1\~
20 3Ncos((n/2)\/1— By/n)) 3N y(y“)(y+3A)lH<1+ 2k - 1)2 )

Note that the first three terms A/8y, 9\/(8(y+A)) and 25\/(8(y+3\)) with & = 1,2,3
in the infinite product may be cancelled with the constant multiple of y(y + \)(y + 3\).
Also, note that after the cancellation, the term in the infinite product is rewritten as

(89/0) —1\1 (2% — 1)? B i s
(1+ 2k —1)2 ) = B/t (k—12-1 (1+ (k= 1) ) ST i

k>4,

where £, is defined in (23) for k¥ € N. Thus, with these considerations, we obtain

vi(y) 2 925 1 T s 7 Y
24 3 8 'H<1+4k(k—1)>']gy+£k3_gy+ek’

) = 256
4k(k 1)/ — 751"

Each exponential random variable e with parameter £; has expectation E™[e;] =
1/£;, k € N, and hence, the infinite series ) -, €x has the (finite) expectation

ie., (49), because of the infinite product [[p—,(1 +

> — 1 - 1 2
Eﬂ- = _— = — e —
Zs Ze )\kzl k+2)(k+3)  3x
in accordance with (2.76) of [15]. This implies > 7, & < co almost surely, and hence,
the corresponding stationary density o in (24) is well defined. O

The stationary distribution of the sum G(T')+H (T) is given by the infinite convolution
of exponential distributions with parameters {£j}ren. It is infinitely divisible with Lévy
density 7%, e % /2, 2 > 0, that is,

oo

o 1
E™ [e ¥ (GDHAD)] = exp ( - / e ) ; Z —z dz) i y€l0,00).
0

k=1
The convolution of finitely many exponential distributions is known to be the Coxian
(or “hypoexponential” or “phase-type”) distribution, and is used in queueing theory. The
connection between infinite sums of exponential random variables and infinitely divisible
distributions is discussed in [3] and [17].
Moreover, the stationary density function o of G(T') + H(T) provides the marginal
stationary density function of G(T'). It follows from (24) that it has an exponential moment

/OO eAzU(z)dz _ Eﬂ'[e)\(G(T)—‘rH(T))] _ EW[B)\Z?:l sk]
0

_ Eﬂ'[H eAek] _ HEﬂ'[eAek] _

<1+ek— ) = H< k+51)/2)+1):2'

k=1 k=

o0

(51)

|
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Observe now that the Laplace transform 7(z,0) of the marginal stationary distribution
of G(T) (and hence of H(T), because of the symmetry) is determined from (5) by the
Laplace transform 7(z,x) along the diagonal, i.e.,

~ ~ A ~
E™[e~*¢D)] = #(2,0) = ®(0,z) = Y 2 —7(z,z)]; x>0;
cf. (2.73) in [15]. It follows from the exponential moment (51) that G(T') has positive

stationary density

o0

P™(G(T) € du) = e ™ (2 - /u e)‘za'(z)dz’)du = de M </ e)‘za(z)dz> du (52)
0 u

for u > 0. In particular, the stationary “survival function” of G(T') is

P™(G(T) > u) = /u b ()\e_)‘” / h ekza(z)dz) dv = /J TN _ 1)or(2)d

_E~ [(eA(G(T)—ﬁ-H(T)—u) —1). 1{G(T)+H(T)>u}} S w>0.
As will be proved in the following result, the distributions of G(T')+H(T) and 2G(T)+
H(T) are both given by those of infinite sums > e of exponential variables, the only

difference being that in the first case the sum runs over £ € N, while in the second case
the index 0 should be added.

Proposition 18. Assume (11). Under the stationary distribution 7, the probability den-
sity function of the sum 2G(T)+ H(T') (and of G(T)+2H(T') by symmetry reasons) is
that of the infinite sum > ;. €r of independent exponential random variables {ey}ren
with respective parameters £y given by (23).

Proof. Evaluating the functional equation (5) at (2y,y), we immediately obtain

- ~ 3 vi(y)
Ew( y<2G<T>+H<T>>> —7(2y,y) = = : 53
‘ m2yy) =5 (53)
Using (49) and noticing with (23) that £y = 3\, we obtain the announced result. O

5.2 The non-symmetric case

Results involving infinite sums of random variables are also shown in the non-symmetric
case. We prove the second part of Theorem 4.

Observe that Theorem 4 (ii) is an extension of (49) to the non-symmetric case. Indeed,
specializing A1 = Ay and thus u; = %, we immediately obtain via (48) and (23) and that
the parameters k(k + p;) (A1 + A\2), for k € Z\ {—1,0,1}, reduce to the £, for k > 1.

Proof of Theorem 4 (ii). We prove that

H k(k + p1) (M + A2)

2
v = -2\ + A ;
vi(y) 3( 1+ A2) Ut ka0 + )

y €1[0,00). (54
keZ\{~1,0,1}

(Note that the prefactor 2(2X; + A2) simply corresponds to the value of ©(0) already

obtained in (45).)
Let us start from the identity (12) proved in Theorem 1. We have the Weierstrass

factorization 2
z
o e T (1 (5 ).
cos z — cos zg = (1 — cos 2g) kl;IZ < zo + 2km >

18



which extends (50). In particular,
y+ k(k+ uy
cos(wﬂ) —cos(mp1) = (1 — cos(muq)) H W
keZ 2

This implies that the quantity appearing in (12) (after replacing y by (A1 + A2)y) is equal
to

2
yy+1+m)y+1-m) _ ((F-DEHE+1D) 11 (k+ &)
cos(my/13 — 4y) — cos(mpu1) 1 — cos(mp) rez\ {101} Y + k(k + )

Using the fact that

H (k+ %)2 _ 1 — cos(mu) 2(1 — p2)
k(k + p1) msin(mpr) (B — 1)2p (B +1)2°

keZ\{—1,0,1}
we obtain that

yy+1+p)y+1—m) B —p) I k(k + )

cos(my/p2 — dy) — cos(mpy)  msin(mwpy) kez\ (o101} Y + k(k + p1)

Plugging the above identity in (12), we obtain

- 4m Bl —pud) k(k + p1) (A1 + A2)
vi(y) = sin(mun) (Ar + o)’ 20 :
3A1 A 7TSII1(’/T/L1) keZ\gl,O,l} Y+ k‘(k + M1>()\1 + Az)
which after simplification coincides exactly with (54). O

As a direct consequence of Theorem 4 (ii), one has a generalization of Proposition 18
to the non-symmetric case:

E™ (e—y(QG—I—H)) = 7/1\'(2y,y) = 3& _ H k(kf + Ml)()\l + )\2)

T2y 420+ X heZ\ (- 10} y+k(k+p)(M+A2)

It is also possible to deduce a result like (52) in the non-symmetric case. Indeed, it
follows from the Laplace transforms

%(2)\1 =+ /\2) — 7322(33) )

Eﬂ'[efo(T)] :ﬁ(x’(]) = Y ;. x>0,
1
2 i(y)
_ - 2\ +20) - B2
Eﬂ' yH(T) — 0’ — 3( 2 , 2 O,
[e | =7(0,y) W y

that we can obtain the marginal density functions by the inverse Laplace transforms

u

P™(G(T) € du) = %(Al 20)e M (20014 1) — (14 o) /0 ¥7(2)dz) du
u (55)
P™(H(T) € du) = %(/\1 + Ag)e 2t (2(1 +p2) — (1+ ul)/o e)‘Qzﬂl(z)dz> du

for w >0, with pu; = X\;/(A1 4+ A2), ¢ = 1,2 as in (14). Here, 7; is the probability density
function of the probability measure (2(A1 + A2)(1 + 3)/3) v4(-) on the positive real line
for i = 1,2 in Theorem 4 (ii). Note that the right-hand formulas in (55) are positive for
u > 0, because for the first formula in (55), as in (51), we have

~ k(k-i—ug)()\l —f—)\Q)
A1z

ey (z2)dz = | |

/0 ) keZ\{ 1,01} k(k+ p2) (M + A2) — Mt

_ H k(k + p2) _ 2(1 4 1)
k(k+p2) —pm 1+p2

keZ\{~1,0,1}
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We used here the relation p; + p2 = 1, and the telescopic structure

k(k + p2) kok+1—pm
= . keZ\{-1,0,1
k(k+po)—pm k+1 k—m W }

in the last equality.

6 Bivariate density via the compensation approach

6.1 A PDE satisfied by the stationary distribution

Let us denote by m(u,v) the density of the invariant measure, and recall the parameters
A1, A2 introduced in (9). In the manner of |11, (8.5)], we may state the following partial

differential equation (PDE) satisfied by this probability density function:

G*m(u,v) =0 for (u,v) € RZ,
Op:m(0,v) + 2\ 7(0,v) =0 for v € Ry,
Opym(u,0) +2Xom(u,0) =0 for u € Ry,

where we denote

R* = 22—Rdiag(R)1diag(z):(_23 _3>,
2 -2
SR (_2 2).

6.2 The Compensation Approach: Basic Principle,
tions

Using our notations (56)—(57), let us introduce the sets of functions
Hy = {feC*(Ry):G"f =0},
Hy = Hon{f€CRY): 0p; f(0,7) + 2\ [(0,) =0}
H2 = HO N {f € C2(Ri) : aR;f(vo) + 2)‘2f(70) = 0}7

and observe that the requirement = € H; N Hj is equivalent to the system (56).

We look now for exponential functions in Hy, Hy and Hs. We have

e~ ¢ [y <= K*(a,b) := (a — b)2 — A\ja — Aob =0

— (a,b) € P* :={(z,9) €R?: (x — y)? — Az — Aoy = 0}.

Similarly,

e—au—bv€H1<:>(a_b)2_)\la_)\2b:(] and 2a—3b—2X1 =0

(56)

(57)

Ques-

< (a,b) € P*N Ly, where £; := {(z,y) € R? : 22 — 3y — 2)\; = 0}
< (a,b) = (A\1,0) or (a,b) = (ag,by) := (4A1 + 6A2,2X1 +4)X2), (60)
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and symmetrically

e e Hy = (@ — V)2 = Md' —Xob/ =0 and 20 —3d' —2X\3 =0
— (d,V) € P* N Ly, with Lo := {(,y) € R? : 2y — 32 — 2y = 0}
(61)
< (d,b') = (0,)2) or (da,b)=(aj,bpy) = (4\1 + 2Xa, 671 + 4)2).

The parabola P* in (59), the lines £1 and L in (60)—(61), the points (ag, by) and (ag, bj)
defined above, can be visualized on Figure 5.

The main idea of the compensation approach [1] is to start with an exponential function
in H; (resp. Hs) and to add another exponential, so that the sum of the two terms belongs
to Hy (resp. Hy). This step is the first compensation, but this sum of two functions is still
not in Hy (resp. Hz). Therefore, we have to compensate again with another exponential
term, and so on. We eventually compensate with an infinite sum of exponential functions
in such a way that the final sum be in H; N Hy. The following equation is a visualization
of this approach:

€H, €H, €H,

p(u,v) = COefaoufbo'u 4 clefalufbﬂ) 4 62€7a2u7b2v 4 cgefagufbgv 4 C4efa4ufb4v R

€Hy €H>

(62)
A symmetric construction holds for a first term in Hs:
€H, €H,
/ / / / / / / / / /
p'(u,v) . 0667“()“7&’0” 4 C/lefalufblv 4 C/2€fa2ufb2v 4 Cgefa3u7b3v + Cﬁleia‘luib‘lv I
E€Ho E€Ho €H>

(63)

This approach raises several questions, which we will answer in the remainder of the paper:

e What are the explicit values of the constants a,, b, and ¢, in (62)? (And a symmetric
question for (63).) We will answer this question in Section 6.3.

e For any values of C' and C’, the linear combination
Cp(u,v) + C'p'(u,v) (64)

is a solution to the PDE (56). Is it possible to find the invariant distribution among
these infinitely-many solutions? If yes, how to adjust the constants C' and C” so as to
find the unique invariant distribution? We will answer this question in Section 6.4.

Remark 19 (Starting points of the sequences (a,)n>0 and (b, )n>0 of the compensation
procedure). Although the point (A1,0) € P* N Ly is formally a solution to (60), it is
not possible to choose it as a starting point of the compensation approach. Indeed, the
exponential eM* does not converge to 0 when v — 0o and u = 0. The procedure must thus
be initialized at (ag,by) € P* N L1, see again (60). A similar remark applies to the point
(0, A2).

Remark 20 (Skew symmetry). The intersection P* N Ly N Lo of the sets introduced in
(59), (60) and (61) is empty most of the time, except in the so-called skew symmetric case.

For example, when
1 -1
R = < 3 2) )
-3 1

we have P* N L1 N Lo = {(3Xa + 2A1,2 2 + A1)} and we find again [10, Eq. (A.22)]

7r(u, 7)) = (3)\2 + 2)\1)(2)\2 + )\1)e—(3A2+2)\1)u—(2/\2+)\1)v_
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6.3 Computation of the compensation constants

We now obtain explicit formulas for the sequences (an)n>0, (bn)n>0 and (¢, )n>0 appearing
in (62) (and Theorem 3). We will prove the following:

Proposition 21. With (ag,by) determined in (60) the sequence defined by, for alln > 0,

aon = ag + 2n(ag — by) + N’ 1 + n(n + 1)As,
{ 2 0 (a0 = bo) ! ( & and  (azn+1,b2n+1) = (a2n, bany2)

bon, = by + 2n(a0 — bo) + n(n — 1))\1 + 7”L2)\2,
(65)
satisfies the following statement:

e"@nu=bnv ¢ gy Y e N.

Proof. As explained in (58), e~4%~tn% ¢ My if and only if K*(a,b) = 0. With a few simple
but tedious computation, we can verify that for all n € N we have K*(ay,b,) = 0 which
concludes the proof.

We also give a more constructive procedure that enabled us to determine these se-
quences. We need to introduce ¢ and n two automorphisms of the parabola P* in (59),
defined by

((x,y) = (z,20 —y+ A2) and n(z,y) = 2y —z + A1, v).
By construction, these satisfy, for (z,y) € P* such that K*(z,y) = 0, that ((z,y) € P*
and n(z,y) € P*, ie.
K*(¢(z,y)) = K*(n(z,y)) = 0.
These automorphisms can be visualized on Figure 5. They allow us to define recursively
the sequences (an)n>0 and (by,)n>0:

{( (agn,bon) = (n¢)"(ao,bo),

azni1,banr1) = (€)™ (a0, bo) = (az2n, bani2)-

We have n¢(z,y) = (3¢ — 2y + 22 + A1, 22 — y + \2); and a straightforward computation
allows us to verify the recurrence relation

nC(a2n, ban) = (3az, — 2bap, + 22 + A1, 2a2;, — bay, + A2) = (a2n+2, bant2),
which proves (65). O

Proposition 22. The sequence (¢n)n>0 defined by induction as follows: ¢y = 1 and for

n >0,
3az, — 2b2, + 22

2 )
"3agns1 — 2bant1 + 2Xo

—2a2n+1 + 3b2n+1 + 2)\1

—2a9p42 + 3bonto + 2) ’

Cnt+1 = —C
(66)

Con+2 = —Con+1
satisfies the compensation approach of (62), i.e. for all n € N we have

{C2nea2nub2nv 4 C2n+le*a2n+w*b2n+1v € H,
M

C2n+1€*a2n+1u*bzn+1v 4 C2n+2e*a2n+2u*b2n+2v € Hj.

Proof. For all n € N let us define

—a2nu—banv —a2n+1u—bany1v

fon(u,v) := cone + coptie
Let us recall that

Hy = HyN{f € C*(RY) : Ops f(-,0) + 2X2f(-,0) = 0}.
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Proposition 21 implies that fa, € Hy. We also have

8R; fgn(u, 0) + 2)\2f2n(u, 0) =
con(3azn — 2b2p + 2X2)e™" 4 2541 (3a2n+1 — 2b2p41 + 2A2)e 1Y = 0,

remembering that ag, = ag,+1 and the relation (66). Then fo, € Hy and a similar
reasoning shows that fo,1(u,v) 1= copyie”@2nt187 01V oo o~ 0mi2u=bomiov ¢ [T
and thus completes the proof. O

Corollary 23. The sequence (¢y)n>0 is piecewise polynomial: if n is even, then

(n 4 2u2)(n+ 2+ 2p2)(n + 4 + 2ua) (n + 6 + 2u)

= 2
o = (n+2)(n+4)*(n+6) 072701 + 1)@ T )3 £ 1) , (67)
and if n is odd
=—n n n n (n+ 1+ 2u)(n + 34 2u2)*(n + 5 4 2u2)
cn=—(n+1)(n+3)(n+5)(n+7) 0720+ 1)+ )3 L) (68)
Asn — oo,

30720 (1 + ) (24 ) (3 + i)
If A1 = Ag, then both (67) and (68) reduce to

cn = (—1)

S+ D +2)(n+3)(n+4)2%(n+5)(n+6)(n+7) _ (_Dn(n—f— 7) n+4
7 4

20160

(A1)

Figure 5: The parabola P* is represented in red, the line £, in blue, L5 in green, the starting
point (ag, by) in blue and (ay, b)) in green. The automorphisms ¢ and 7 on the parabola allow

us to define the sequences (ayn, by )n>0 and (al,, b, )n>o-
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Proof. We start by reformulating the recurrence relation (66). We have

3aon — 2bay +2)o (n+4)(n+ 2+ 3uz)
3a9n+1 — 2b2n+1 + 29 (Tl + 2)(71 + MQ) ’

Similarly, we have

—2a9n+1 + 3bant1 + 21 - (n+ 3)(n + 4+ p2)
—2a9n+2 + 3bant2 + 21 m+1)(n+2+p) '

We immediately obtain via (66) that
(n+3)(n+4)(n+4+ ps2)

c =c , 70
2 = )t 2)(n ) i
which shows that cg,, admits a telescopic structure. More precisely, denoting T, = (n +
1)(n+2) and U,, = n + p2, (70) can be rewritten as
Traio Upiy
C2n+2 = Con ;Jr 5+ .
We conclude that cg, = T’}O%fl U”UH;JU{}*(QJ?"*?’ Replacing n by %, this coincides with the
value of ¢, announced in (67). The proof of (68) would be similar. O

Symmetric formulas hold for the sequences (al,)n>0, (b, )n=0 and (¢,)n>0 in (63):
(@, b)) = (ah+2n(by—ah) +n* A +n(n—1)Ae, by+2n(by—ag) +n(n+1) A +n°X2), (71)
and (ab,, 1, bh,41) = (a5,49,05,). We finally introduce ¢f, = 1 and we have

3V, — 2, + 2\

/ —
C2n+1 - Con 3b/2n 2@/2n+1 + 2)\1 3 (72)
o _ —2b5,, 11 + 3a9,41 + 2X2

2n+2 2n+1 _2bl b2 4 3a2n+2 4 2)\2

The sequence (c,),>0 admits the same exact and asymptotic expressions as (¢, )n>0, pro-
vided A\; and Ay are interchanged.

6.4 Computation of the convex combination
Proposition 24. The function p(u,v) in (62) evaluated at v =0 is equal to
1
Bua(1 + p2)(2 + p2)(3 + p2) -
S (0= D+ 1) — 1+ )0+ p)(n+ 1+ )+ /2) exp(— (02 + pm) (M1 + Aa)).

n=2

p(u, 0) = -

Proof. We start from the expression of p(u,v) given in (62). Since ag, = agnt1 (see
Proposition 21), we can group the terms as follows:

p(u, 0) = Z(an — 62n+1)67a2"u.
n=0

Using the expression of ca, and con11 given in Proposition 23 and after some simplification,
we obtain
1

B2(1+ 2) 2 + p2) B+ )
n+1Dn+2)(n+3)(n+1+p)n+2+p)(n+24+p)(n+2+ p1/2).

Con — Con41 = —

Moreover, one can reformulate ag, = ((n+2)%+ p(n+2)) (A +A2). We then immediately
deduce Proposition 24. O
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Similarly, we have:
Proposition 25. The function p/(u,v) in (63) evaluated at v =0 is equal to
1
3pa (L4 p) (2 + 1) (3 +
S (= Dn(n -+ 1)(n— 1+ @) (n+ ) (n+ 1+ 1) (n+ 1/2) exp(—(2 + ) My + o)),

n<—2

p'(u,0) = ) X

As a consequence of Propositions 24 and 25, we obtain that there exists a unique
choice of constants C' and C’, namely formula (73) of Corollary 26, such that the convex
combination Cp(u,0) + C'p'(u,0) in (64) is equal to the formula (15) for the density
function v;(u) given in Theorem 2.

We furthermore conjecture that it must be the unique choice of C' and C’ such that
Cp(u,v) + C'p'(u,v) is a positive function. This should follow from a result of uniqueness
of positive solutions of the PDE (56).

Corollary 26 (Values of the constants C' and C’). Taking

4()\1 + 2)\2)(2A1 + 3)\2)(3/\1 + 4)\2) , 4()\2 + 2)\1)(2A2 + 3)\1)(3/\2 + 4)\1)
C .= and C' := ,
Al /\2
(73)
we have
vo(u) = Cp(u,0) + C'p'(u,0) and v1(v) = Cp(0,v) + C'p'(0,v).
Proof. This follows directly from the Propositions 24 and 25 and Theorem 2. O

It is interesting to note that by construction, remembering (69), C and C’ are such
that
cn/c, — C')C.
n—0o0

Statement 27 (Statement equivalent to Theorem 3). The bivariate density m(u,v) is
gwen by Cp(u,v) + C'p'(u,v), with C and C" as in (73).

Proof of Statement 27 and Theorem 3. Let f(u,v) = Cp(u,v)+ C'p'(u, v), which satisfies
the PDE (56) by construction of p and p’ with the principle of the compensation approach.
We also define fi(v) = f(0,v) and f2(u) = f(u,0). By simple integration by parts,
the PDE implies that the Laplace transforms f, j/"\l and fg satisfy the same functional
equation (5) satisfied by 7, i.e.

i~ T

y ~ ~
(&= 9)? + 2002 = 61)a +2(0s = &)y Fw.y) = (2 = 5) fily) + (v — 3 ) Fola).
Corollary 26 implies that v (y) = Fi(y) and Dy(z) = Ang(:z) Therefore, the functional
equations satisfied by 7 and f imply that 7(z,y) = f(x,y) and we conclude that the
density 7(u,v) = f(u,v). See [7, Thm 5.1] for the classical result on the injectivity of the
Laplace transform. O

A Appendix: Homogeneity relations

A.1 Homogeneity relations in the general case

Lemma 28 (Homogeneity relations, general case). Denote by 7(x,y; A1, A2), U1(y; A1, A2)
and Va(x; A1, \2) the Laplace transforms associated to the parameters Ay and \y. Let us

recall that
)\1 )\2

M RN
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We have the homogeneity relations

(AL + A2)z, (A + X)ys A, Ae) = &, s pa, po),
V1((A1 + A2)ys A1, Aa) (A1 + A2) w1 (y; s a2),
Ua((M1 + A2)ws A1, A2) = (A1 + A2)a(x; pua, pa)-

At the level of densities, it reads

Tz, y; A, 2) = (A4 X2)2m((Ar + A2)z, (A1 + A2)ys o, o),
vi(y; A A2) = (A + A2)2ua (M + A2)y; g, p2),
va(a; A1, X2) = (A1 + A2)?va((Ar + Ao)a; i, o).

Proof. An immediate computation starting from the functional equation yields

A A
2 1 2 ~
+ x + (A +)\ x, (A +)\ FAL A
((l‘ y) )\1 )\2 )\1 )\29) (( 1 2) 7( 1 Q)ya 1, 2)

_ (m N y> V1((A1+ A2)y; A1, Ag) < m) Da((Ar + Ao)as v, ha)

2 ()\1 + )\2) B 5 ()\1 + )\2)

(74)
On the other hand,

~ Y\ ~ TN ~
((z—y)*+pmz+poy) T(z, y; pu, p2) = (cv - 5) U1 (y; p1, p2) + (y - 5) U (5 i1, p2). (75)
Comparing (74) and (75), noting that 7 (0, 0; A1, A2) = 7(0,0; p1, u2) = 1 and recalling the
uniqueness property for the main functional equation (5) corresponding to a probability
measure, stated at the end of Section 1.1, we deduce the first statement of the lemma
concerning the Laplace transforms. The relations at the level of densities follow directly.
O

A.2 Homogeneity relations in the symmetric case

In the symmetric case Ay = Ay = A, we explain how to reduce to the case A = 1. This
may help reduce to the number of parameters.

Lemma 29 (Homogeneity relations, symmetric case). In the symmetric case, denote by
(x,y; N), U1(y; \) and Ua(x; A) the Laplace transforms associated to the parameter X. We
have the homogeneity relations

m(Az,  \y;A) = 7(x,y;1),
vi(Ay;A) = Avi(y; 1), (76)
Ua(Az;A) = Avg(x;l).

At the level of densities, it reads
m(@,y; ) = Nr(Az, Ayi 1),
vi(y;A) = M),
(s ) = ANu(x;1).

Proof. First of all, the homogeneity relations on the densities are immediate consequences
of the identities (76) on the Laplace transforms, on which we therefore focus. A first direct
proof of (76) is obtained using the explicit formulas given in Corollary 1 and the main
functional equation (5), which in the symmetric case reads

(=9 +ra+ M) F(a,y ) = (2= 5) 2alyi ) + (v = 5 ) Palas V),

where we added A in our notation to emphasize the dependence on this parameter.
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We may now give a second approach for proving (76). An immediate computation
starting from the above functional equation yields

(@ —y)2+2+9)70, Ay; \) = (x—%) W+ (y—g) W (77)
On the other hand,
(@=y+a+y)F@yl) = (o= 5) o)+ (y-3) ). (79)

Comparing (77) and (78), and recalling the uniqueness property for the main functional
equation (5), stated at the end of Section 1.1, we deduce that there exists a constant ac > 0
such that
T(Ax, \y; A) = am(z,y;1),
vi(Ay;A) = adv(y:l), (79)
Ua(Az; A) = adva(z;1).

Evaluating (79) at z = y = 0 and using the normalization 7(0,0; A\) = 7(0,0;1) = 1, one
finds that a should be equal to 1. O

B Some remarks on the function 6, of (16)

B.1 A probabilistic interpretation of the function 6,

Not surprisingly, the Jacobi theta-like function 6, in (16) admits a direct probabilistic
interpretation (see (82) below) in terms of Brownian motion conditioned to stay forever in
the interval [0, 1]. More specifically, for ¢ > 0 and z,y € (0,1), let ¢:(x, y) be the associated
transition probability density. Using the recent results by Bougerol and Defosseux |,
Eq. (2.1)], one has

Sin(ﬂ-y) w2t/2

@, y) = sin(mz) pe(z,y),

where p(x,y) is the transition probability density function of the killed Brownian motion
in [0, 1], namely,

pe(z,y) = 127rt > (exp<(a:—y+2n)2) _ exp(— (z+y—2+ 2n)2)) R
=

24/ 2t 2t

see Section 6 in Appendix A.1 of [1]. As explained in [5, Sec. 2.1], it is actually possible
to start the process at = 0 (using the idea of entrance density measure), and obtain the
density function

t
T . . 202 r
a(0,y) = lim go(2, ) = sin(ry) 3 nsin(nmy) exp(—r*(n? = 1)3),  (81)
nez
see |5, Eq. (2.5)]. The Jacobi transformation of our Lemma 15 leads directly to

1 it 3/2 2 o
—2/t\ _ o
elﬁ(e ) Sin(ﬂ',u) < 9 ) exXp <2t 92 > qt(07 /*’L) (82)

As a conclusion, up to a simple prefactor function, the theta function 6,, exactly describes
the entrance density measure of the killed Brownian motion in [0, 1] starting from 0.

The paper [5] by Bougerol and Defosseux contains a further interpretation of ¢ (0, )
(and thus of 6, via (82)) as a space-time non-negative harmonic function for a killed
Brownian motion in a certain affine cone. We shall not elaborate on this connection here,
except to say that it is natural to expect a strong link between our model and space-
time Brownian motion, as suggested by our Equation (2), the starting point of this entire
investigation.
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B.2 Connection with the Ramanujan theta function
The Ramanujan theta function is classically defined for a,b € C such that |ab] < 1 by
fla,b)=>" i
nez

If we introduce

n(n+1)  n(n—1) 8 a
g<a,b>:n§€jzna2 b5 = (ag- — by ) fla.b),

then the function of (16) can be expressed as
0,(q) = g(q" ™, ¢" ") + gf(q”’ﬂ q' ).

This connection is not central for our purpose, but is nevertheless interesting to observe.
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