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Multiple orthogonal polynomial ensembles of

derivative type

Thomas Wolfs∗

Abstract

We characterize the biorthogonal ensembles that are both a multiple orthogonal
polynomial ensemble and a polynomial ensemble of derivative type (also called a
Pólya ensemble). We focus on the two notions of derivative type that typically ap-
pear in connection with the squared singular values of products of invertible random
matrices and the eigenvalues of sums of Hermitian random matrices. Essential in
the characterization is the use of the Mellin and Laplace transform: we show that
the derivative type structure, which is a priori analytic in nature, becomes algebraic
after applying the appropriate transform. Afterwards, we explain how these notions
of derivative type can be used to provide a partial solution to an open problem re-
lated to orthogonality of the finite finite free multiplicative and additive convolution
from finite free probability. In particular, we obtain families of multiple orthogonal
polynomials that (de)compose naturally using these convolutions.

Keywords: random matrices, polynomial ensembles, Mellin transform, Laplace
transform, finite free probability, multiple orthogonal polynomials.

1 Introduction

Over the last decade, a program was set out to obtain explicit expressions for the density
of the eigenvalues of products and sums of random matrices. One of the first steps was
taken in [1] as one obtained an expression for the density of the eigenvalues of products of
square Ginibre matrices. A (complex) Ginibre matrix is a random matrix whose entries
are independent standard complex Gaussian random variables, see [12]. Afterwards, in
[3], one also managed to describe the squared singular values of products of square, and
later in [2], rectangular, Ginibre matrices. Since this problem turned out to be more
natural, see also [26], at least for products of random matrices focus shifted more towards
their squared singular values rather than their eigenvalues.
An important milestone was achieved in [25] as one showed that it is possible to describe
the squared singular values of products of any random matrix for which the squared
singular values follow a so-called polynomial ensemble, with Ginibre matrices. Later in
[20], it was shown that one can also handle the situation in which one takes products with
truncated Haar distributed random unitary matrices instead of Ginibre matrices. We
refer to [23] for an introduction to polynomial ensembles. The definition of a polynomial
ensemble is as follows.
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Definition 1.1. An n-point polynomial ensemble on R is a probability density on R
n of

the form

1

Zn

∆n(~x) det[vj(xk)]
n
j,k=1 ≥ 0, ~x ∈ R

n,

where v1, . . . , vn : R → R are such that x 7→ xk−1vj(x) is in L1(R) for all j, k ∈ {1, . . . , n}
and Zn ∈ R 6=0 is a normalization constant.

Polynomial ensembles arise as a special class of biorthogonal ensembles, see [5, 25], and
are therefore determinantal point processes, see [14] for an introduction. A large class of
polynomial ensembles are the so-called multiple orthogonal polynomial ensembles. They
were introduced in [22] (see also [4]) and generalize the well-studied class of orthogonal
polynomial ensembles (r = 1), see [10] for an introduction. The correlation kernel for
a multiple orthogonal polynomial ensemble is completely determined by the multiple
orthogonal polynomials associated to the underlying system of weights, see [9].
We will use the following definition of a multiple orthogonal polynomial ensemble. Note
that, unlike in [22], we assumed that the associated multi-index is on the step-line

Sr = {~n ∈ N
r | n1 ≥ . . . ≥ nr ≥ n1 − 1}.

This is standard practice when working with multiple orthogonal polynomials. Doing so,
there is no ambiguity in the condition n = |~n| as there is a unique multi-index ~n ∈ Sr for
which this equality holds.

Definition 1.2. We call the polynomial ensemble associated with v1, . . . , vn : R → R

a multiple orthogonal polynomial ensemble associated with a system ~w of r weights
w1, . . . , wr : R → R, if

span{vj(x) | j = 1, . . . , n} = span{xk−1wj(x) | k = 1, . . . , nj, j = 1, . . . , r},

for (the unique) ~n ∈ Sr with n = |~n|.

Observe that there is some freedom in how the associated system of weights is defined: for
all invertible upper-triangular matrices U , ~wU gives rise to the same multiple orthogonal
polynomial ensemble.

Elementary and well-known examples of orthogonal polynomial ensembles are the Jacobi
Unitary Ensemble (JUE), Laguerre Unitary Ensemble (LUE) and Gaussian Unitary En-
semble (GUE), defined below. They are related to the classical Jacobi, Laguerre and
Hermite orthogonal polynomials respectively.

Example 1.3. The JUE is the orthogonal polynomial ensemble associated with the beta
density Ba,b(x) = xa(1− x)b−a−1 on (0, 1) with b > a > −1.

It is well-known that the squared singular values of a truncated Haar distributed random
unitary matrix follow a JUE, see, e.g., [25, §3.1].

Example 1.4. The LUE is the orthogonal polynomial ensemble associated with the
gamma density Ga(x) = xae−x on R>0 with a > −1.

It is well-known that the squared singular values of a Ginibre matrix follow a LUE, see,
e.g., [25, §3.3].
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Example 1.5. The GUE is the orthogonal polynomial ensemble associated with the
Gaussian G(x) = e−x2

on R.

The next milestone was achieved in [18] as one showed that instead of considering products
of a random matrix for which the squared singular values follow a polynomial ensemble,
with Ginibre and truncated random unitary matrices, one can also handle products with
any random matrices for which the squared singular values follow a so-called polynomial
ensemble of derivative type. The JUE and LUE are examples of such ensembles, as
explained in [11, Ex. 2.4 d) & c)]. In the multiplicative setting, polynomial ensembles of
derivative type are defined in the following way. Recall that f ∈ ACloc(X), with X ⊂ R,
if and only if there exists g ∈ L1(X) and α ∈ C such that f(x) = α +

∫ x

1
g(t)dt for all

x ∈ X , and that in that case, f is differentiable a.e. on X with a.e. f ′ = g.

Definition 1.6. We call the polynomial ensemble associated with v1, . . . , vr : R>0 → R, or
the set {vj}nj=1, of multiplicative derivative type, if there exists a function ω ∈ Cn−2(R>0),

with ω(n−2) ∈ ACloc(R>0), such that

span{vj(x)}nj=1 = span{(x d

dx
)j−1[ω(x)]}nj=1, a.e. x ∈ R>0.

Unfortunately, in the literature, there is some ambiguity about which space ω(n−2) belongs
to. Originally, in [18], one demanded that ω

(n−2)
n ∈ AC(R>0). This is equivalent to the

above because implicitly through Definition 1.1, we assume that ω
(n−1)
n ∈ L1(R>0). Later

in [11], one demanded the stronger condition that ω
(n−2)
n is differentiable on R. For our

purposes, it is important that sets of weights of multiplicative derivative type are defined
in the weaker way above.

Finally, in [24], the analogue for the eigenvalues of sums of random matrices was given.
This work was proceeded by [7], where one described the eigenvalues of the sum of a
random matrix for which the eigenvalues follow a polynomial ensemble and a random
matrix for which the eigenvalues follow a GUE. Generally, in the additive setting, one
can describe the eigenvalues of sums of a random matrix for which the eigenvalues follow
a polynomial ensemble, with random matrices for which the eigenvalues follow a polyno-
mial ensemble of another kind of derivative type. The precise definition of this additive
derivative type is stated below. As explained in [11, Ex. 2.4 c) & b)], the LUE and GUE
are examples of polynomial ensembles of additive derivative type.

Definition 1.7. We call the polynomial ensemble associated with v1, . . . , vr : R → R, or
the set {vj}nj=1, of additive derivative type, if there exists a function ω ∈ Cn−2(R), with

ω(n−2) ∈ ACloc(R), such that

span{vj(x)}nj=1 = span{ω(j−1)(x)}nj=1, a.e. x ∈ R.

Again, in the literature, there is some minor ambiguity about which space ω(n−2) belongs
to. Originally, in [24], no explicit conditions on ω are mentioned. Later in [11], one de-

manded that ω
(n−2)
n is differentiable on R. For our purposes and because of the similarities

to the multiplicative setting, we prefer the above, which is less strong.

Both of these notions of derivative type were further studied in [11]. In particular, one
characterized the functions ω in Definition 1.6 and Definition 1.7 that give rise to a positive
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ensemble of derivative type in terms of Pólya frequency functions. As a consequence,
polynomial ensembles of derivative type are sometimes called Pólya ensembles. We refer
to [15, Ch. 7] for an introduction to Pólya frequency functions.
Recently, several other notions of derivative type, compatible with other symmetry classes
of random matrices, have been introduced as well. For example in [11], one defines notions
for random complex rectangular, Hermitian anti-symmetric and Hermitian anti-self-dual
matrices. In [21], one considers a notion of derivative type compatible with random
unitary matrices.

2 Main results

Initially, the main goal of this paper was to provide many examples of multiple orthog-
onal polynomial ensembles of derivative type. This was motivated by the fact that the
associated multiple orthogonal polynomials would have desirable (de)composition proper-
ties with respect to the finite free multiplicative and additive convolution from finite free
probability, see [31]. Such (de)composition properties have recently received increased at-
tention from the orthogonal polynomial community, because they are helpful in studying
the properties of their zeros as explained in [33, 34]. A deeper connection between orthog-
onality and (de)compositions using the finite free multiplicative and additive convolution
is suggested by an open problem posed at the Hypergeometric and Orthogonal Polynomi-
als Event in Nijmegen (May, 2024), see [32]. Remarkably, after making the appropriate
identifications, the open problem turns out to be equivalent to the one that drove the
previously mentioned research around products and sums of random matrices. We will
make this connection precise in Section 7. Doing so, we can formulate a partial solution
to the open problem.

Ultimately, our study of multiple orthogonal polynomial ensembles of derivative type did
not only lead to many new examples, but to a characterization of them. Essential in this
characterization, is the use of an appropriate integral transform. In the multiplicative
setting, this role is played by the Mellin transform. In the additive setting, the Laplace
transform is used. These transforms have several useful properties, which we will discuss in
Section 3. The idea of using such integral transforms is that the derivative type structure,
which is a priori analytic in nature, becomes algebraic after applying the appropriate
transform. The latter will be more prone to analysis and will reveal some implicit structure
on the functions associated to a polynomial ensemble of derivative type. Results of this
kind will be proven in Section 4. In the particular case of a multiple orthogonal polynomial
ensemble of derivative type, the algebraic structure will enable a characterization of the
underlying system of weights.

In the multiplicative setting, the characterization takes the following form. We will prove
this in Section 5. The appropriate space L1

M,Σ(R>0) will be defined in Section 3.

Theorem 2.1. Let w1, . . . , wr ∈ L1
M,Σ(R>0), with Z≥1 ⊂ Σ, be real-valued and a.e.

positive. The set {xk−1wj(x) | k = 1, . . . , nj, j = 1, . . . , r} is of multiplicative derivative
type w.r.t. ω~n for all ~n ∈ Sr if and only if there exists an upper-triangular matrix U such
that the weights in ~v = ~wU have a Mellin transform of the form

Mvj(s) = cs
r
∏

i=1

Γ(s+ ai)
d1(i)

Γ(s+ bi)d2(i)
sj−1

∏j
i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)

, s ∈ Σ, (1)

4



for some ai ∈ C, bi ∈ R, c ∈ R and d1, d2 : {1, . . . , r} → {0, 1} with d1 ≡ 1 or d2 ≡ 1. In
that case,

Mω~n(s) =

r
∏

i=1

Γ(s+ ai)
d1(i)

Γ(s+ bi + ni)d2(i)
, s ∈ Σ.

The fact that we have to assume positivity of the weights is an analytic obstruction caused
by the use of the Mellin transform. By dropping this condition, we can essentially only
recover the moments of the weights.

Theorem 2.2. Let w1, . . . , wr ∈ L1
M,Σ(R>0), with Z≥1 ⊂ Σ, be real-valued. If the set

{xk−1wj(x) | k = 1, . . . , nj, j = 1, . . . , r} is of multiplicative derivative type w.r.t. ω~n

for all ~n ∈ Sr, then there exists an upper-triangular matrix U such that the weights in
~v = ~wU have moments of the form

Mvj(s) = cs
r
∏

i=1

Γ(s+ ai)
d1(i)

Γ(s+ bi)d2(i)
sj−1

∏j
i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)

, s ∈ Z≥1, (2)

for some ai ∈ C, bi ∈ R, c ∈ R and d1, d2 : {1, . . . , r} → {0, 1} with d1 ≡ 1 or d2 ≡ 1. In
that case,

Mω~n(s) =

r
∏

i=1

Γ(s+ ai)
d1(i)

Γ(s+ bi + ni)d2(i)
, s ∈ Z≥1.

Most of the systems of weights in Theorem 2.2 have already been investigated thoroughly
in [27, 43] (here one assumed that d1 = 1≤p and d2 = 1≤q with max{p, q} = r, but the
general setting can be treated similarly). As explained there, most of the systems of two
weights covered by Theorem 2.1, had already been studied in the context of multiple
orthogonal polynomials in several works throughout the years, see [40, 26, 38, 28, 29, 41].

As discussed before, the multiplication by the upper-triangular matrix U becomes irrele-
vant when we move to the associated multiple orthogonal polynomial ensembles.

Corollary 2.3. A n-point multiple orthogonal polynomial ensemble associated with a
system of weights in L1

M,Σ(R>0), with Z≥1 ⊂ Σ, is of multiplicative derivative type for all
n ∈ N if and only if the Mellin transforms of the weights in the associated system are as
in (1).

In the additive setting, the characterization takes the following form. We will prove this
in Section 5. The appropriate space L1

L,Σ(R) will be defined in Section 3.

Theorem 2.4. Let w1, . . . , wr ∈ L1
L,Σ(R) be real-valued. The set {xk−1wj(x) | k =

1, . . . , nj, j = 1, . . . , r} is of additive derivative type w.r.t. ω~n for all ~n ∈ Sr if and only if
there exists an upper-triangular matrix U such that the weights in ~v = ~wU have a Laplace
transform of the form

Lvj(s) = exp

(

c

∫ s

s0

r
∏

i=1

(t + ai)
d1(i)

(t + bi)d2(i)
dt

)

sj−1

∏j
i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)

, s ∈ Σ, (3)

for some ai ∈ C, bi, c, s0 ∈ R and d1, d2 : {1, . . . , r} → {0, 1} with d1 ≡ 1 or d2 ≡ 1. In
that case,

Lω~n(s) = exp

(

c

∫ s

s0

r
∏

i=1

(t+ ai)
d1(i)

(t+ bi)d2(i)
dt

)

1
∏r

i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)ni
, s ∈ Σ.
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Generally, these systems of weights have not been studied before, at least not in the
context of multiple orthogonal polynomials. Only particular cases of systems of two
weights have been studied in [8, 30]. The former handles weights related to the I-Bessel
function, while the latter considers weights related to the Airy function.

The multiplication by the upper-triangular matrix U becomes irrelevant when we move
to the associated multiple orthogonal polynomial ensembles.

Corollary 2.5. A n-point multiple orthogonal polynomial ensemble associated with a
system of weights in L1

L,Σ(R) is of additive derivative type for all n ∈ N if and only if the
Laplace transforms of the weights in the associated system are as in (3).

Observe that in the above results, we didn’t provide any conditions on the parameters that
appear. Results of this kind will be discussed in Section 6. In the setting of orthogonal
polynomial ensembles, we obtain the following complete characterization.

Proposition 2.6. Up to a linear transformation, the JUE and LUE are the only orthog-
onal polynomial ensembles of multiplicative derivative type with a weight in L1

M,Σ(R>0)
with Z≥1 ⊂ Σ.

Proposition 2.7. Up to a scaling and affine transformation, the LUE and GUE are
the only orthogonal polynomial ensembles of additive derivative type with a weight in
L1
L,Σ(R).

In general, we will only be able to provide sufficient conditions on the parameters of
the weights in Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.4 that ensure that the weights give rise to
a positive multiple orthogonal polynomial ensemble. Obtaining necessary conditions is
more challenging because it is closely related to characterizing Pólya frequency functions
of finite order, which has been an open problem since those of infinite order have been
characterized in [37]. For this reason, it would be interesting to obtain an optimal (or
more optimal) set of conditions in the future. Such a result would then also lead to a
strengthening of Theorem 2.1, Theorem 2.4 and their corollaries.

3 Preliminaries

In this section, we will review some properties of the Mellin and Laplace transform. These
transforms will play an essential role in the study of sets of weights of multiplicative and
additive derivative type. Our main reference for the results involving the Mellin transform
is [6], which serves as an excellent introduction to the topic. Under the appropriate
conditions, many of the results discussed there also carry over to the Laplace transform.

3.1 Mellin transform

The Mellin transform of a function f : R>0 → C is given by

(Mf)(s) =

∫ ∞

0

f(x)xs−1dx,

whenever this integral exists. For convenience, we will work with functions in the space

L1
M,Σ(R>0) = {f : R>0 → C |

∫ ∞

0

|f(x)xs−1|dx < ∞, s ∈ Σ},
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where Σ ⊂ R>0 is an interval (or, if explicitly mentioned, a singleton). Clearly, instead of
considering the interval Σ, we may also consider the strip Σ + iR in the right half of the
complex plane. We may rephrase our results for intervals −Σ in the left half of the complex
plane by making use of the fact that f ∈ L1

M,Σ(R>0) if and only if f̃ ∈ L1
M,−Σ(R>0) with

f̃(x) = f(1/x).

The elementary examples below will play a role in the characterization of sets of multi-
plicative derivative type.

Example 3.1 (Eq. 5.2.1, [36]). Let b > a > −1. The beta density Ba,b(x) = xa(1−x)b−a−1

on (0, 1) has Mellin transform

MBa,b(s) = Γ(b− a)
Γ(s+ a)

Γ(s+ b)
, Re(s) > 0.

Example 3.2 (Eq. 5.12.1, [36]). Let a > −1. The gamma density Ga(x) = xae−x on R>0

has Mellin transform
MGa(s) = Γ(s+ a), Re(s) > 0.

The following properties of the Mellin transform are well-known and will be used exten-
sively throughout this work (see [6, Thm. 1, 3 & 7]). First, we recall the fact that the
Mellin transform of a function f ∈ L1

M,Σ(R>0) is always analytic on the associated strip
Σ + iR. Second, whenever f, g ∈ L1

M,{c}(R>0), there exists a Mellin convolution

(f ∗M g)(x) =

∫ ∞

0

f(t)g
(x

t

) dt

t
, a.e. x ∈ R>0,

with the property that

(M[f ∗M g])(s) = (Mf)(s) · (Mg)(s), s ∈ c+ iR.

Lastly, whenever f ∈ L1
M,{c}(R>0) and Mf ∈ L1(c + iR), there is an inverse transform

f(x) =

∫ c+i∞

c−i∞

Mf(s)x−s ds

2πi
, a.e. x ∈ R>0.

In particular, this implies that the Mellin transform is injective on L1
M,{c}(R>0) in an

a.e.-sense.

The results below are less standard, but will play an important role later. The first result,
known as the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma for the Mellin transform, will be used to establish
whether certain functions can appear as a Mellin transform.

Proposition 3.3 (Thm. 2, [6]). Suppose that f ∈ L1
M,Σ(R>0). Then, for every s ∈ Σ,

we have
lim

|t|→∞
Mf(s+ it) = 0.

The second result describes the behavior of the Mellin transform with respect to the differ-
ential operator that appears in Definition 1.6. Typically the conditions on the underlying
function are stronger and one can use integration by parts, but for us it is crucial that
the conditions are minimal and that we have the stated equivalence.

7



Proposition 3.4 (Cor. 7, [6]). Suppose that f ∈ L1
M,Σ(R>0), let r ∈ N and consider the

differential operator (Dg)(x) = −xg′(x). Then the following are equivalent:

i) there exists F ∈ Cr−1(R>0), with F (r−1) ∈ ACloc(R>0) and DrF ∈ L1
M,Σ(R>0), such

that f = F a.e. on R>0,

ii) there exists g ∈ L1
M,Σ(R>0) such that Mg(s) = srMf(s) for all s ∈ Σ+ iR.

In that case, g = DrF a.e. on R>0.

The last result handles uniqueness of solutions of first order difference equations that arise
as Mellin transforms of positive functions. It essentially follows from the generalization of
the Bohr-Mollerup theorem in [35] (see also [42, Thm. 3.1] for another formulation with
slightly stronger conditions).

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that g : R>s0 → R>0 satisfies limn→∞ g(n + 1)/g(n) = 1.
Then, up to a scalar multiplication, the difference equation F (s + 1) = g(s)F (s) for
s > s0 has at most one solution of the form Mf with f ∈ L1

M,R>s0
(R>0) and f > 0 a.e.

on R>0.

Proof. We will first show the result in the special case that s0 = 0. In fact, we will
show something stronger, namely that, up to a scalar multiplication, there is at most one
strictly positive log-convex solution. The fact that Mellin transform Mf of a function
f ∈ L1

M,R>0
(R>0) with f > 0 a.e. is log-convex follows in a straightforward way from

Hölder’s inequality. Note that by taking logarithms, any strictly positive log-convex
solution of F (s+1) = g(s)F (s) for s > 0, corresponds to a real-valued convex solution of
(∆F )(s) = ln g(s) for s > 0 (here ∆ denotes the forward difference operator (∆F )(s) =
F (s+1)−F (s)). However, as limn→∞(∆ ln g)(n) = 0, the latter are uniquely determined
by ln g up to an additive constant due to [35, Thm. 1.4].
In order to extend to general s0 ≥ 0, we note that any solution of F (s + 1) = g(s)F (s)
for s > s0 of the form Mf gives rise to a solution of F (s + 1) = g(s)F (s) for s > 0 of
the form Mf0 through the operator f0(x) = xs0f(x). Clearly still f0 > 0 a.e. and since
Mf0(s) = Mf(s+ s0) for s ∈ R>0, we also have f0 ∈ L1

M,R>0
(R>0).

3.2 Laplace transform

The Laplace transform can be seen as the additive analogue of the Mellin transform. The
(bilateral) Laplace transform of a function f : R → C is given by

(Lf)(s) =
∫ ∞

−∞

f(x)e−sxdx,

whenever this integral exists. For convenience, we will work with functions in the space

L1
L,Σ(R) = {f : R → C |

∫ ∞

−∞

|f(x)e−sx|dx < ∞, s ∈ Σ},

where Σ ⊂ R>0 is an interval (or, if explicitly mentioned, a singleton). Note that instead
of considering the interval Σ, we could also have considered the strip Σ + iR in the right
half of the complex plane. It is straightforward to see that, given f : R → C, by defining
f̃ : R>0 → C : x 7→ f(− lnx), we have f ∈ L1

L,Σ(R) if and only if f̃ ∈ L1
M,Σ(R). In that

case, Lf = Mf̃ on Σ. As a consequence, many results for the Mellin transform can be
rephrased in terms of the Laplace transform.
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The following elementary examples will play a role in the characterization of sets of
additive derivative type.

Example 3.6 (Eq. 5.9.1, [36]). Let a > −1. The gamma density Ga(x) = xae−x on R>0

has Laplace transform

LGa(s) =
Γ(a+ 1)

(s+ 1)a+1
, Re(s) > 0.

Example 3.7 (Table 1.14.1, [36]). The Gaussian density G(x) = e−x2

on R has Laplace
transform

LG(s) =
√
πes

2/4, Re(s) > 0.

In what follows, we will state some well-known properties of the Laplace transform. These
properties essentially carry over from the corresponding results for the Mellin transform.
For example, the Laplace transform of a function f ∈ L1

L,Σ(R) is also analytic on the
associated strip Σ + iR. The convolution law and inversion theorem take the following
form. Whenever f, g ∈ L1

L,{c}(R>0), there exists a Laplace convolution

(f ∗L g)(x) =

∫ ∞

0

f(t)g(x− t)dt, a.e. x ∈ R,

with the property that

(L[f ∗L g])(s) = (Lf)(s) · (Lg)(s), s ∈ c+ iR.

Whenever f ∈ L1
L,{c}(R>0) and Lf ∈ L1(c+ iR), there is an inverse transform

f(x) =

∫ c+i∞

c−i∞

Lf(s)esx ds

2πi
, a.e. x ∈ R.

In particular, this implies that the Laplace transform is injective on L1
L,{c}(R) in an a.e.-

sense.

In the setting of the Laplace (or rather Fourier) transform, the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma
is also standard. Later, we will use this result to establish whether certain functions can
appear as a Laplace transform.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that f ∈ L1
L,Σ(R). Then, for every s ∈ Σ, we have

lim
|t|→∞

Lf(s+ it) = 0.

Less standard is the following analogue of Proposition 3.4. Since, to our knowledge such
a result for the Laplace transform (or Fourier transform) with minimal conditions on the
underlying functions hasn’t appeared before in the literature, we provide an explicit self-
contained proof (based on some ideas that appear in [6, §8]). Alternatively, one could use
make use of the corresponding result for the Mellin transform.

Proposition 3.9. Suppose that f ∈ L1
L,Σ(R) and let r ∈ N. Then the following are

equivalent:

i) there exists F ∈ Cr−1(R), with F (r−1) ∈ ACloc(R) and F (r) ∈ L1
L,Σ(R), such that

f = F a.e. on R,

9



ii) there exists g ∈ L1
L,Σ(R) such that Lg(s) = srLf(s) for all s ∈ Σ + iR.

In that case, g = F (r) a.e. on R.

Proof. We will first prove the implication i) ⇒ ii). We will show that LF (r)(s) = srLf(s)
for all s ∈ Σ. The challenge is to circumvent the fact that the Laplace transform of the
intermediate derivatives don’t need to exist, otherwise we could use an argument based
on integration by parts. We will compute the Laplace transform of

F1(x) =

∫ 1

0

. . .

∫ 1

0

F (r)(x+ x1 + · · ·+ xr)dxr . . . dx1, x ∈ R,

in two ways. This function is well-defined because F ∈ Cr−1(R) and F (r−1) ∈ ACloc(R),
hence F (j) ∈ L1

loc(R) for all j ∈ {0, . . . , r}. In fact, in that case, we can use the identity

(∆h)(x) =
∫ 1

0
h′(x+ t)dt to show that F1 = ∆rF on R and thus (see [36, Eq. 3.9.4])

F1(x) =
r
∑

k=0

(

r

k

)

(−1)r−kF (x+ k), x ∈ R.

Its Laplace transform is then given by

LF1(s) =

r
∑

k=0

(

r

k

)

(−1)r−keskLF (s) = (es − 1)rLF (s), s ∈ Σ.

On the other hand, since F (r) ∈ L1
L,Σ(R), we can also compute the Laplace transform of

F1 directly by applying Fubini’s theorem and performing a change of variables

LF1(s) =

∫ 1

0

. . .

∫ 1

0

es(x1+···+xr)LF (r)(s)dxr . . . dx1 =
(es − 1)r

sr
LF (r)(s), s ∈ Σ.

Combining both results, we obtain the desired identity.
We will now prove the other implication ii) ⇒ i). Since g, 1R>0

∈ L1
L,Σ(R), we can

consider the Laplace convolutions gj = g ∗L (∗L1R>0
)r−j, which are a priori defined a.e.

on R. Moreover, we have gj ∈ L1
L,Σ(R) and by the assumption

Lgj(s) =
Lg(s)
sr−j

= sjLf(s), s ∈ Σ.

As a consequence, by taking appropriate linear combinations, for every c ∈ R, there exists
a gc ∈ L1

L,Σ(R) such that

Lgc(s) = (s− c)rLf(s), s ∈ Σ.

Now we fix c ∈ Σ and consider

Fc(x) = ecx
∫ x

−∞

∫ x1

−∞

. . .

∫ xr−1

−∞

gc(xr)e
−cxrdxr . . . dx1, x ∈ R.

Observe that Fc = gc ∗L (∗L expc)
r, with expc(x) = exp(cx)1R>0

(x) on R, and that
gc, expc ∈ L1

L,Σc
(R), with Σc = {s ∈ Σ | s > c}. The latter is non-empty, because Σ
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is an interval and c ∈ Σ. As a consequence, Fc is well-defined a.e. on R. Moreover, we
have Fc ∈ L1

L,Σc
(R) and

LFc(s) =
Lgc(s)
(s− c)r

= Lf(s), s ∈ Σc.

Injectivity of the Laplace transform then implies that Fc = f a.e. on R. We will show
that Fc satisfies the other conditions in i) as well. Denote, for every j ∈ {0, . . . , r − 1},

Fj,c(x) = ecx
∫ x

−∞

∫ xj+1

−∞

. . .

∫ xr−1

−∞

gc(xr)e
−cxrdxr . . . dxj+1, x ∈ R.

Then we can show by induction that, for every n ∈ {0, . . . , r − 1},

F (n)
c (x) =

n
∑

k=0

(

n

k

)

cn−kFk,c(x), x ∈ R,

and that F
(n)
c (x) ∈ C1(R), for n ∈ {0, . . . , r− 2}, and F

(r−1)
c ∈ ACloc(R). To this end, we

can use the fact that functions of the form x 7→
∫ x

−∞
h(t)dt are in ACloc(R) for h ∈ L1(R)

and are in C1(R) for h ∈ C0(R). Since F
(r−1)
c ∈ ACloc(R), its derivative exists a.e. and is

given by

F (r)
c (x) =

r
∑

k=0

(

r

k

)

cr−kFk,c(x), a.e. x ∈ R.

Observe that

LFk,c(s) =
Lgc(s)

(s− c)r−k
= (s− c)kLf(s), s ∈ Σc,

and therefore

LF (r)
c (s) =

r
∑

k=0

(

r

k

)

cr−k(s− c)kLFc(s) = srLf(s), s ∈ Σc.

Therefore, by the assumption, LF (r)
c (s) = Lg(s) for all s ∈ Σc. Since the Laplace trans-

form is injective, we can then conclude that F
(r)
c = g a.e. and hence F

(r)
c ∈ L1

L,Σ(R).

Note that in several steps of the above proof, we used implicitly that 0 6∈ Σ, which is why
we restricted to intervals Σ ⊂ R>0 at the start of this section.

4 Derivative type

Crucial to our approach will be the two theorems below, which can be seen as an alterna-
tive definition of sets of multiplicative and additive derivative type. They essentially allow
us to convert the analytic conditions in Definition 1.6 and Definition 1.7 into algebraic
ones by moving to the Mellin and Laplace space. These results also motivate the precise
analytic conditions that appear in these definitions.
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Theorem 4.1. Let v1, . . . , vn ∈ L1
M,Σ(R>0). Then {vj}nj=1 is of multiplicative derivative

type w.r.t. ω if and only if there exists a function ω̂ : Σ → C such that

span{Mvj(s)}nj=1 = span{sj−1ω̂(s)}nj=1, s ∈ Σ.

In that case, Mω = ω̂ on Σ.

Proof. Denote (Df)(x) = −xf ′(x). For the implication from left to right, we assume that
there exists a function ω ∈ Cn−2(R>0), with ω(n−2) ∈ ACloc(R>0), such that a.e.

span{vj}nj=1 = span{Dj−1ω}nj=1.

Consider now νj = Dj−1ω ∈ span{vj}nj=1. By the integrability conditions on the vj, we
have ω, νj ∈ L1

M,Σ(R>0). We can therefore apply Proposition 3.4 to find

Mνj(s) = sj−1Mω(s), s ∈ Σ.

Hence, we obtain the desired result with ω̂ = Mω.
For the other implication, take νj ∈ span{vj}nj=1 such that Mνj(s) = sj−1ω̂(s) for s ∈ Σ.
By the integrability conditions on the vj , we have νj ∈ L1

M,Σ(R>0). Observe that the
property

span{vj}nj=1 = span{νj}nj=1,

is preserved, otherwise we can take the Mellin transform and get a contradiction. Since
Mνn(s) = sn−1Mν1(s) for s ∈ Σ, it follows from Proposition 3.4 that there exists ω ∈
Cn−2(R>0), with ω(n−2) ∈ ACloc(R>0), such that a.e. ν1 = ω and νn = Dn−1ω. We will
show by induction on j ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} that also a.e. νj = Dj−1ω. In that case, the
set {v1, . . . , vn} is of multiplicative derivative type. For j = 1, there is nothing to prove.
Suppose that νj = Dj−1ω, then Mνj+1(s) = sMDj−1ω(s) for s ∈ Σ. Proposition 3.4
then implies that there exists F ∈ ACloc(R>0) such that a.e. F = Dj−1ω and νj+1 = DF .
Since both Dj−1ω, F ∈ C0(R>0), we must have that F = Dj−1ω on R>0 and thus a.e.
νj+1 = Djω.

Theorem 4.2. Let v1, . . . , vn ∈ L1
L,Σ(R). Then {vj}nj=1 is of additive derivative type if

and only if there exists a function ω̂ : Σ → C such that

span{Lvj(s)}nj=1 = span{sj−1ω̂(s)}nj=1, s ∈ Σ.

In that case, Lω = ω̂ on Σ.

Proof. We can prove this using the same ideas as in the multiplicative setting, but using
the Laplace transform instead of the Mellin transform.

A side product of the previous results is the following connection between additive and
multiplicative derivative type.

Proposition 4.3. Consider the operator f̃ : R>0 → C : x 7→ f(− ln x) on f : R → C.
The system {v1, . . . , vn}, with all vj ∈ L1

L,Σ(R), is of additive derivative type if and only
if the system {ṽ1, . . . , ṽn}, with all ṽj ∈ L1

M,Σ(R>0), is of multiplicative derivative type.

Proof. This follows immediately from the algebraic conditions in Theorem 4.1 and The-
orem 4.2 and the fact that Lf = Mf̃ on Σ.
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In what follows, we will describe some common properties of systems of weights of multi-
plicative and additive derivative type based on the algebraic description in Theorem 4.1
and Theorem 4.2. As such, we will state all the results for a general linear functional
T that can be applied to the weights. In the next section, we will restrict again to
T ∈ {M,L}.
We first focus on the functions w.r.t. which a system of weights can be of multiplica-
tive and additive derivative type. The algebraic description reveals the following hidden
structure.

Proposition 4.4. Let w1, . . . , wN : R → R and consider a linear functional T for which
all T wj are defined on an infinite set Σ ⊂ C. If there exists ω̂n : Σ → R such that

span{T wj(s)}nj=1 = span{sk−1ω̂n(s)}nk=1, s ∈ Σ, n ∈ {1, . . . , N},

then there exists d : {1, . . . , N − 1} → {0, 1} and bn−1 ∈ R such that

ω̂n(s) =
b0T w1(s)

∏n−1
i=1 (s+ bi)d(i)

, s ∈ Σ, n ∈ {1, . . . , N}.

Proof. We will show this by induction on n ∈ {1, . . . , N}. For n = 1, this is immediate.
Suppose now that the formula holds for all m ≤ n − 1 with n ≤ N . By the assumption,
we know that for every v ∈ span{wj}nj=1, there exists a polynomial pn−1(s; v) of degree at
most n− 1 such that

T v(s) = pn−1(s; v)ω̂n(s), s ∈ Σ.

Hence, for every v ∈ span{wj}nj=1, we must have

ω̂n(s) =
T v(s)

pn−1(s; v)
,

for all s ∈ Σ except potentially at finitely many values (the zeros of pn−1(s; v)). By
considering appropriate functions v, we can establish the desired formula. Consider first
v1 ∈ span{wj}n−1

j=1 with T v1(s) = sd0
∏n−2

i=1 (s+ bi)
d(i)ω̂n−1(s) where d0 = |{1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2 |

d(i) = 0}|. Since the degree of sd0
∏n−2

i=1 (s+ bi)
d(i) is at most n− 2, such v1 exists by the

assumption. We then have, by the induction hypothesis,

ω̂n(s) =
b0s

d0T w1(s)

pn−1(s; v1)
.

On the other hand, by the assumption, we can also consider v2 ∈ span{wj}n−1
j=1 with

T v2(s) = ω̂n−1(s). We then have, by the induction hypothesis,

ω̂n(s) =
b0T w1(s)

pn−1(s; v2)
∏n−2

i=1 (s+ bi)d(i)
.

By combining the two identities, we obtain

pn−1(s; v1) = pn−1(s; v2)s
d0

n−2
∏

i=1

(s+ bi)
d(i),
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for infinitely many s ∈ Σ. Since the degree of sd0
∏n−2

i=1 (s + bi)
d(i) is exactly n − 2, the

degree of pn−1(s; v2) is at most 1. After writing pn−1(s; v2) = (s + bn−1)
d(n−1), we then

obtain

ω̂n(s) =
T w1(s)

∏n−1
i=1 (s+ bi)d(i)

,

as desired.

Next, we consider the functions that give rise to systems of multiplicative and additive
derivative type themselves.

Proposition 4.5. Let w1, . . . , wN : R → R and consider a linear functional T for which
all T wj are defined on an infinite set Σ ⊂ C. There exists ω̂n : Σ → R such that

span{T wj(s)}nj=1 = span{sk−1ω̂n(s)}nk=1, s ∈ Σ, n ∈ {1, . . . , N},

if and only if there exists pn−1(s) ∈ R[s], d : {1, . . . , N − 1} → {0, 1} and bn−1 ∈ R such
that

T wn(s)

T w1(s)
=

pn−1(s)
∏n−1

i=1 (s+ bi)d(i)
, s ∈ Σ, n ∈ {1, . . . , N},

and max{deg pn−1(s), deg
∏n−1

i=1 (s+ bi)
d(i)} = n− 1. In that case,

ω̂n(s) =
b0T w1(s)

∏n−1
i=1 (s+ bi)d(i)

, s ∈ Σ, n ∈ {1, . . . , N}.

Proof. We will first prove the implication from left to right. By Proposition 4.4, the desired
formula for ω̂n(s) holds for all n ∈ {1, . . . , N}. The fact that there exists pn−1(s) ∈ R[s]
with degree at most n− 1 such that

T wn(s)

T w1(s)
=

pn−1(s)
∏n−1

i=1 (s+ bi)d(i)
, s ∈ Σ, n ∈ {1, . . . , N},

follows immediately from this result. It then remains to show that the additional condition
on the degrees of the numerator and denominator holds. Let n ∈ {1, . . . , N} be the
smallest value for which max{deg pn−1(s), deg

∏n−1
i=1 (s + bi)

d(i)} < n − 1. In that case,
deg pn−1 ≤ n − 2 and

∏n−1
i=1 (s + bi)

d(i) =
∏n−2

i=1 (s + bi). A partial fraction decomposition
then gives

T wn(s)

T w1(s)
=

n−1
∑

j=1

cj
∏j−1

i=1 (s+ bi)d(i)
, s ∈ Σ.

This implies that T wn ∈ span{T wj}n−1
j=1 , which contradicts the fact that

dim span{T wj(s)}nj=1 = dim span{sk−1ω̂n(s)}nj=1 = n.

We will now show, by induction on n ∈ {1, . . . , N}, that the other implication holds with
the stated functions ω̂n. For n = 1, this is immediate. Suppose that

span{T wj(s)}mj=1 = span{sk−1ω̂m(s)}mk=1, s ∈ Σ, m ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}.
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We have to show that it also holds for m = n. Suppose first that T w =
∑n

j=1 cjT wj ,
then by the induction hypothesis and the assumption, we can write

T w(s) = T w1(s)

(

qn−2(s)
∏n−2

i=1 (s+ bi)d(i)
+ cn

pn−1(s)
∏n−1

i=1 (s+ bi)d(i)

)

, s ∈ Σ,

for some polynomial qn−2(s) of degree at most n − 2. After writing both terms on the
common denominator

∏n−1
i=1 (s + bi)

d(i), we obtain T w(s) ∈ span{sk−1ω̂n(s)}nk=1. For the
other inclusion, suppose that T w(s) = qn−1(s)ω̂n(s) for some polynomial qn−1(s) of degree
at most n−1. We will show that there exists c ∈ R such that (qn−1(s)− cpn−1(s))ω̂n(s) ∈
span{sk−1ω̂n−1(s)}n−1

k=1. In that case, T w ∈ span{T wj}nj=1 as (qn−1(s)− cpn−1(s))ω̂n(s) ∈
span{T wj(s)}n−1

j=1 by the induction hypothesis and pn−1(s)ω̂n(s) = b0T wn(s) by the
assumption. Suppose first that d(n − 1) = 1 and thus ω̂n(s) = ω̂n−1(s)/(s + bn−1).
Since pn−1(−bn−1) 6= 0 (otherwise the degree condition would be violated), we can take
c ∈ R such that qn−1(s) − cpn−1(s) vanishes at s = −bn−1. In that case, (qn−1(s) −
cpn−1(s))ω̂n(s) ∈ span{sk−1ω̂n−1(s)}n−1

k=1. Suppose now that d(n − 1) = 0 and thus
ω̂n = ω̂n−1. Under this condition we have deg pn−1 = n−1 (otherwise the degree condition
would be violated) and we can take c ∈ R such that the degree of qn−1(s)− cpn−1(s) is at
most n− 2. In that case, we have (qn−1(s)− cpn−1(s))ω̂n(s) ∈ span{sk−1ω̂n−1(s)}n−1

k=1.

By taking appropriate linear combinations of the weights, we can simplify the compati-
bility conditions on the ratios T wn/T w1.

Proposition 4.6. In the setting of Proposition 4.5, there exists an invertible upper-
triangular matrix U such that the weights in (vj)

N
j=1 = (wj)

N
j=1U satisfy

T vn(s)

T v1(s)
=

sn−1

∏n−1
i=1 (s+ bi)d(i)

, s ∈ Σ, n ∈ {1, . . . , N}.

Proof. It follows immediately from Proposition 4.5 that there exists vn ∈ span{wj}nj=1

such that T vn(s) = sn−1ω̂n(s) for s ∈ Σ. Then we can use the stated formula for
ω̂n(s).

With the result below, we aim to provide some more intuition on Proposition 4.5. It
essentially states that the n-dependence in ω̂n(s) can be removed if besides multiplication
by s, we would also have allowed for multiplication by some 1/(s+ bj).

Proposition 4.7. In the setting of Proposition 4.5, there exists an invertible upper-
triangular matrix U such that the weights (vj)

N
j=1 = (wj)

N
j=1U satisfy

T vn+1(s)

T vn(s)
=







s, dn = 0,

1

s+ bn
, dn = 1,

for all s ∈ Σ.

Proof. By Proposition 4.6, we have

T vn+1(s)

T vn(s)
=

s

(s+ bn)d(n)
.

If d(n) = 0, we obtain the first case. If d(n) = 1, we can do a partial fraction decomposition
and subtract vn from vn+1 to obtain the other case.

15



5 Characterization

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 2.1, Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.4. We will
do this in several steps. First, we will use Proposition 4.5 to characterize sets of weights
of multiplicative/additive derivative type. Next, we will restrict to sets of weights related
to multiple orthogonal polynomial ensembles, i.e. sets of the form

{xk−1wj(x) | k = 1, . . . , nj, j = 1, . . . , r}, ~n ∈ Sr.

The additional structure will allow us to identify the Mellin/Laplace transform of the
weights in the underlying system ~w. Afterwards, we will use Proposition 4.5 to show that
for such systems all the sets {xk−1wj(x) | k = 1, . . . , nj , j = 1, . . . , r} are of multiplica-
tive/additive derivative type.

5.1 Multiplicative setting

Using the results from the previous section, we can obtain the following characterization
of sets of multiplicative derivative type.

Proposition 5.1. Let w1, . . . , wN ∈ L1
M,Σ(R>0) be real-valued. The set {w1, . . . , wn} is

of multiplicative derivative type w.r.t. ωn for all n ∈ {1, . . . , N} if and only if there exists
pn−1(s) ∈ R[s], d : {1, . . . , N − 1} ∈ {0, 1} and bn−1 ∈ R such that

Mwn(s)

Mw1(s)
=

pn−1(s)
∏n−1

i=1 (s+ bi)d(i)
, s ∈ Σ, n ∈ {1, . . . , N},

and max{deg pn−1(s), deg
∏n−1

i=1 (s+ bi)
d(i)} = n− 1. In that case,

Mωn(s) =
Mw1(s)

∏n−1
i=1 (s+ bi)d(i)

, s ∈ Σ, n ∈ {1, . . . , N}.

Proof. We have to combine Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 4.5.

By considering sets of weights related to multiple orthogonal polynomial ensembles, the
above allows us identify the moments of w1. Using the compatibility conditions in Proposi-
tion 4.6, we can then describe the moments of all the weights in the system. The following
functions will be relevant.

Definition 5.2. Let ~a ∈ Cr, ~b ∈ Rr and c ∈ R and consider d1, d2 : {1, . . . , r} → {0, 1}
with d1 ≡ 1 or d2 ≡ 1. We will denote

v̂Mj (s;~a,~b, c; d1, d2) = cs
r
∏

i=1

Γ(s+ ai)
d1(i)

Γ(s+ bi)d2(i)
sj−1

∏j
i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)

, s ∈ C,

whenever it is defined.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. According to Proposition 5.1, we can write

Mw1(s+ 1)

Mw1(s)
= c

∏r
i=1(s+ ai)

d1(i)

∏r
i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)

, s ∈ Σ,
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for some ai ∈ C, bi ∈ R, c ∈ R and d1, d2 : {1, . . . , r} → {0, 1} with d1 ≡ 1 or d2 ≡ 1.
Consecutive use of this identity for s ∈ Z≥1, then leads to

Mw1(s) = Mw1(1)c
s−1

∏r
i=1(ai + 1)

d1(i)
s−1

∏r
i=1(bi + 1)

d2(i)
s−1

, s ∈ Z≥1.

Since Mw1(s) is defined for all s ∈ Z≥1 and doesn’t vanish, we must have ai, bi 6∈ Z≤−1

and c 6= 0. Hence, there exists c0 ∈ C, namely

c0 =
1

c

∏r
j=1 Γ(bj + 1)d2(i)

∏r
j=1 Γ(aj + 1)d1(i)

,

such that

Mw1(s) = c0c
s

∏r
j=1 Γ(s+ aj)

d1(i)

∏r
j=1 Γ(s+ bj)d2(i)

, s ∈ Z≥1.

Proposition 4.6 then implies that there exists an invertible upper-triangular matrix U
such that the weights in (vj)

r
j=1 = (wj)

r
j=1U satisfy

Mvj(s) = cs
∏r

j=1 Γ(s+ aj)
d1(i)

∏r
j=1 Γ(s+ bj)d2(i)

sj−1

∏j−1
i=1 (s+ bi)d2(i)

, s ∈ Z≥1.

After the reparametrization ~b 7→ (b2, . . . , br, b1+1) and adapting d2 accordingly, we obtain
the desired result.

In order to describe the full Mellin transform on a strip Σ and not only at integer values, we
have to impose an additional assumption on the weights. This is an analytic obstruction
that also appears in connection to the Bohr-Mollerup Theorem, see, e.g., [35]. The idea is
that the moments can’t detect functions of the form esin(πs) as part of the Mellin transform.
In line with that theorem, we decide to demand positivity of the weights. This is a natural
assumption, because later we want to use these weights to create an ensemble.

Proposition 5.3. Let w1, . . . , wr ∈ L1
M,Σ(R>0), with Z≥1 ⊂ Σ, be real-valued and a.e.

positive. If the set {xk−1wj(x) | k = 1, . . . , nj, j = 1, . . . , r} is of multiplicative derivative
type for all ~n ∈ Sr with |~n| ∈ {1, . . . , r+1}, then there exists an invertible upper-triangular
matrix U such that (Mwj(s))

r
j=1 = (v̂Mj (s))rj=1U for all s ∈ Σ.

Proof. Proposition 5.1 gives rise to a first order difference equation for Mw1 of the form

Mw1(s+ 1) = c

∏r
i=1(s+ ai)

d1(i)

∏r
i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)

Mw1(s), s ∈ Σ,

for some ai ∈ C, bi ∈ R, c ∈ R and d1, d2 : {1, . . . , r} → {0, 1} with d1 ≡ 1 or d2 ≡ 1. We
will now verify that Proposition 3.5 is applicable so that, up to a scalar multiplication,
the above difference equation has a unique solution of the form Mw1 with a.e. w1 > 0.
Note that Σ = (s0,∞) for some s0 ∈ [0, 1) because of the assumption that Z≥1 ⊂ Σ.
Denote

g(s) = c

∏r
i=1(s+ ai)

d1(i)

∏r
i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)

.
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Since w1 is positive a.e. and real-valued, Mw1 > 0 on Σ and thus also g > 0 on Σ.
Moreover, limn→∞ g(n + 1)/g(n) = 1. The conditions of Proposition 3.5 are therefore
satisfied. With Proposition 2.2 in mind, we can then guess that the unique solution is
given by

Mw1(s) = c0c
s

∏r
j=1 Γ(s+ aj)

d1(i)

∏r
j=1 Γ(s+ bj)d2(i)

, s ∈ Σ.

We can then proceed similarly as in the proof of Proposition 5.3 to describe the Mellin
transform of the other weights.

The previous result proves one implication in Theorem 5.3. We will now show the other,
i.e. that the extended sets of weights associated to weights with Mellin transforms
(v̂Mj (s))rj=1 are necessarily of multiplicative derivative type. We will also describe the
Mellin transform of the underlying derivative type function.

Proposition 5.4. Let w1, . . . , wr ∈ L1
M,Σ(R>0), with Z≥1 ⊂ Σ, be real-valued. If

Mwj(s) = v̂Mj (s) for all s ∈ Σ, then the sets {xk−1wj(x) | k = 1, . . . , nj , j = 1, . . . , r} are
of multiplicative derivative type w.r.t. ω~n for all ~n ∈ Sr. Moreover,

Mω~n(s) =

∏r
i=1 Γ(s+ ai)

d1(i)

∏r
i=1 Γ(s+ bi + ni)d2(i)

, s ∈ Σ.

Proof. We will prove this by induction on n = |~n| ∈ N via Proposition 5.1. For n = 1,
there is nothing to prove. Suppose that the statement holds for all m < n with n = rη+j.
We then need to verify that Mwj(s+ η)/Mw1(s) is of the right form. By definition, we
have

Mwj(s+ η)

Mw1(s)
= cη

∏r
i=1(s+ ai)

d1(i)
η

∏r
i=1(s+ bi)

d2(i)
η

sj−1(s+ b1)
d2(1)

∏j
i=1(s+ bi + η)d2(i)

, s ∈ Σ.

Note that the factor (s + b1)
d2(1) appears in both the numerator and denominator. The

degree of the numerator and denominator is therefore at most rη + j − 1 = n− 1. Since
d1 ≡ 1 or d2 ≡ 1, at least one of them is equal to n−1. The fact that ~n ∈ Sr implies that
ni = η + 1 for i ∈ {1, . . . , j} and ni = η for i ∈ {j + 1, . . . , r}, hence we can write the

denominator as
∏r

i=1(s+ bi)
d2(i)
ni /(s+ b1)

d2(1). In particular, a posteriori, we must have

Mω~n(s) =
(s+ b1)

d2(1)Mw1(s)
∏r

i=1(s+ bi)
d2(i)
ni

,

leading to the described formula for Mω~n(s).

The following is a remarkable side product of the previous results.

Proposition 5.5. Let w1, . . . , wr ∈ L1
M,Σ(R>0), with Z≥1 ⊂ Σ, be real-valued and a.e.

positive. The set {xk−1wj(x) | k = 1, . . . , nj, j = 1, . . . , r} is of multiplicative derivative
type for all ~n ∈ Sr if and only if it is for all ~n ∈ Sr with |~n| ∈ {1, . . . , r + 1}.

5.2 Additive setting

There is a similar characterization of sets of additive derivative type as in multiplicative
setting.
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Proposition 5.6. Let w1, . . . , wN ∈ L1
L,Σ(R) be real-valued. The set {w1, . . . , wn} is

of additive derivative type w.r.t. ωn for all n ∈ {1, . . . , N} if and only if there exists
pn−1(s) ∈ R[s], d : {1, . . . , N − 1} → {0, 1} and bn−1 ∈ R such that

Lwn(s)

Lw1(s)
=

pn−1(s)
∏n−1

i=1 (s+ bi)d(i)
, s ∈ Σ, n ∈ {1, . . . , N},

and max{deg pn−1(s), deg
∏n−1

i=1 (s+ bi)
d(i)} = n− 1. In that case,

Lωn(s) =
Lw1(s)

∏n−1
j=1 (s+ bi)d(i)

.

Proof. We have to combine Theorem 4.2 and Proposition 4.5.

By considering sets of weights related to multiple orthogonal polynomial ensembles, the
above allows us to identify Lw1. The compatibility conditions in Proposition 4.6 then
allow us to describe the Laplace transform of all the weights in the system. In this setting,
we don’t have to impose any additional assumptions on the weights. The functions that
will be relevant are described below.

Definition 5.7. Let ~a ∈ Cr, ~b ∈ Rr and c, s0 ∈ R and consider d1, d2 : {1, . . . , r} → {0, 1}
with d1 ≡ 1 or d2 ≡ 1. We will denote

v̂Lj (s;~a,
~b, c, s0; d1, d2) = exp

(

c

∫ s

s0

r
∏

i=1

(t + ai)
d1(i)

(t + bi)d2(i)
dt

)

sj−1

∏j
i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)

, s ∈ C,

whenever it is defined.

Theorem 5.8. Let w1, . . . , wr ∈ L1
L,Σ(R) be real-valued functions. If the collection

{xk−1wj(x) | k = 1, . . . , nj , j = 1, . . . , r} is of additive derivative type for all ~n ∈ Sr

with |~n| ∈ {1, . . . , r + 1}, then there exists an invertible upper-triangular matrix U such
that (Lwj(s))

r
j=1 = (v̂Lj (s))

r
j=1U for all s ∈ Σ.

Proof. We first note that by analyticity of Lwj on Σ, we have
∫ ∞

−∞

xk−1wj(x)e
−sxdx = (Lwj)

(k−1)(s), s ∈ Σ.

Proposition 5.6 then leads to a first order differential equation for Lw1 of the form

(Lw1)
′(s)

Lw1(s)
= c

∏r
i=1(s+ ai)

d1(i)

∏r
i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)

, s ∈ Σ,

for some ai ∈ C, bi ∈ R, c ∈ R and d1, d2 : {1, . . . , r} → {0, 1} with d1 ≡ 1 or d2 ≡ 1. Its
solution is given by

Lw1(s) = Lw1(s0) exp

(

c

∫ s

s0

∏r
i=1(t + ai)

σ1(i)

∏r
i=1(t+ bi)σ2(i)

dt

)

, s ∈ Σ,

where s0 ∈ Σ. Therefore, by Proposition 4.6, there exists an invertible upper-triangular
matrix U such that the weights in (vj)

r
j=1 = (wj)

r
j=1U satisfy

Lvj(s) = exp

(

c

∫ s

s0

∏r
i=1(t + ai)

d1(i)

∏r
i=1(t + bi)d2(i)

dt

)

sj−1

∏j−1
i=1 (s+ bi)d2(i)

, s ∈ Σ.
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After the reparametrization~b 7→ (b2, . . . , br, b1) and adapting d2 accordingly, we may write
this as

Lvj(s) = exp

(

c

∫ s

s0

∏r
i=1(t+ ai)

d1(i)

∏r
i=1(t+ bi)d2(i)

dt

)

sj−1

∏j
i=2(s+ bi)d2(i)

, s ∈ Σ.

It then remains to note that we can write
∏r

i=1(t + ai)
d1(i)

∏r
i=1(t+ bi)d2(i)

=

∏r
i=1(t + a∗i )

d∗1(i)

∏r
i=1(t+ bi)d2(i)

− 1

(t + b1)d2(1)
,

where a∗i ∈ C and d∗1 : {1, . . . , r} → {0, 1} with d∗1 ≡ 1 or d2 ≡ 1. In that case, the desired
result follows after a suitable scaling.

This result proves one implication in Theorem 5.8. We will now show the other, i.e. that
the extended sets of weights associated to weights with Laplace transforms (v̂Lj (s))

r
j=1

are necessarily of additive derivative. We will also identify the Laplace transform of the
underlying derivative type function.

Proposition 5.9. Let w1, . . . , wr ∈ L1
L,Σ(R) be real-valued. If Lwj(s) = v̂Lj (s) for all

s ∈ Σ, then the set {xk−1wj(x) | k = 1, . . . , nj , j = 1, . . . , r} is of additive derivative type
w.r.t. ω~n for all ~n ∈ Sr where

Lω~n(s) = exp

(

c

∫ s

s0

r
∏

i=1

(t+ ai)
d1(i)

(t+ bi)d2(i)
dt

)

1
∏r

i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)ni
, s ∈ Σ.

Proof. We will show this by induction on n = |~n| ∈ N via Proposition 5.6. For n ∈
{1, . . . , r}, this follows from the definition. For n = r + 1, we take the logarithmic
derivative of Lw1(s) to obtain

(Lw1)
′(s)

Lw1(s)
= c

r
∏

i=1

(s+ ai)
d1(i)

(s+ bi)d2(i)
− d2(1)

s+ b1
.

If d2(1) = 0, we must have d1 ≡ 1 and the above is of the right form. If d2(1) = 1, we can
write the above on a common denominator. The numerator becomes

∏r
i=1(s + ai)

d1(i) −
∏r

i=2(s+ bi)
d2(i) and its degree remains r if d1 ≡ 1. Suppose that the statement holds for

all m < n with n = rη + j and η ≥ 1. Then in particular,

(Lwj)
(η−1)(s)

Lw1(s)
=

pη−1,j(s)
∏r

i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)(η−1+12≤i≤j )
,

where the maximum of the degrees of the numerator and denominator is r(η− 1)+ j− 1.
By taking the derivative, we find

(Lwj)
(η)(s)

Lw1(s)
=

1
∏r

i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)(η−1+12≤i≤j )

(

p′η−1,j(s)− pη−1,j(s)

r
∑

i=1

d2(i)(η + 12≤i≤j)

s+ bi

+pη−1,j(s)
(Lw1)

′(s)

Lw1(s)

)

Since
(Lw1)

′(s)

Lw1(s)
=

p1,1(s)
∏r

i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)
,
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with deg p1,1 = r or d2 ≡ 1, the ratio (Lwj)
(η)(s)/Lw1(s) is a rational function with

denominator
∏r

i=1(s+ bi)
d2(i)(η+12≤i≤j ). The degree of the numerator is at most rη+ j−1.

If the degree of the denominator is not rη+ j − 1, we must have that d2(i0) = 0 for some
i0. In that case, deg pη−1,j = r(η − 1) + j − 1 and deg p1,1 = r. Since the first two terms
between the brackets lead to polynomials of degree at most rη + j − 2, the degree of the
numerator must be deg pη−1,j + deg p1,1 = rη + j − 1.

Similarly as in the multiplicative setting, remarkably, for sets of weights related to multiple
orthogonal polynomial ensembles, the additive derivative type property is determined by
only finitely many n.

Proposition 5.10. Let w1, . . . , wr ∈ L1
L,Σ(R) be real-valued functions. The collection

{xk−1wj(x) | k = 1, . . . , nj, j = 1, . . . , r} is of additive derivative type for all ~n ∈ Sr if and
only if it is for all ~n ∈ Sr with |~n| ∈ {1, . . . , r + 1}.

6 Examples

In this section, we will analyze the parameters on which the weights in Theorem 2.1 and
Theorem 2.4 depend. First, we will describe some constraints coming from the underlying
space L1

T ,Σ. This will allow us to prove Proposition 2.6 and Proposition 2.7, in which we
completely characterize the orthogonal polynomial ensembles of multiplicative/additive
derivative type. As discussed before, a complete characterization of the multiple orthog-
onal polynomial ensembles of multiplicative/additive derivative type on the level of the
parameters is more challenging to obtain. We will provide some sufficient (but not op-
timal) conditions that ensure that the systems in Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.4 give
rise to a positive multiple orthogonal polynomials ensemble, which is then necessarily of
derivative type. We will do this by decomposing the underlying derivative type function
into more elementary functions.

6.1 Multiplicative setting

The underlying space L1
M,Σ induces the following conditions on the parameters.

Proposition 6.1. In the setting of Theorem 2.1, we have

i)
∑r

i=1 d1(i)Im(ai) = 0 and Re(ai) > −1 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , r},

ii) d1 ≡ 1, and
∑r

i=1(bi − Re(ai)) > −1 if additionally d2 ≡ 1.

Proof. We will start by showing that i) holds. The first part follows from the fact that
Mv1 is real-valued, hence non-real ai ∈ C must appear in conjugate pairs (consider, e.g.,
Mv1(2)/Mv1(1)). For the second part, we note that since Σ contains Z≥1 it must be of
the form Σ = (s0,∞) for some s0 ∈ [0, 1). However, Γ(s + ai) needs to be defined for all
s ∈ Σ, so we must have Re(ai) ≥ −s0 > −1.
We will prove ii) by making use of Proposition 3.3. Since v1 ∈ L1

M,Σ(R>0), for every
c ∈ Σ, we must have

lim
|t|→∞

Mv1(c+ it) = 0.
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Denote p = |d−1
1 ({1})| and q = |d−1

2 ({1})|. Stirling’s asymptotic formula (see, e.g., [36,
Eq. 5.11.7]) implies that

Mv1(c+ it) ≍ (it)(p−q)(c+it− 1

2
)+

∑r
i=1

(d1(i)ai−d2(i)bi)−d2(1)e−(p−q)(c+it), |t|→ ∞.

Here we used the notation f(t) ≍ g(t) as t → ∞ to denote that limt→∞ f(t)/g(t) = C for
some C ∈ R 6=0. If we write t = |t|ei arg t and i = ei

π
2 , the above becomes

|Mv1(c+ it)| ≍ |t|(p−q)(c− 1

2
)+

∑r
i=1(d1(i)Re(ai)−d2(i)bi)−d2(1)e−(p−q)(c+t(π

2
+arg t)), |t|→ ∞.

Note that here we used that
∑r

i=1 d1(i)Im(ai) = 0, which holds by i). Assume that p < q,
then the power of the exponential factor is strictly positive (either arg t → 0 or arg t → π)
and thus limt→∞|Mv1(c+ it)|= ∞ (arg t → 0). Assume that p = q(= r), then the power
of the exponential factor is 0 and we must have

∑r
i=1(Re(ai)− bi)− 1 < 0.

A consequence of the above is that one of the classes of systems that appears in Theo-
rem 2.1 consists of weights that have a sign change in R>0.

Corollary 6.2. A function vj : R>0 → R with a Mellin transform as in (1), with d1 6≡ 1,
possesses a sign change in R>0.

Proof. If vj doesn’t have a sign change, we have M|vj|= ±Mvj and thus vj ∈ L1
M,Σ(R>0).

In that case, we can apply Proposition 6.1 to get a contradiction.

By considering the simplest setting covered by Theorem 2.1, i.e. r = 1, we can now
show that the JUE and LUE are essentially the only orthogonal polynomial ensembles of
multiplicative derivative type. This is the content of Proposition 2.6.

Proof of Proposition 2.6. The fact that the JUE and LUE (and their linear transforma-
tions) are orthogonal polynomial ensembles of multiplicative derivative type was first
observed in [11, Ex. 2.4] (but also follows from Theorem 2.1). By Theorem 2.1, the latter
are characterized by a weight v1 ∈ L1

M,Σ(R>0) with a Mellin transform of the form

Mv1(s) = cs
Γ(s+ a)d1

Γ(s+ b)d2
1

(s+ b2)d2
, s ∈ Σ,

with a ∈ R, b ∈ R, c ∈ R 6=0 and d1, d2 ∈ {0, 1} with max{d1, d2} = 1. Without loss of
generality, we can assume that c = 1. Otherwise, we can consider the linearly transformed
weight ṽ1(x) = v1(cx) instead. By Proposition 6.1, we must have a > −1, b−a > −1 and
d1 ≥ d2. Suppose that d2 = 0, then

Mv1(s) = Γ(s+ a), s ∈ Σ,

Hence, by Example 3.2 and the Mellin inversion theorem, v1 = Ga on R>0. Suppose that
d2 = 1, then

Mv1(s) =
Γ(s+ a)

Γ(s+ b+ 1)
, s ∈ Σ,

Therefore, by Example 3.1 and the Mellin inversion theorem, v1 = Ba,b+1 on (0, 1).
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In what follows, we will use the weights associated to these elementary ensembles to
construct functions ωn with a Mellin transform of the form

Mωn(s) =

∏r
i=1 Γ(s+ ai)

∏q
i=1 Γ(s+ bi + ni)

, s ∈ Σ, (4)

Such functions appear in Theorem 2.1 when we restrict to d1 = 1≤r and d2 = 1≤q. The
general setting can be handled similarly, but is more technical to write down. We will then
use the composition properties described in [11] to show that, for certain values of the
parameters, ωn gives rise to a positive polynomial ensemble of multiplicative derivative
type. The case where the parameters are integers is essentially covered by the techniques
from [20, Cor. 2.4] and [25, Thm. 2.1] as explained in [43, §5.1]. In [7, Thm. 2.19],
special care was given to the setting with d1 ≡ d2 ≡ 1 and an earlier question of optimally
of the conditions in this setting was answered. In [43, Prop. 2.3 & 3.3], a weaker set
of conditions, not necessarily restricting to integer parameters, was given under which
the associated system (wj)

r
j=1 gives rise to an AT ensemble (see [22, §4.3]). The set of

conditions presented below is even weaker, at the cost of the conclusion being slightly
weaker.

Proposition 6.3. Let aj > −1, for j ∈ {1, . . . , r}, and bj ≥ aj , for j ∈ {1, . . . , q}. Then
ωn in (4) arises as the Mellin convolution of Baj ,bj+nj , for j ∈ {1, . . . , q}, and Gaj , for
j ∈ {q + 1, . . . , r}. If additionally bj − aj ∈ Z≥0 ∪ (n − nj − 1,∞), for j ∈ {1, . . . , q},
then ωn gives rise to an n-point multiple orthogonal polynomial ensemble of multiplicative
derivative type.

Proof. The first statement follows immediately by comparing the Mellin transforms. Due
to [11, Cor. 2.6 (2), Thm. 2.9 (2)], it is sufficient to show that the convolution factors of
ωn are Pólya frequency functions of order n (in the multiplicative sense). Note first that,
whenever b− a− 1 ∈ Z≥0 ∪ (n− 2,∞), we have

det[Ba,b(xi/yj)]
n
i,j=1 =

n
∏

i=1

xa
i y

−b+1
i det[(yj − xi)

b−a−1
+ ]ni,j=1 ≥ 0,

for all ~x, ~y ∈ Rn
>0 with increasing entries. This is because then det[(yj−xi)

b−a−1
+ ]ni,j=1 ≥ 0,

see [15, §3.2: Thm. 2.1] and subsequent remarks. Second, note that

det[Ga(xi/yj)]
n
i,j=1 =

n
∏

i=1

(xi/yi)
a det[exp(xi/yj)]

n
i,j=1 ≥ 0,

for all ~x, ~y ∈ Rn
>0 with increasing entries. This is because then det[exp(xi/yj)]

n
i,j=1 ≥ 0,

see [16, §1.3: Ex. 1]. The desired result follows from these two observations.

We end by noting that many but not all functions ωn arise in the above way (compare
the conditions with those in Proposition 6.1). As discussed in the introduction, it would
be interesting to obtain a set of optimal conditions for which we have a positive ensemble.

6.2 Additive setting

The underlying space L1
L,Σ leads to the following constraints on the parameters.
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Proposition 6.4. In the setting of Theorem 2.4, we have
∑r

i=1 d1(i)Im(ai) = 0 and
−d2(i)bi 6∈ Σ for all i ∈ {1, . . . , r}. Denote d = |d−1

1 ({1})|−|d−1
2 ({1})| and write

exp

(

c

∫ s

s0

r
∏

i=1

(t+ ai)
d1(i)

(t+ bi)d2(i)
dt

)

=
exp

(

∑d
k=1 αks

k+1 +O(s)
)

∏r
i=1(s+ bi)d2(i)βi

, s → ∞,

with αk, βi ∈ R. Then:

i) (−1)⌊
d+1

2
⌋αd < 0 if d ≥ 1 and d ≡2 1,

ii) (−1)⌊
d+1

2
⌋(s(d+ 1)αd + αd−1) < 0 for all s ∈ Σ if d ≥ 1 and d ≡2 0,

iii)
∑r

i=1 βi > −1 if d ≤ 0.

Proof. Since Lv1 is real-valued, non-real ai ∈ C must appear in conjugate pairs (consider,
e.g., (Lv1)′(s0)), hence after a partial fraction decomposition all αk ∈ R. The other
conditions will follow from Proposition 3.8, i.e.

lim
|t|→∞

Lv1(s+ it) = 0,

for every s ∈ Σ. Suppose that d ≥ 1, then the asymptotics of |Lv1(s+ it)| are determined
by the exponential part. The stated conditions then follow from the fact that

Re

(

d
∑

k=1

αk(s+ it)k+1

)

=























(s(d+ 1)αd + αd−1)t
d(1 + o(1)), d ≡4 0,

−αdt
d+1(1 + o(1)), d ≡4 1,

−(s(d+ 1)αd + αd−1)t
d(1 + o(1)), d ≡4 2,

αdt
d+1(1 + o(1)), d ≡4 3.

Suppose that d ≤ 0, then the asymptotics of |Lv1(s+ it)| are determined by the rational
part. Since d ≤ 0, we must have have d2 ≡ 1, and hence

∑r
i=1 βi + 1 > 0.

By considering the simplest setting covered by Theorem 2.4, i.e. r = 1, we can show that
the LUE and GUE are essentially the only orthogonal polynomial ensembles of additive
derivative type. This is the content of Proposition 2.7.

Proof of Proposition 2.7. The fact that the LUE and GUE are orthogonal polynomial
ensembles of additive derivative type was already observed in [11, Ex. 2.4] (but also
follows from Theorem 2.1). By Theorem 2.4, the latter are characterized by a weight
v1 ∈ L1

L,Σ(R) with a Laplace transform of the form

Lv1(s) = exp

(

c

∫ s

s0

(t+ a)d1

(t+ b)d2
dt

)

1

(s + b)d2
, s ∈ Σ,

where a ∈ C, b ∈ R, s0 ∈ Σ and d1, d2 ∈ {0, 1} with max{d1, d2} = 1. Suppose that
d2 = 0, then

Lv1(s) = exp
(

α0 + α1s+ α2s
2
)

, s ∈ Σ.

with α0, α1 ∈ R and α2 > 0 according to Proposition 6.4. We can then assume that
α0 = α1 = 0 and α2 = 1/4, otherwise we can apply an appropriate scaling and affine

24



transformation to v1. In that case, Lv1(s) = exp (s2/4) for s ∈ Σ and thus v1 = G/√π on
R by Example 3.7 and the Laplace inversion theorem. Suppose that d2 = 1, then

Lv1(s) =
exp (α0 + α1s)

|s+ b|β+1
, s ∈ Σ,

with α0, α1 ∈ R, −b 6∈ Σ and β > −1 according to Proposition 6.4. We can then assume
that α0 = α1 = 0 and b = 1, otherwise we can apply an appropriate scaling and affine
transformation to v1. In that case, Lv1(s) = 1/(s + 1)β+1 for s ∈ Σ (as s > 0) and thus
v1 = Gβ/Γ(β + 1) on R>0 by Example 3.6 and the Laplace inversion theorem.

Remarkably, the class of functions ωn described by Theorem 2.4 is much richer than in
the multiplicative setting: most of the functions ωn do not arise as Laplace convolutions
of the weights associated to the elementary ensembles. In order to have this property, we
would also need to consider the following generalizations of these weights.

Definition 6.5.

i) Let d ∈ Z≥0. We define

Aid(x) =

∫

1+iR

exp((−1)⌊
d
2
⌋ s

d+2

d+ 2
+ sx)

ds

2πi
, x ∈ R.

ii) Let d ∈ Z≥0 and a > −1. We define

Becd,a(x) = e−x
∞
∑

k=0

ckxdk+a

k! Γ(dk + a + 1)
, x ∈ R>0.

The functions in i) generalize the Gaussian G on R as Ai0(
√
2x) = e−x2

/
√
2π. They also

generalize the Airy function in a negative argument: Ai1(x) = −Ai(−x). The functions
x 7→ −Ai2n+1(−x) appear in [13], where they are called higher-order Airy functions.
The functions in ii) generalize the gamma density Gα on R>0 as Bec0,a = Gaec/Γ(d + 1).

They also generalize variants of the I-Bessel function: Bec1,a(x) = e−x(x/c)a/2Ia(2
√
cx).

Similar functions x 7→
∑∞

k=0 x
k/[k! Γ(dk + a)] appear in [36, Eq. 10.46.1], where they are

called generalized Bessel functions (or Wright functions).

The Laplace transforms of the functions in Definition 6.5 are indeed of the desired form
(also compare to the conditions in Proposition 6.4).

Proposition 6.6. The functions Aid and Becd,a are well-defined, in L1
L,R>0

(R) and their
Laplace transforms are given by

i) LAid(s) = exp((−1)⌊
d
2
⌋sd+2/(d+ 2)) for Re(s) > 0,

ii) LBecd,a(s) =
exp(c/(s+ 1)n)

(s+ 1)a+1
for Re(s) > 0.

Proof. We can use a similar argument as in the proof of Proposition 6.4 to show that the
function f̂ : {s ∈ C | Re(s) > 0} → C : s 7→ exp((−1)⌊

d
2
⌋sd+2/(d + 2)) is in L1(s0 + iR)

for all s0 > 0. Hence,

|Aid(x)| ≤ ex
∫ ∞

−∞

|exp((−1)⌊
d
2
⌋ (1 + is)d+2

d+ 2
)| ds
2π

< ∞,
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and Aid is well-defined. Since additionally, f̂ is analytic and f̂(s0 + it) → 0 uniformly in
s0 ∈ R>0 as |t|→ ∞, the Laplace inversion theorem implies that Aid ∈ L1

L,R>0
(R) with

the stated Laplace transform, see [6, Thm. 7 d)].
On the other hand, as Γ(dk + a+ 1) ≥ Γ(a+ 1) for all k ∈ Z≥0, we have

|Becd,a(x)| ≤
xae|c|x

d−x

Γ(d+ 1)
< ∞,

and Becd,a is well-defined. A straightforward application of the Fubini–Tonelli theorem,
then shows that Becd,a ∈ L1

L,R>0
(R) with the described Laplace transform.

In what follows, we will systematically describe conditions on the parameters under which
the function ωn in Theorem 2.4 gives rise to a positive n-point ensemble of additive
derivative type. Such an ensemble is then also a multiple orthogonal polynomial ensemble.
The first result shows that a large class of functions, which essentially arise as a Laplace
convolution of affine transformations of the functions in Definition 6.5 i) don’t give rise
to a positive ensemble.

Proposition 6.7. In the setting of Theorem 2.4, if r > 1 and d2 ≡ 0, then ωn doesn’t
give rise to an n-point polynomial ensemble of additive derivative type for all n ≥ r + 1.

Proof. We first note that with d2 ≡ 0, ωn = ω is independent of n. In [37], a charac-
terization was given for all Pólya frequency functions of all orders (in the additive sense)
based on their Laplace transform. Since r > 1, ω doesn’t have the appropriate Laplace
transform and there must exist an N ∈ N such that ω isn’t Pólya frequency function of
order N . In that case, it follows from [11, Cor. 2.6 (1), Thm. 2.9 (1)] that ω doesn’t
give rise to an N -point polynomial ensemble of additive derivative type. By Theorem 2.4,
the associated weights are of the form {xk−1wj(x) | k = 1, . . . , Nj, j = 1, . . . , r}, for some
~N ∈ Sr, and hence, by Proposition 5.10, there exists Ñ ∈ {1, . . . , r + 1} with the same
property.

Since many examples of the functions in Definition 6.5 i) are known to oscillate on part of
the real line, it seems that actually the above already fails to hold at order 1. Moreover, it
seems that many of the functions ωn in Theorem 2.4 with d = |d−1

1 ({1})|−|d−1
2 ({1})| ≥ 1,

which essentially arise as a Laplace convolution of the functions in Definition 6.5 i) and
ii), will oscillate as well and therefore not give rise to a positive ensemble. Evidence of
this may be provided by describing the asymptotics of such a function through a steepest
descent analysis of its inverse Laplace transform. Proving this rigorously falls outside
the scope of this paper as it is rather technical to describe conditions on the parameters
under which such a steepest descent analysis actually goes through. However, such a
result would improve the above because it would show that the stated property already
fails to hold at order 1, and for a larger class of weights.

After an appropriate affine transformation, the remaining class of functions described by
Theorem 2.1 have a Laplace transform of the form

Lωn(s) =
exp

(

α1s
2 +

∑m
k=1

∑qk
i=1

βk,i

(s+bi)k

)

∏q0
i=1(s+ bi)

β0,i+
∑q

j=1,bj=bi
nj

, s ∈ Σ, (5)
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where α1, βk,i, bi ∈ R. Note that we restricted to d1 = 1≤p, d2 = 1≤q with p ≤ q and
we assumed that (b1, . . . , bq) = ∧m

k=0(b1, . . . , bqk) with q0 ≥ . . . ≥ qm and pairwise distinct
b1, . . . , bq0. Such assumptions are not necessary, as our ideas also apply in the general
setting, but notation-wise it much more convenient.
We will show that whenever m = 1, under some additional conditions on the parameters,
functions of this kind give rise to an n-point polynomial ensemble of additive derivative
type.

Proposition 6.8. Consider the function ωn in (5) with m = 1. Suppose that α1 ≥ 0,
β1,i ∈ R 6=0 and β0,i ∈ Z≥0 ∪ (n − ni − nq1+i1i≤q1 − 1,∞) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , q0}, then ωn

gives rise to n-point multiple orthogonal polynomial ensemble of additive derivative type.

Proof. Note that with m = 1, the Laplace transform of ωn takes the following form

Lωn(s) =
exp

(

α1s
2 +

∑q1
i=1

β1,i

s+bi

)

∏q0
i=1(s+ bi)

β0,i+ni+nq1+i1i≤q1

, s ∈ Σ.

Due to [11, Cor. 2.6 (1), Thm. 2.9 (1)], it is sufficient to show that ωn arises as the
Laplace convolution of Pólya frequency functions of order n (in the additive sense). By
comparing individual Laplace transforms, it is straightforward to see that, ωn arises as
the Laplace convolution of G, Gβ0,i+ni−1, for i ∈ {q1+1, . . . , q0} and Be11,β0,i+ni+nq1+i−1, for

i ∈ {1, . . . , q1}, after an appropriate scaling and linear transformation of each convolution
factor. It follows from the characterization in [37] that G is a Pólya frequency function of
all orders (in the additive sense) and thus

det[G(xi − yj)]
n
i,j=1 ≥ 0,

for all ~x, ~y ∈ Rn with increasing components. It then remains to consider the functions
Be1d,a for d ∈ {0, 1}. Note that, whenever a ∈ Z≥0 ∪ (n− 2,∞), we have

det[Be1d,a(xi − yj)]
n
i,j=1 ≥ 0,

for all ~x, ~y ∈ Rn with increasing components. This is because, it was shown in [15, §3.2:
Thm. 2.1], that functions of the form

fa(x) =











∞
∑

k=0

ck
xk+a

Γ(k + a+ 1)
, x > 0,

0, x ≤ 0,

are Pólya frequency functions of orders n ≥ a−2 (in the additive sense), whenever (ck)k∈N
satisfies 0 <

∑∞
k=0 ck < ∞ and det[ci−j]

n
i,j=1 ≥ 0 (ck := 0 for k < 0). In a subsequent

remark, it was further noted that these conditions hold for ck = δk,0 and ck = 1/k! and
that one can extend to a ∈ Z≥0 using [15, Lem. 2.3].

Unfortunately, it doesn’t seem possible to extend the above proof to m > 1, because it
seems that [15, Thm. 2.1] isn’t applicable to the higher-order variants of Be1d,a for d ≥ 2.

Compared to the conditions obtained in Proposition 6.4, the results in this section are
not optimal. As mentioned in the introduction, it would be interesting to have an optimal
set of conditions for which we have a positive ensemble.
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7 Finite free probability

The goal of this section is two-fold. First, we will provide a partial answer to an open
problem posed at the Hypergeometric and Orthogonal Polynomials Event in Nijmegen
(May, 2024), see [32], related to orthogonality of the finite free multiplicative and additive
convolution from free probability. We will do this by interpreting the problem in terms
of random matrices and by making use of the notion of sets of weights (or polynomial
ensembles) of multiplicative and additive derivative type. Second, we will explain how
in a more restricted setting the associated multiple orthogonal polynomials come into
play. We will show that such polynomials (de)compose naturally under the finite free
multiplicative and additive convolution.

7.1 Multiplicative setting

We first recall the notion of finite free multiplicative convolution, see [31, Def. 1.4].

Definition 7.1. The finite free multiplicative convolution of two polynomials p and q of
degree at most n of the form p(x) =

∑n
k=0 p[k]x

k and q(x) =
∑n

k=0 q[k]x
k is defined as

(p⊠n q)(x) =
n
∑

k=0

p[k]q[k]

(−1)n−k
(

n
k

)xk.

The first part of the open problem involves orthogonality of the finite free multiplicative
convolution of two polynomials that satisfy given orthogonality relations. More precisely,
one considers polynomials p1n and p2n of degree n that satisfy

∫ ∞

0

pjn(x)q
j
k(x)dx = 0, k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}, j ∈ {1, 2},

for some functions (q1k)
n−1
k=0 and (q2k)

n−1
k=0 and then asks whether their finite free multiplicative

convolution also satisfies
∫ ∞

0

(p1n ⊠n p
2
n)(x)qk(x)dx = 0, k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1},

for some explicit functions (qk)
n−1
k=0.

We will interpret this problem in terms of products of random matrices using the result
below, which is essentially a reformulation of [31, Thm. 1.5] in terms of random matri-
ces instead of deterministic ones. Note that it is essentially the finite version of the free
convolution law for products of random matrices, i.e. the fact that, if µj is the limiting
eigenvalue distribution of Xj , the eigenvalue distribution of X1X2 tends to the free multi-
plicative convolution µ1⊠µ2 as n → ∞, whenever one of the underlying matrix ensembles
is invariant under unitary conjugation.

Proposition 7.2. Let X1 and X2 be independent n × n normal random matrices and
assume that one of the matrix ensembles is invariant under unitary conjugation. Then,

E[det(xIn −X1X2)] = E[det(xIn −X1)]⊠n E[det(xIn −X2)].

Consequently, also

E[det(xIn − (X1X2)(X1X2)
∗)] = E[det(xIn −X1X

∗
1 )]⊠n E[det(xIn −X2X

∗
2 )].
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Proof. Since X1 and X2 are independent random matrices, the expectation on the left
hand side is given by

E[det(xIn −X1X2)] =

∫ ∫

det(xIn −X1X2)dν1(X1)dν2(X2).

It was shown in [31, Thm. 1.5] that for normal matrices X1 and X2, one has
∫

Q∈U(n)

det(xIn −X1QX2Q
∗)dνHaar(Q) = det(xIn −X1)⊠n det(xIn −X2).

Since at least one of the underlying matrix ensembles is invariant under unitary conjuga-
tion, we thus obtain

E[det(xIn −X1X2)] =

∫ ∫

det(xIn −X1)⊠n det(xIn −X2)dν1(X1)dν2(X2).

Now we can use bilinearity of the finite free multiplicative convolution to obtain the
desired result. For the second claim, we can assume without loss of generality that the
ensemble associated to X1 is invariant under unitary conjugation, otherwise we can swap
the order of X1 and X2 via the identity

E[det(xIn − (X1X2)(X1X2)
∗)] = E[det(xIn − (X1X2)

∗(X1X2))].

In that case, we can use the first result to write the expectation on the left as

E[det(xIn −X1)]⊠n (E[det(xIn −X2X
∗
2 )]⊠n E[det(xIn −X∗

1 )]).

After using the fact that the finite free multiplicative convolution is associative and com-
mutative, this can be written as

(E[det(xIn −X1)]⊠n E[det(xIn −X∗
1 )])⊠n E[det(xIn −X2X

∗
2 )],

We can then apply the first result again.

It turns out that for certain random matrices, similar decompositions also occur on a
deeper level. This is straightforward to see from the results in [18, 19] after making the
proper identifications.
Given a random matrix X , we will use the notation SSV(X) ∼ PE, resp. SSV(X) ∼
PEMDT, to denote that the squared singular values of X follow a polynomial ensemble,
resp. polynomial ensemble of multiplicative derivative type.

Proposition 7.3. Let X1 and X2 be independent n×n random matrices with SSV(X1) ∼
PE and SSV(X2) ∼ PEMDT(ωn). Denote the biorthogonal system associated to Xj by

(p
Xj

k , q
Xj

k )n−1
j=0 . Then, the functions in the biortogonal system associated to X = X1X2 are

given by
pXj = pX1

j ⊠j p
X2

j , qXj = qX1

j ∗M ωn, j ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}.

Proof. Denote pX1

j (x) =
∑j

k=0 p
X1

j [k]xk. It was shown in [19, Cor. 3.7] that

pXj (x) =

j
∑

k=0

pX1

j [k]
(Mωn)(j + 1)

(Mωn)(k + 1)
xk, qX2

j = qX1

j ∗M ωn.
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On the other hand, according to [18, Lem. 4.2], one has

pX2

j (x) =

j
∑

k=0

(−1)j−k

(

j

k

)

(Mωn)(j + 1)

(Mωn)(k + 1)
xk.

It then remains to use the definition of ⊠j .

We will now provide a partial answer to the previously mentioned open problem. Let X1

and X2 be independent n× n random matrices for which

pjn(x) = E[det(xIn −XjX
∗
j )], j ∈ {1, 2}.

In order to encode the orthogonality conditions through the random matrices, it is natural
to assume that SSV(X1) ∼ PE(q11, . . . , q

1
n−1) and SSV(X2) ∼ PE(q21, . . . , q

2
n−1). Indeed, in

that case, we automatically have
∫ ∞

0

pjn(x)q
j
k(x)dx = 0, k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}, j ∈ {1, 2}.

With this set-up, Proposition 7.2 allows us to describe the finite free multiplicative con-
volution of p1n and p2n explicitly:

(p1n ⊠n p
2
n)(x) = E[det(xIn − (X1X2)(X1X2)

∗)].

Again, if we would like p1n ⊠n p
2
n to satisfy

∫ ∞

0

(p1n ⊠n p
2
n)(x)qk(x)dx = 0, k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1},

it is natural to demand that SSV(X1X2) ∼ PE(q1, . . . , qn−1). The problem is then to
determine when exactly this occurs. This is exactly the problem that drove the research
in random matrix theory surrounding products of random matrices that ultimately led
to the notion of multiplicative derivative type. We now know that whenever one of the
initial polynomial ensembles is of multiplicative derivative, the squared singular values
of the product also follow a polynomial ensemble. The associated functions are known
explicitly, see [19, Cor. 3.7] (or Proposition 7.3 above): if {q20, . . . , q2n−1} is of multiplicative
derivative type w.r.t. ωn, then qk = q1k ∗M ωn for k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}.
In the more narrow setting of the problem in which the polynomials pjn are assumed to be
multiple orthogonal polynomials, one of the initial polynomial ensembles ends up being
a multiple orthogonal polynomial ensemble of multiplicative derivative type. These are
exactly the objects that we characterized in Corollary 2.3. Following the proof of [18,
Lem. 4.2], we can determine the associated multiple orthogonal polynomials explicitly.

Proposition 7.4. Let w1, . . . , wr ∈ L1
M,Σ(R>0) with Z≥1 ⊂ Σ be real-valued. If the set

{xk−1wj(x) | k = 1, . . . , nj , j = 1, . . . , r} is of multiplicative derivative type w.r.t. ω~n for
all ~n ∈ Sr, then the type II polynomials w.r.t. ~w on Sr are given by

P~n(x) =

|~n|
∑

k=0

(−1)|~n|−k

(|~n|
k

)

(Mω~n)(|~n|+ 1)

(Mω~n)(k + 1)
xk, ~n ∈ Sr, (6)

with Mω~n as in Theorem 2.2.
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Proof. Note that P~n is a monic polynomial of degree |~n|. We have to show that it satisfies
the orthogonality conditions

∫ ∞

0

P~n(x)x
kwj(x)dx = 0, k ∈ {0, . . . , nj − 1}, j ∈ {1, . . . , r}.

By definition of multiplicative derivative type, this is equivalent to showing that
∫ ∞

0

P~n(x)(D
kω~n)(x)dx = 0, k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1},

where (Df)(x) = −xf ′(x) and n = |~n|. To do so, we will write

P|~n|(x) = (−1)nn!

∫

C

Mω~n(n+ 1)

Mω~n(t+ 1)

xt

(−t)n+1

dt

2πi
,

in terms of a counterclockwise contour C in Σ + iR enclosing [0, n] once. We can do this
because Mω~n(t) 6= 0 for Re(t) ∈ Σ and Z≥1 ⊂ Σ. After interchanging the integrals, we
obtain

∫ ∞

0

Pn(x)(D
kω~n)(x)dx = (−1)nn!

∫

C

Mω~n(n+ 1)

Mω~n(t+ 1)

(MDkω~n)(t + 1)

(−t)n+1

dt

2πi
.

By Proposition 3.4, we have (MDkω~n)(t) = tkMω~n(t) for t ∈ Σ+ iR and thus
∫ ∞

0

P~n(x)(D
kω~n)(x)dx = (−1)nn! (Mωn)(n + 1)

∫

C

(t + 1)k

(−t)n+1

dt

2πi
.

Since k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}, the integrand is O(t−2) as |t|→ ∞, and thus by blowing up the
contour, we can show that the integral vanishes.

Observe that the polynomials in (6) have some nice (de)composition properties in terms
of the finite free multiplicative convolution: if we denote them by P~n(x;ω~n), then we have
P~n(x;ω~n) = P~n(x;ω

1
~n)⊠|~n|P~n(x;ω

2
~n) whenever ω~n = ω1

~n ∗Mω2
~n. Proposition 7.4 then allows

us to describe settings in which we are dealing with sequences of multiple orthogonal
polynomials. Examples of systems of weights to which Proposition 7.4 is applicable are
described in Section 6.

7.2 Additive setting

We start by recalling the notion of finite free additive convolution, see [31, Def. 1.1].

Definition 7.5. The finite free additive convolution of two polynomials p and q of degree
at most n is defined is

(p⊞n q)(x) =
1

n!

n
∑

k=0

p(k)(x)q(n−k)(0).

The second part of the open problem involves orthogonality of the finite free additive
convolution of two polynomials that satisfy given orthogonality relations. More precisely,
one consider polynomials p1n and p2n of degree n that satisfy

∫ ∞

−∞

pjn(x)q
j
k(x)dx = 0, k = 0, . . . , n− 1,
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for some functions (q1k)
n−1
k=0 and (q2k)

n−1
k=0 and then asks whether their finite free additive

convolution also satisfies
∫ ∞

−∞

(p1n ⊞n p
2
n)(x)qk(x)dx = 0, k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1},

for some explicit functions (qk)
n−1
k=0.

In this setting, we will interpret the problem in terms of sum of random matrices instead
of products. To this end, we will make use of the result below, which is essentially a
reformulation of [31, Thm. 1.2] in terms of random matrices instead of deterministic
ones. Observe that it is essentially the finite version of the free convolution law for sums
of random matrices, i.e. the fact that, if µj is the limiting eigenvalue distribution of Xj ,
the eigenvalue distribution of X1 +X2 tends to the free additive convolution µ1 ⊞ µ2 as
n → ∞, whenever one of the underlying matrix ensembles is invariant under unitary
conjugation.

Proposition 7.6. Let X1 and X2 be independent n × n normal random matrices and
assume that one of the matrix ensembles is invariant under unitary conjugation. Then,

E[det(xIn − (X1 +X2))] = E[det(xIn −X1)]⊞n E[det(xIn −X2)].

Proof. The idea of the proof is the same as in the multiplicative setting (Proposition 7.2).
The only difference is that we have to use the fact that

∫

Q∈U(n)

det(xIn − (X1 +QX2Q
∗))dνHaar(Q) = det(xIn −X1)⊞n det(xIn −X2),

for normal n× n matrices X1 and X2, see [31, Thm. 1.2].

Again, for certain random matrices, similar decompositions occur on a deeper level as well.
This essentially follows from the results in [17] after making the proper identifications (and
using the Laplace transform instead of the Fourier transform).
Given a random matrixX , we will use the notation EV(X) ∼ PE, resp. EV(X) ∼ PEADT,
to denote that the eigenvalues of X follow a polynomial ensemble, resp. polynomial
ensemble of additive derivative type.

Proposition 7.7. Let X1 and X2 be independent n×n random matrices with EV(X1) ∼
PE and EV(X2) ∼ PEADT(ωn). Denote the biorthogonal system associated to Xj by

{(pXj

k , q
Xj

k )}n−1
k=0. Then, the functions in the biortogonal system associated to X = X1+X2

are given by

pXj = pX1

j ⊞j p
X2

j , qXj = qX1

j ∗L ωn, j = 0, . . . , n− 1.

Proof. According to [17, Thm. III.8], one has

pXj (x) =
1

(n− 1)!

∫ ∞

0

e−r

(

r − d

dt

d

dx

)n−1
[

pX1

j (x)

Lωn(t)

]

t=0

dr, qXj = qX1

j ∗L ωn.

On the other hand, it was shown in [17, Thm. III.1] that

pX2

j (x) =
1

j!

(

x− d

dt

)j [
1

Lωn(t)

]

t=0

.
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After expanding the (n− 1)-th power in the integral representation for pXj (x), we obtain

pXj (x) =
n−1
∑

k=0

1

k! (n− 1− k)!

(

− d

dt

d

dx

)k
[

pX1

j (x)

Lωn(t)

]

t=0

∫ ∞

0

e−rrn−1−kdr,

and thus

pXj (x) =

j
∑

k=0

(−1)k

k!

(

1

Lωn

)(k)

(0)(pX1

j )(k)(x).

Now use the fact that

pX2

j (x) =

j
∑

k=0

(−1)k

k! (j − k)!

(

1

Lωn

)(k)

(0)xj−k,

and the definition of ⊞j .

Following a similar strategy as in the multiplicative setting, we will now provide a partial
answer to the previously mentioned open problem. Let X1 and X2 be independent n× n
random matrices for which

pjn(x) = E[det(xIn −Xj)], j ∈ {1, 2}.
It is natural to assume that EV(X1) ∼ PE(q11, . . . , q

1
n−1) and EV(X2) ∼ PE(q21, . . . , q

2
n−1),

because then we automatically have
∫ ∞

−∞

pjn(x)q
j
k(x)dx = 0, k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}, j ∈ {1, 2}.

By Proposition 7.6, the finite free additive convolution of p1n and p2n is given by

(p1n ⊠n p
2
n)(x) = E[det(xIn − (X1 +X2)].

Again, if we would like p1n ⊠n p
2
n to satisfy

∫ ∞

−∞

(p1n ⊠n p
2
n)(x)qk(x)dx = 0, k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1},

it is natural to demand that EV(X1 + X2) ∼ PE(q1, . . . , qn−1). The problem is then to
determine when exactly this occurs, which is exactly the problem that drove the research
in random matrix theory surrounding sums of random matrices that ultimately led to
the notion of additive derivative type. We now know that whenever one of the initial
polynomial ensembles is of additive derivative, the eigenvalues of the sum also follow a
polynomial ensemble. The associated functions are known explicitly, see [17, Thm. III.8]
(or Proposition 7.7 above): if {q20, . . . , q2n−1} is of additive derivative type w.r.t. ωn, then
qk = q1k ∗L ωn for k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}.
Whenever the polynomials pjn in the open problem are assumed to be multiple orthogonal
polynomials, one of the initial polynomial ensembles ends up being a multiple orthogonal
polynomial ensemble of additive derivative type. These are exactly the objects that we
characterized in Corollary 2.5. In the following result, we will use some ideas in the proof
of [17, Thm. III.1] to determine the associated multiple orthogonal polynomials explicitly.
Note that the assumption that all Lwj are analytic at the origin is the analogue of the
condition Z≥1 ⊂ Σ in the multiplicative setting (Proposition 7.4) as it ensures that all
the moments exist.
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Proposition 7.8. Let w1, . . . , wr ∈ L1
L,Σ(R) be real-valued with all Lwj analytic at the

origin. If the set {xk−1wj(x) | k = 1, . . . , nj , j = 1, . . . , r} is of additive derivative type
w.r.t. ω~n for all ~n ∈ Sr, then the type II polynomials w.r.t. ~w on Sr are given by

P~n(x) = Lω~n(0)

|~n|
∑

k=0

(−1)|~n|−k

(|~n|
k

)(

1

Lω~n

)(|~n|−k)

(0) xk, ~n ∈ Sr, (7)

with Lω~n as in Theorem 2.4.

Proof. Note that P~n is a monic polynomial of degree |~n|. We have to show that it satisfies
the orthogonality conditions

∫ ∞

−∞

P~n(x)x
kwj(x)dx = 0, k ∈ {0, . . . , nj − 1}, j ∈ {1, . . . , r},

By definition of additive derivative type, this is equivalent to showing that
∫ ∞

0

P~n(x)ω
(k)
~n (x)dx = 0, k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1},

where n = |~n|. To do so, we will write

P~n(x) = (−1)nn!

∫

C

Lωn(0)

Lωn(t)

e−tx

tn+1

dt

2πi
,

in terms of a counterclockwise contour C enclosing 0 once. We can do this because Lωn

is analytic at the origin as Lωn ∈ span{(Lwj)
(k−1) | k = 1, . . . , nj , j = 1, . . . , r}. After

interchanging the integrals, we obtain
∫ ∞

−∞

Pn(x)ω
(k)
n (x)dx = (−1)nn!

∫

C

Lωn(0)

Lωn(t)

(Lω(k)
n )(t)

tn+1

dt

2πi
.

By Proposition 3.9, we have (Lω(k)
n )(t) = tkLωn(t) for t ∈ Σ+ iR and thus

∫ ∞

−∞

Pn(x)ω
(k)
n (x)dx = (−1)nn!Lωn(0)

∫

C

1

tn−k+1

dt

2πi
.

The integral therefore vanishes for all k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}.
Note that the polynomials in (7) have some nice (de)composition properties in terms
of the finite free additive convolution: if we denote them by P~n(x;ω~n), then we have
P~n(x;ω~n) = Pn(x;ω

1
~n)⊞|~n|P~n(x;ω

2
~n) whenever ω~n = ω1

~n∗Lω2
~n. By making use of Proposition

7.8, we can then describe settings in which we are dealing with sequences of multiple
orthogonal polynomials. Examples of systems of weights to which Proposition 7.8 is
applicable are described in Section 6.
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