arXiv:1506.01625v2 [math.PR] 16 Mar 2016

SPECTRAL EXPANSIONS OF NON-SELF-ADJOINT GENERALIZED LAGUERRE SEMIGROUPS

P. PATIE AND M. SAVOV

Abstract. We provide the spectral expansion in a weighted Hilbert space of a substantial class of invariant non-self-adjoint and non-local Markov operators which appear in limit theorems for positive-valued Markov processes. We show that this class is in bijection with a subset of negative definite functions and we name it the class of generalized Laguerre semigroups. Our approach, which goes beyond the framework of perturbation theory, is based on an in-depth and original analysis of an intertwining relation that we establish between this class and a self-adjoint Markov semigroup, whose spectral expansion is expressed in terms of the classical Laguerre polynomials. As a by-product, we derive smoothness properties for the solution to the associated Cauchy problem as well as for the heat kernel. Our methodology also reveals a variety of possible decays, including the hypocoercivity type phenomena, for the speed of convergence to equilibrium for this class and enables us to provide an interpretation of these in terms of the rate of growth of the weighted Hilbert space norms of the spectral projections. Depending on the analytic properties of the aforementioned negative definite functions, we are led to implement several strategies, which require new developments in a variety of contexts, to derive precise upper bounds for these norms.

Key words and phrases. Spectral theory, non-self-adjoint integro-differential operators, Markov semigroups, intertwining, convergence to equilibrium, asymptotic analysis, infinitely divisible distribution, Hilbert sequences, Laguerre polynomials, Bernstein functions, functional equations, special functions 2010 Mathematical Subject Classification: 35P05, 47D07, 41A60, 60E07, 42C15, 40E05, 30D05, 44A20.

The first author acknowledges the support of the Actions de Recherche Concertées IAPAS, a fund of the Communautée francaise de Belgique.

The second author acknowledges the support of the project MOCT, which has received funding from the European Unions Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under the Marie Sklodowska-Curie grant agreement No 657025. 1

Contents

1. Introduction and main results 4 1.1. Characterization and properties of gL semigroups 6 1.2. Definition and properties of subsets of N 8 1.3. Eigenvalue expansion and regularity of the gL semigroups 11 1.4. Convergence to equilibrium 14 1.5. Hilbert sequences and spectrum 16 1.6. Plan of the paper 19 1.7. Notation, conventions and general facts 21 Acknowledgments 23 2. Strategy of proofs and auxiliary results 24 2.1. Outline of our methodology 24 2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.6(1) 29 2.3. Additional basic facts on gL semigroups 30 3. Examples 32 4. New developments in the theory of Bernstein functions 39 4.1. Review and basic properties of Bernstein functions 39 4.2. Products of Bernstein functions: new examples 42 4.3. Useful estimates of Bernstein functions on C_+ 47 5. Fine properties of the density of the invariant measure 50 5.1. A connection with a remarkable class of positive self-decomposable variables 52 5.2. Fine distributional properties of I_ψ 55 5.3. Proof of Theorem 5.1(3) 62 5.4. Small asymptotic behaviour of ^ν and of its successive derivatives 68 5.5. Proof of Theorem 5.24 70 5.6. Proof of Theorem 5.5 81 5.7. End of proof of Theorem 1.6 82 6. Bernstein-Weierstrass products and Mellin transforms 84 6.1. Exponential functional of subordinators 86 6.2. The functional equations (6.6) and (6.10) on R_+ 88 6.3. Proof of Theorem 6.1 89 6.4. Proof of Proposition 6.8 93 6.5. Proof of Theorem 6.2(1): Bounds for W_ϕ 93 6.6. Large asymptotic behaviours of W_ϕ along imaginary lines 97 6.7. Proof of Theorem 1.9(1) 99 6.8. Proof of Theorem 6.2 (2b): Examples of large asymptotic estimates of |W_ϕ| 100 7. Intertwining relations and a set of eigenfunctions 107 7.1. Proof of Theorem 7.1 109 7.2. End of the proof of the intertwining relation (7.3) 112 7.3. Proofs of Theorem 7.1(2) and (3) 112 7.4. Proof of the uniqueness of the invariant measure 113 7.5. Proof of Theorem 7.3 113 8. Co-eigenfunctions: existence and characterization 117 8.1. Mellin convolution equations: distributional and classical solutions 119

8.2. Existence of co-eigenfunctions: Proof of Theorem 8.1 123 8.3. The case ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}. 123 8.4. The case ψ ∈ N_∞ \ N_{∞,∞} 124 8.5. The case ψ ∈ N^c_∞. 125 9. Uniform and norms estimates of the co-eigenfunctions 129 9.1. Proof of Theorem 9.1(1) via a classical saddle point method 130 9.2. Proof of Theorem 9.1(2) via the asymptotic behaviour of zeros of the derivatives of ν 131 9.3. Proof of Theorem 9.1(2b) through Phragmén-Lindelöf principle 133 10. The concept of reference semigroups: L^2(ν)-norm estimates and completeness of the set of co-eigenfunctions 137 10.1. Estimates for the L^2(ν) norm of V_n 138 10.2. Completeness of (V_n)_{n≥0} in L^2(ν) 141 11. Hilbert sequences, intertwining and spectrum 146 11.1. Proof of Theorem 1.22 149 12. Proof of Theorems 1.11, 1.17 and 1.18 150 12.1. Proof of Theorem 1.11(2) 150 12.2. Proof of Theorem 1.11(1) 150 12.3. Heat kernel expansion 153 12.4. Expansion of the adjoint semigroup: Proof of Theorem 1.17 156 12.5. Proof of of Theorem 1.18: Rate of convergence to equilibrium. 157 References 159

1. Introduction and main results

The importance of the spectral reduction of linear operators cannot be overemphasized as it is amply demonstrated by its diverse applications to far reaching fields of mathematics such as functional analysis, dynamical systems, topological groups, differential geometry, probability theory, harmonic and complex analysis and boundary value problems. Beyond the theoretical interests, these developments have proved to be fruitful in solving problems in the theory of infinite dimensional systems, in theoretical and experimental physics, economics, statistics and many other fields of applied mathematics.

Spectral theory at its best can be seen when one considers normal operators in Hilbert spaces. Although the class of non-self-adjoint (NSA) and non-local operators is central and generic in the study of linear operators, its spectral analysis is fragmentarily understood due to the fundamental technical difficulties arising when the properties of symmetry and locality are simultaneously relaxed. We refer the interested reader to the classical monographs [49] and [37] and survey papers [48] and [36], [93] for a thorough and yet up-to-date account on the spectral reduction of (NSA) linear operators.

The main purpose of this work is to design an original and comprehensive theory to

1) provide the spectral representation in a weighted Hilbert space of the solution to the Cauchy problem associated to a class of NSA and non-local linear operators, which are central in the theory of Markov processes,

2) derive an eigenvalues representation of the heat kernel, i.e. the transition kernel of the underlying Markov process,

3) study the smoothness properties of the solution to the Cauchy problem and of the heat kernel,

4) obtain the speed of convergence to equilibrium,

5) develop a detailed analysis of the nature of the spectrum of this class of NSA and non-local operators.

Our approach is based on an in-depth study of an intertwining relation that we elaborate between the class of NSA and non-local operators and a specific self-adjoint differential operator whose spectral resolution is well understood. We already point out that it is flexible enough to study the substantial problems listed above in a unified way. We also believe that it is comprehensive and could be used to deal with the spectral expansion of different type of NSA operators. For these reasons, a synthetic description of the methodology will be detailed in Chapter 2. These semigroups are defined below, where in the sequel C_0(R_+) (resp. C_0(R_+ )) stands for the space of continuous functions on R_+ = [0, ∞) (resp. R_+ = (0, ∞)) both vanishing at infinity and endowed with the uniform topology and C^∞_c (A) stands for the class of infinitely differentiable functions with compact support on A ⊆ R.

Definition 1.1. We say that a semigroup P = (P_t)_{t≥0} is a generalized Laguerre semigroup (for short gL semigroup) of order H > 0 if 4

1. P is a Feller semigroup on C_0(R_+), i.e. for all t ≥ 0 and f ∈ C_0(R_+) it holds that P_tf ∈

C_0(R_+), P_tf ≥ 0 whenever f ≥ 0, and, lim_{t↓0} P_tf(x) = f(x), ∀x ≥ 0.

2. The family of operators (K_t)_{t≥0} defined, for any t ≥ 0, via K_tf = P_{ln(t+1)}d_{(t+1)}H f,

with d_cf(x) = f(cx), defines a Feller semigroup on C_0(R_+), which possesses the H-self-similarity property, i.e. the following relation holds, for all t, x, c > 0, (1.1) K_tf(cx) = K_c−H_td_cf(x).

3. There exists a non-degenerate probability measure ϑ on R_+ such that we have, for any t ≥ 0, (1.2) ϑP_tf = ϑf, where here and in the sequel ϑf = ∫_∞ 0 f(x)ϑ(dx). 4. For any x ∈ R_+ , there exists a positive measure Π(x, dy), such that for any f with support included in R_+ \ {x} and f ∈ C^∞_c (R_+ \ {x}), lim_{t→0}^1_t P_tf(x) = ∫ R\{x} f(y)Π(x, dy) and Π(x, (x, ∞)) = 0.

We say that a process X = (X_t)_{t≥0} defined on a filtered probability space (Ω, F, (F_t)_{t≥0}, P) is a generalized Laguerre process (for short gLp) if the family of linear operators P = (P_t)_{t≥0} defined, for any t ≥ 0 and f ∈ C_0(R_+), by P_tf(x) = E_x [f(X_t)] is a gL semigroup, where E_x stands for the expectation operator associated to P_x(X_0 = x) = 1.

Remark 1.2. Since there is no loss of generality considering only gL semigroups of order 1, we will assume from now on that H = 1. Indeed, note that if P is a gL semigroup of order H > 0 then, since p_H (x) = x^H is a homeomorphism of R_+ to R_+ , then K̄_tf(x) = K_tf ∘ p_H (x^1H ) is 1-self-similar Feller semigroup on C_0(R_+) and P̄_tf(x) = P_tf ∘ p_H (x^1H ) is a gL semigroup of order precisely 1.

Remark 1.3. The terminology generalized Laguerre semigroup is motivated by the well-known case when the invariant measure ϑ(dx) = ε_m(x)dx =^{xm}_{Γ(m+1)} e^{−x}dx, x > 0, is the probability measure of a Gamma random variable of parameter m + 1 ≥ 1. Then, there exists a family of semigroups P , indexed by m, satisfying the conditions of Definition 1.1 above and each of which admits an eigenvalues expansion for its action on L^2(ε_m) expressed in terms of the Laguerre polynomials of order m, which form an orthogonal basis in the Hilbert space L^2(ε_m), see Chapter 3. In this case, P is self-adjoint in L^2(ε_m), and we shall see that it is the only instance among the class of gL semigroups to be self-adjoint, see Theorem 7.3(4), which disproves the orthogonality of the eigenfunctions of these groups apart from the classical Laguerre case.

Remark 1.4. Let us now indicate that the requirement Π(x, (x, ∞)) = 0 in condition 4, which has a nice pathwise interpretation as the imposition upon the corresponding generalized Laguerre process to have downward jumps only, is purely technical in the sense that one may define this class without this assumption. We choose to restrict our analysis to this situation since it requires already some substantial new developments which deserve to be detailed in one (long) paper and we postpone to a future paper the study of the general case. However, we 5

emphasize that apart from some technical issues specific to the general framework, the main concepts, theories and methodologies needed to develop its spectral reduction are contained in this work. Indeed, from an operator viewpoint, the main mathematical difficulties stem from the non-self-adjointness combined with the non-local properties of the generators of these Markov processes and not necessarily on the support of the Lévy kernel, that is Π (x, .), see [82] for the spectral expansion of two-sided self-similar Feller semigroups. As another illustration of this fact, one may extract from our main results Theorem 1.11, the spectral expansion of the semigroups constructed from the gL ones by performing a subordination in the sense of Bochner, which gives a class of non-self-adjoint semigroups whose associated Markov process may have jumps in both directions.

Beyond the theoretical interests of studying a class of NSA semigroups, there are several motivations underlying the investigation of this specific class of semigroups.

Remark 1.5. On the one hand, the gL semigroups play a substantial role in probability theory. Indeed, from the celebrated transformation due to Lamperti [62], which provides a bijection between stationary processes and self-similar stochastic processes, one can easily observe that the class of gL semigroups we have introduced above corresponds to the class of positive stationary Markov processes whose Lamperti transformation, see (1.1), leaves invariant the Markov property, that is the associated self-similar process remains a (homogeneous) Markov. The generalized Laguerre processes are intimately connected to the so-called generalized Ornstein- Uhlenbeck processes which have been introduced by Carmona et al. [24]. Moreover, the aforementioned class of self-similar semigroups, whose heat kernel can easily be expressed in terms of the one of the associated gL semigroup via (1.1), appears naturally in limit theorems of Markov processes and have been intensively studied over the last two decades, see e.g. [63], [101], [12], [14], [75], [77] and [39]. They also correspond to the class of positive Markov processes whose transition kernel satisfies a scale invariance property similar to the classical Gaussian heat kernel whose index of self-similarity is H = 2. It is (one of) the aim of this work to make available additional explicit representations of Markov transition kernels satisfying this scale invariance property which has been observed in many physical phenomena.

We also emphasize that the class generators of the gL semigroups, see (1.6) below, encompasses a variety of substantial integro-differential operators such as the classical fractional derivatives, delay differential-operator of pantograph-type, differential Bessel operators perturbated by nonlocal operators, see e.g. [83], [5] and [42], and, we refer to Chapter 3 for the description of some specific instances. Several classes of gL Markov processes have found applications in many fields of sciences, such as neurology, data transmission, economy, biology, epidemiology, see e.g. [46], [105], [32], [66] and the references therein.

1.1. Characterization and properties of gL semigroups. We shall provide a characterization of the class of gL semigroups in terms of their infinitesimal generators. To this end, let us introduce the function ψ : iR → C , which is defined, for any z ∈ iR, by the following relation

(1.3) ψ(z) = σ^2z^2 + mz + ∫_∞ 0 ( e^{−zy} − 1 + zy ) Π(dy), 6

where σ ≥ 0, m ≥ 0 and Π is a σ-finite positive measure concentrated on (0, ∞) and satisfying the integrability condition ∫_∞ 0 ( y^2 ∧ y ) Π(dy) < ∞. Note that the characteristic triplet (σ, m, Π) uniquely defines the function ψ.

We introduce the set

(1.4) N = {ψ of the form (1.3)}.

N is a subset of the negative definite functions or equivalently is a subset of the set of characteristic exponents of infinitely divisible distributions on R, see e.g. [58] for more details about Fourier transforms of infinitely divisible distributions. The class of infinitely divisible distributions in turn is the building block of Lévy processes via the fact that (ξ_t)_{t≥0} is a Lévy process if and only if ξ_1 is infinitely divisible, see e.g. [10, Chap. I] or for our specific case the discussion succeeding Theorem 1.6 below. We also write throughout

(1.5) Π(y) = ∫_∞ y Π(dr) and Π(y) = ∫_∞ y Π(r)dr for the tails of the measure Π which due to the link to Lévy processes is usually called the Lévy measure. We say that f ∈ C^2 ([−∞, ∞]) if and only if f, f^′, f^{′′} are continuous on (−∞, ∞) and have finite limits at ±∞. We are now ready to state our first result which provides a characterization of our class of generalized Laguerre semigroups of order 1, see Remark 1.2, together with some of their basic properties.

Theorem 1.6. (1) There exists a bijection between the class of generalized Laguerre semigroups and the subspace of negative definite functions N . More specifically, for each ψ ∈ N , the associated gL semigroup P = (P_t)_{t≥0} is characterized by its infinitesimal generator G which admits, at least, for any function f ∈ D_G = {f; x → f_e(x) = f(e^x) ∈ C^2 ([−∞, ∞])}, the representation

Gf(x) = σ^2xf^{′′}(x) + ( m + σ^2 − x ) f^′(x) + ∫_∞ 0 ( f(e^{−y}x) − f(x) + yxf^′(x) ) Π(x, dy), (1.6)

where Π(x, dy) =^{Π(dy)}_x and (σ, m, Π) is the characteristic triplet of ψ.

(2) For each ψ ∈ N , P admits a unique invariant measure which is an absolutely continuous probability measure with a density denoted by ν. Moreover, ν has support on (0, r) and it is positive on this domain, where r = lim_{u→∞}^{ψ(u)}_u = ϕ(∞), see (1.9) below for the justification of the notation, that is

(1.7) r = ∞ if σ^2 > 0, and, 0 < r = Π(0^+) + m ≤ ∞ otherwise.

(3) P can be extended uniquely to a strongly continuous contraction semigroup, still denoted by P , on the weighted Hilbert space

L^2(ν) = { f : (0, r) → R measurable;

∫_r 0 f^2(x)ν(x)dx < ∞ } , endowed with the norm ||.||_L2_{(ν)} = ||.||_ν and inner product ⟨., .⟩_ν . The algebra of polynomials, P, is a core for its infinitesimal generator. 7

(4) It admits a conservative standard Markov process on (0, r), see e.g. [19, Definition (9.2), p.45] for definition, as a (weak) dual with the measure ν(x)dx serving as reference measure. The corresponding semigroup P^∗ = (P^∗_t )_{t≥0} is Feller-Dynkin, i.e. P^∗_t C_b(0, r) ⊆

C_b(0, r), where C_b(0, r) is the space of continuous and bounded functions (0, r), when

m > 0, and, r = ∞ or when N_r ≥ 1 where, when r < ∞, N_r is defined by

(1.8) N_r = ⌈ Π(0^+) r ⌉ − 1 ∈ [0, ∞] with ⌈·⌉ the ceiling function, i.e. it evaluates the smallest integer greater or equal to a positive real and we use the convention that N_r = ∞ when Π(0^+) = ∞. Moreover P^∗ admits a contraction semigroup extension in L^2(ν) satisfying, for any f, g ∈ L^2(ν), ⟨P_tf, g⟩_ν = ⟨f, P^∗_t g⟩_ν . (5) Moreover, for any N_r > 2, the infinitesimal generator G^∗ of the (Feller-Dynkin) semigroup P^∗ takes the form, for at least any function f such that fν ∈ D_G, x ∈ (0, r), and, writing f̄(x, y) = f(e^{−y}x) − f(x) + yxf^′(x),

G^∗f(x) = σ^2xf^{′′}(x) + ( d(x) + x ( 2 ν^′(x) ν(x) + 1 )) f^′(x) + ∫_∞ 0 f̄(x, y)Π^∗_ν (x, dy) where d(x) = σ^2 − m − ∫_∞ 0 ( 1 −^{ν(x)}_{ν(e−y x)} ) xyΠ^∗_ν (x, dy) and Π^∗_ν (x, dy) = ν(e^{−y}x) xν(x) Π(dy). (6) If Π ≡ 0, then P is self-adjoint in L^2(ν). Otherwise, P is non-self-adjoint, i.e. P ≠ P^∗.

The proof of the item (1) is given in Section 2.2. The existence and the absolute continuity property of the invariant measure in item (2) along with the continuous extension of P in item (3) are justified in Section 2.3. The support and positivity properties of ν stated in item (2) are derived in Section 5.2.3 and are part of Theorem 5.2, whereas the expression of r is justified in Proposition 4.1(8) and the proof of the uniqueness of the invariant measure is postponed to Section 7.4. The fact that the algebra P is a core follows directly from Theorem 7.3(1) and (2). Finally, the remaining statements are proved in Section 5.7.

Remark 1.7. Note that the bijection stated in (1) finds its root in a remarkable work from Lamperti [63] which establishes a bijection between the class of positive self-similar Markov processes and the class of Lévy processes.

Remark 1.8. We also point out that further fine distributional properties, including smoothness and small and large asymptotic behaviour, of the invariant density ν are stated in Chapter 5.

1.2. Definition and properties of subsets of N . Our main results below regarding the spectral decomposition, regularity and speed of convergence for the gL semigroups are expressed in terms of some subsets of negative definite functions that we define and study here. To this end, we first point out that the set N is also in bijection with the set of spectrally negative 8

Lévy processes, i.e. processes that can jump downwards only, which have a non-negative mean, via the relation log E [ e^{zξ1} ] = ψ(z), z ∈ iR, with ξ = (ξ_t)_{t≥0} a Lévy process, see [10, Chap. I]. We note that E [ξ_1] = ψ^′(0^+) = m ≥ 0. We call ξ the Lévy process underlying the semigroup P or alternatively the Lévy process associated to ψ. It is a common fact that any ψ ∈ N has the Wiener-Hopf factorization given by (1.9) ψ(u) = uϕ(u), u ∈ R_+ ,

where, with Π(y) = ∫_∞ y Π(dr), see (1.5), for any u ∈ R_+ ,

(1.10) ϕ(u) = m + σ^2u + ∫_∞ 0 ( 1 − e^{−uy} ) Π(y)dy. The function ϕ, which is a Bernstein function, is the Laplace exponent of the so-called descending ladder height process of ξ, say η = (η_t)_{t≥0}, that is, for any u ∈ R_+ ,

(1.11) ln E [ e^{−uη1} ] = −ϕ(u). Note that η is a possibly killed subordinator (non-decreasing Lévy process) and we refer to [10, Chap. VII] for more detail on spectrally negative Lévy processes including their Wiener-Hopf factorization. We point out that η is killed if and only if m > 0 as then ϕ(0) > 0. Denote by (1.12) B_N = {ϕ is of the form (1.10)}, that is the convex sub-cone of the set of Bernstein functions which is in bijection with the set N via the identity (1.9). Next, for any ϕ ∈ B_N , we introduce the multiplicative Markov operator I_ϕ, defined, for at least any f ∈ C_0(R_+), by (1.13) I_ϕf(x) = E [f(xI_ϕ)] , where I_ϕ is the positive random variable

(1.14) I_ϕ = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−ηt} dt. Write R = { (α, m); α ∈ (0, 1] and m ≥ 1 −^1_α } . Then, for any (α, m) ∈ R we define for u ≥ 0 the function

(1.15) ϕ^R_{α,m}(u) =

Γ(αu + αm + 1) Γ(αu + αm + 1 − α) , and we simply write ϕ^R_m(u) = ϕ^R_{1,m}(u) = u + m. We recall from [80], see also Lemma 4.3 below, that ϕ^R_{α,m} ∈ B_N . We say that a function f is completely monotone if f : R_+ → [0, ∞) ∈ C^∞(R_+ ) and (−1)^nf^{(n)}(u) ≥ 0, for all n = 0, 1, . . . and u > 0. The space C^∞(R_+ ) consists of all infinitely differentiable functions on R_+ .

We are now ready to introduce in Table 1 and Table 2 some substantial subclasses of N and refer to Section 1.2 for more detailed information regarding these objects.

Although for most of the subsets of N , such as N_∞, N^c_∞, N_P , their definitions are given directly in terms of the triplet (σ, m, Π), the other classes, i.e. N_α, N_Θ and N_R, are rather characterized 9

σ^2 Π(0^+) Π(0^+) N_P > 0 N_∞ > 0

0 = ∞ N^c_∞ 0 < ∞ < ∞ Table 1. Definition of some classes in terms of the characteristic triplet.

N_Θ Θ_ϕ = lim_{b→∞} ∫_∞ 0 ln (_{|ϕ(by+ib)|} ϕ(by) ) dy > 0 N_α ψ(u)^∞∼ C_αu^{α+1}, C_α > 0, α ∈ (0, 1)

N_{α,m} u →^{ϕRα,m(u)}_{ϕ(u)} is completely monotone N_R ⋃ (α,m)∈R Nα,m Table 2. Definition of other classes in terms of ψ(u) = uϕ(u).

through specific properties of the (associated ladder height) Laplace exponent ϕ. The aim of the next result is to provide for these latter subclasses sufficient conditions expressed in terms of (σ, m, Π) that allow to identify them.

Theorem 1.9. (1) If ψ ∈ N_Θ then r = ϕ(∞) = ∞. Moreover, we have that

N_G = { ψ ∈ N ; σ^2 > 0 or lim_{u→∞} Π (_1 u ) ψ(u) > 0 } ⊆ N_Θ, where if σ^2 = 0 we have the following equivalent criterion in terms of the characteristic triplet

(1.16) lim_{u→∞} Π (_1 u ) ψ(u) > 0 ⇐⇒ lim_{y→0} y^2Π (y) ∫_y 0 Π(r)dr + my > 0.

(2) We also have (1.17) ψ ∈ N_α ⇐⇒ Π(y)^0∼ Γ(α + 1)C_αy^{−α} ⇐⇒ Π(y)^0∼ Γ(α)C_αy^{−α−1}, where we recall that C_α > 0.

(3) (a) N_P ⊂ ∩_{α∈(0,1)} ∪_{m≥1−} 1_α N_{α,m}.

(b) Let us write for (α, m) ∈ R = { (α, m); α ∈ (0, 1] and m ≥ 1 −^1_α } , U_{α,m}(y) = 1 Γ(α + 1) e^{−mαy} ( 1 − e^{− yα} )_{α−1} , y > 0, m_α = (αm + 1 − α)/α ≥ 0. Then, if ψ ∈ N \ N_P with

sup_{y>0} inf_{A∈(0,1)} ( Π(y) + m Π((1 − A)y) + m + U_{α,m}(y) U_{α,m}(Ay) ) ≤ 1 for some α ∈ (0, 1), m ≥ 1 −^1_α , then ψ ∈ N_{α,m}.

(c) For any (α, m) ∈ R, N_{α,m} ⊂ N_Θ with when ψ ∈ N_{α,m},^π_2 α ≤ Θ_ϕ ≤^π_2 . 10

The proofs of the first item (1) are given in Section 6.7. The second one follows from augmentation of the classical estimate stated in Proposition 4.1 (7) to ψ(u) = uϕ(u)^∞∼ u^2

∫^1_u 0 Π(y)dy+mu in the regularly varying case, combined with a standard Tauberian theorem, i.e. ∫_y 0 l(r) r^α dr 0∼ l(y)y^{α−1}, and the monotone density theorem. Items (3a) and (3b) are proved in Section 4.2, whereas item (3c) is part of the claim of Lemma 10.5 Remark 1.10. Note that, in fact, under the conditions of the item (3b) we shall prove that the mapping Φ_{α,m}(u) =^{ψ(u)}_{uϕRα,m(u)} ∈ B, see (4.1) for the definition of general Bernstein functions, which is thanks to Proposition 4.1(4), a stronger statement than the requirement that u → 1 Φ_{α,m}(u) is completely monotone.

1.3. Eigenvalue expansion and regularity of the gL semigroups. In order to state the next result regarding the spectral expansion and the regularity of the gL semigroups, we now introduce the following set which is the union of five sets of the form, for some linear space L ⊆ L^2(ν), set N ⊆ N and some T > 0 which may depend on ψ ∈ N , D^N_T (L) = {(ψ, f, t); ψ ∈ N , f ∈ L, t > T = T (ψ) > 0} which shall serve as the domains of the spectral operator

D = D^{NP}_0 (L^2(ν)) ∪ D^{NΘ}_{TΘϕ} (L^2(p_α)) ∪ D^{Nα}_{Tπα} (L^2(ν_γ )) ∪ D^{Nα}_{Tπα,ρα} (L^2(ν)) ∪ D^{NR}_{Tᾱ} (L^2(ν))

where, for any fixed α ∈ (0, 1) and any fixed γ > α + 1, we set

p_α(x) = x^{−α}, and ν_γ (x) = max ( ν(x), e^{−x} 1 γ ) , x > 0, and,

T_{Θϕ} = − ln sin Θ_ϕ, T_{πα} = − ln sin (π 2 α ) , T_{πα,ρα} = max ( T_{πα} , 1 + 1 ρ_α ) , T_ᾱ = − ln(2^ᾱ−1),

where, for each ψ ∈ N_R, ᾱ = sup { 0 < α ≤ 1; ∃ m >^1_α − 1 and ψ ∈ N_{α,m} } and ρ_α is the largest solution to the equation (1 − ρ)^{1α} cos

(_{arcsin(ρ)} α ) =^1_2 . We mention that the notions introduced above and the ones entering in the next claim are reviewed and discussed at length in Chapters 4 and 5. It is also part of the ensuing statements that all functions are well defined. Next, we set, W_ϕ(1) = 1 and, for n ∈ N,

(1.18) W_ϕ(n + 1) = n∏ k=1 ϕ(k), and recall that r = ∞ if σ^2 > 0, and, 0 < r = Π(0^+) + m ≤ ∞ otherwise, and, N_r = ⌈_{Π(0+)} r ⌉ − 1 ∈ [0, ∞] is the index of smoothness. Finally, we set the quantity

(1.19) d_ϕ = sup{u ≤ 0; ϕ(u) = −∞ or ϕ(u) = 0} and note that if ϕ(0) = 0 then necessarily d_ϕ = 0 and always d_ϕ ∈ (−∞, 0], see Proposition 4.1(3) for a justification. We are now ready to state the main result of this work. 11

Theorem 1.11. Let ψ ∈ N . Then, I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)), where ε(x) = ε_0(x) = e^{−x}, x > 0 (ε_0 is defined in Remark 1.3), and I_ϕ has a dense range, i.e. Ran(I_ϕ) = L^2(ν).

(1) For any (ψ, f, t) ∈ D ∪ D^{N∞}_0 (Ran(I_ϕ)), the following holds.

(a) We have

(1.20) P_tf = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}⟨f, V_n⟩_ν P_n in L^2(ν)

where, for all n ≥ 0,

P_n(x) = n∑ k=0 (−1)^k (_n k ) W_ϕ(k + 1) x^k ∈ L^2(ν),

(1.21)

and,

V_n(x) = R^{(n)}ν(x) ν(x) = 1 n! (x^nν(x))^{(n)} ν(x) ∈ L^2(ν).

(1.22)

(b) If in addition Π(0^+) < ∞, i.e. r < ∞, then, for any f ∈ Ran(I_ϕ), (t, x) → P_tf(x) ∈ C^∞ (C_r), with C_r = { (t, x) ∈ R^2_+ ; x ≤ rt } . (c) Otherwise, (t, x) → P_tf(x) ∈ C^∞ ((T, ∞) × R^+ ) (d) In both cases, for any non-negative integers k and p, we have d^k dt^k (P_tf)^{(p)}(x) = (−1)^k ∞∑ n=p n^ke^{−nt}⟨f, V_n⟩_ν P^{(p)}_n (x), (1.23)

where the series converges locally uniformly in (t, x) on the sets specified in (1b) and (1c).

(2) If ψ ∈ N^c_∞, then, we have for any f ∈ Ran(I_ϕ), (t, x) → P_tf(x) ∈ C^∞ (C_r). Moreover, we have, if N_r ≥ 0 (resp. N_r ≥ 1), that for any 0 ≤ n <^{Π(0+)}_{2r} (resp. n >^{Π(0+)}_{2r} ) V_n ∈ L^2(ν) (resp. /∈ L^2(ν)), and, regardless of the value of N_r, for any f ∈ Ran(I_ϕ) and t ≥ 0, P_tf = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}⟨I^†_ϕ f, L_n⟩_ε P_n in L^2(ν),

(1.24)

where I^†_ϕ is the pseudo-inverse of I_ϕ, see [7, p.234] for definition.

(3) The heat kernel. Let ψ ∈ N_Θ (resp. ψ ∈ N_R). Then, for all t > T_{Θϕ} = − ln sin Θ_ϕ (resp. t > T = T_ᾱ ∧ T_{Θϕ} ) the heat kernel is absolutely continuous with a density 12

(t, x, y) → P_t(x, y) ∈ C^∞ ( (T_{Θϕ} , ∞) × R^2_+ ) (resp. C^∞ ( (T , ∞) × R^2_+ ) ) and, for any nonnegative integers k, p, q, d^k dt^k P^{(p,q)}_t (x, y) = ∞∑ n=p (−n)^ke^{−nt} P^{(p)}_n (x) (V_n(y)ν(y))^{(q)} ,

(1.25)

where the series is locally uniformly convergent in (t, x, y) ∈ (T_{Θϕ} , ∞)×R^2_+ (resp. (T , ∞)× R^2_+ ). If in addition ν ∈ A (_π 2 ) , that is ν is analytical on C (_π 2 ) = {z ∈ C ; | arg z| <^π_2 }, then the expansion (1.25) is locally uniformly convergent even on t > 0. In particular,

this is the case when ψ ∈ N_P or lim_{n→∞} ln | | | | ∑_n k=0(−1)^k (^n_k)^{Wϕ(k+1)}

Γ(k+1) | | | | 2 √ n = −∞. This Theorem is proved in Chapter 12.

Remark 1.12. This main result suggests some interesting and substantial differences between the spectral expansion of NSA and self-adjoint operators. The phenomenon that, for some classes, the expansion in the full Hilbert space holds only for t bigger than a constant has been observed in the framework of Schrödinger operator, see [35], and is natural for non-normal operators. Indeed, in such a case, the spectral projections (1.26) P_nf = ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν P_n

are not uniformly bounded as a sequence of operators. The projections are not orthogonal anymore and the sequence of eigenfunctions does not form a Riesz basis of the Hilbert space, see [30] for definition and also the subsection 2.1 below. When compared to the spectral resolution of compact self-adjoint operators whose set of eigenfunctions forms an orthonormal basis of the Hilbert space, our study reveals that this requirement on the invariant subspace is, in general, too stringent. Indeed, even the range of the non-self adjoint operator, which is a linear subspace of the Hilbert space, can not be expanded into the invariant subspaces. These facts illustrate fundamental differences with the spectral reduction of self-adjoint Markov semigroups.

Remark 1.13. In line with the previous remark, it is worth pointing out that the smoothness of the density of the heat kernel (or of P_tf, the solution to the associated Cauchy problem) remains the same for all t bigger than a constant. This fact may reveal that the eigenvalues expansion of the type (1.25) may be uniformly convergent only after the threshold time when the smoothness is established. Indeed, there are interesting and various examples of transition densities of Markov processes (with jumps) which are continuous of order c(t) for some increasing functions c, see e.g. [84].

Remark 1.14. It is quite remarkable that our analysis allows to provide necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a sequence of co-eigenfunctions (at least for any ψ ∈ N_∞), a fact which requires not only smoothness properties of the invariant density but also very precise information about its small and large asymptotic behaviour along with its successive derivatives. Indeed, it is always difficult for non-local operators whose Lévy kernels span the whole set of Lévy measures to extract asymptotic properties beyond the classical regularly varying framework, or, the so-called stable-like case. We also indicate that the condition ψ ∈ N_∞ has a nice path interpretation since it means that the associated generalized Laguerre 13

process has paths either of infinite variation when σ > 0 or Π(0^+) = ∞, or, when σ = 0, of infinite activity in the sense that there are infinitely many jumps in any compact time interval.

Remark 1.15. We mention that the fascinating and powerful techniques, such as Malliavin calculus, Hörmander analysis and PIDE techniques, see e.g. [57], [84], [20] and [23], that have proved successful for studying the smoothness properties of the transition kernel of diffusions semigroups or some Lévy type semigroups, are not general enough to be applied in our context. This is due to either a lack of symmetry and/or non-homogeneity of the Lévy kernel, or, unboundness of the drift coefficient, or, the possible absence of diffusion part, or, simply the non-local feature of the generators. Our main results reveal that, in the context of non-local Markov semigroups, the spectral expansion is a more flexible approach to derive these delicate regularity properties. Of course, our approach goes much beyond this issue as we also manage to obtain, for f in some various linear spaces, the smoothness of P_tf, that is the solution to the Cauchy problem. It would be interesting to characterize for each operator what is the maximal domain for which the stated regularity properties hold.

Remark 1.16. We also observe from the space-time relationship between the self-similar semigroup (K_t)_{t≥0} and the gL semigroup given in (2) of Definition 1.1, that, under the condition of the item (3) above, K has an absolutely continuous (smooth) kernel, K_t(x, y), given by K_t(x, y) = ∞∑ n=0 (1 + t)^{−n−1}P_n(x)V_n ( y 1 + t ) ν ( y 1 + t )

where the series is locally uniformly convergent in (t, x, y) ∈ (e^T −1, ∞)×R^2_+ , where T is either T_{Θϕ} or T .

The next result furnishes expansions for the adjoint semi-group P^∗.

Theorem 1.17. (1) If ψ ∈ N_Θ (resp. ψ ∈ N_R), then for all t > T_{Θϕ} = − ln ( sin ( Θ_ϕ )) (resp. t > T = T_ᾱ ∧ T_{Θϕ} ) and any g ∈ L^2(ν),

(1.27) P^∗_t g(y) = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt} ⟨g, P_n⟩_ν V_n(y), where the series converges locally uniformly in y > 0.

(2) If ψ ∈ N_P with 0 < Π(0^+) < ∞, then for all g ∈ L^2(ν) and t > 0 (1.27) holds in L^2(ν).

This Theorem is proved in Chapter 12.

1.4. Convergence to equilibrium. There is a substantial and fascinating literature devoted to the study of the convergence to equilibrium of semigroups associated mainly to differential operators. In this framework, this problem has been investigated a lot under various coercive assumptions on the generator, such as spectral gap or logarithmic Sobolev inequalities, especially in the self-adjoint framework, see [3] and the references therein. In this direction, we mention that recently Miclo [69] has shown that a self-adjoint ergodic and hyperbounded Markov operator admits a spectral gap. Nevertheless, some recent works have identified asymptotic exponential convergence to equilibrium with bounds of the form m e^{−ct}, m, c > 0 and 14

t ≥ 0, when the generator satisfies some hypoelliptic type conditions. This phenomenon has been called hypocoercivity in Villani [100], and, has recently attracted more and more attention, see e.g. Desvillettes and Villani [40], Eckmann and Hairer [51], Gadat and Miclo [53], Baudoin [6] and Dolbeaut et al. [43]. Note that in this literature the constants above are not necessarily optimal and are in general difficult to identify. At this stage, it is worth pointing out that among the different rates of convergence that we obtain for the entire class of gL semigroups, we also observe, see (1.28) below, for the (small) perturbation class the aforementioned hypocoercivity behaviour and the spectral decomposition enables us to explain it in terms of the spectral gap and projection norms which is a natural extension to the classical spectral gap observed in the self-adjoint case. We refer to the remarks following the next statement for further discussion on this and on other identified rates.

Theorem 1.18. (1) Let ψ ∈ N . Then, for any f ∈ Ran(I_ϕ) ⊊ L^2(ν), we have for any t > 0, ||P_tf − νf||_ν ≤ C_{f,f} (ψ) e^{−t}||f − νf||_ν, where, writing f = I_ϕf, C_{f,f} (ψ) =^{|||Iϕ||| ||f−εf||ε}_{||f−νf||ν} ≥ 1 with |||I_ϕ||| = sup_{f∈L2(ε),f≠0}^{||Iϕf||ν}_{||f||ε} . (2) For any (ψ, f, t) ∈ D, there exist C_L > 0 and an integer k ≥ 0 such that for any t > T , ||P_tf − νf||_ν ≤ C_L2^{k2} √( 1 e^{2(t−T )} − 1 )_{(k)} ||f − νf||_L, where ||.||_L stands for the Hilbert space norm of L = L^2(p_α) if (ψ, f, t) ∈ D^{NΘ}_{TΘϕ} (L^2(p_α)) or of L = L^2(ν_γ ) if (ψ, f, t) ∈ D^{Nα}_{Tπα} (L^2(ν_γ )) or of L = L^2(ν) otherwise. When ψ ∈ N_R then k = 0 and L = L^2(ν).

(3) Finally, let ψ ∈ N_P . Then, for any ϵ > 0, there exists C_ϵ > 0 such that for any f ∈ L^2(ν) and t > ϵ > 0, we have that ||P_tf − νf||_ν ≤ C_ϵ √ e^{2t} − 1 ||f − νf||_ν . Moreover, if 0 < Π(0^+) < ∞, then m =^{m+Π(0+)}_{σ2} > d^+_ϵ = −(d_ϕ + ϵ)I_{{−dϕ>0}} ≥ 0 for some ϵ > 0, and, for any t > 0 and any f ∈ L^2(ν), the following bound ||P_tf − νf||_ν ≤ √ m + 1

d^+_ϵ + 1 e^{−t}||f − νf||_ν (1.28)

which holds with^{m+1}_{d+ϵ +1} ≥ 1 +^{Π(0+)}_{m+σ2 +ϵ} I_{{−dϕ>0}} +^{m+Π(0+)}_{σ2} I_{{d}+_{ϵ =dϕ=0}}.

Remark 1.19. At this stage, it is worth pointing out that we also observe in (1.28), for the (small) perturbation class the aforementioned hypocoercivity behaviour. The intertwining approach that we develop enables us to characterize and interpret the role played by the two constants: the rate of decay e^{−t} corresponds to the second largest eigenvalue, as in the classical self-adjoint setting, whereas the second constant

√_{m+1}

d^+_ϵ +1 may be interpreted as a measure of

the quality of the decomposition of the Hilbert space in terms of the (co-)invariant subspaces 15

naturally corresponding to the (co-)eigenfunctions. A particular justification for this is the estimate of the norm of the spectral projections as defined in (1.26), whose growth is in fact bounded by the order of the norms of the eigenfunctions and co-eigenfunctions, that is by ||P_n||_ν ||V_n||_ν = O (_{nm} n^{d+}ϵ ) . The rate of growth of these norms seems to measure the departure from the classical orthonormal basis.

Remark 1.20. In the general perturbation case, see Theorem 1.11 (3), the quality of the decomposition worsens and non-classical bounds on the speed of convergence to equilibrium of the type C_{ν,ϵ}(e^{2t} − 1)^{−1/2}, t > ϵ > 0, appear, for some constant C_{ν,ϵ} > 0 which could be computed from Chapter 10 and the proof of [80, Proposition 2.3].

Remark 1.21. Our results reveal additional interesting phenomena for this rate of convergence to equilibrium. Indeed, we identify more complex structure which involves different non-equivalent topologies. The estimate in Theorem 1.11(1) offers a classical spectral gap estimate but for functions in the range of the intertwining operator and against the topology of the reference self-adjoint semigroup which is not equivalent to the topology of L^2(ν), whereas item (2), when the quality of the decomposition of the Hilbert space improves, shows C_L(e^{2t} − 1)^{−1/2}, C_L > 0, t > T, speed of convergence against specific topologies. Thus, a general conclusion could be drawn to the effect that eventually the quality of decomposition of the Hilbert space is lost (item (2) and (3)), where this quality is measured by the rate of growth of the norms of the co-eigenfunctions, see (10.1), which shows slowest growth in the perturbation scenario and, (9.5) and (10.3), which reveal faster growth when we are strictly beyond perturbation. In turn we observe that in the latter scenario we notice that the speed of growth increases whenever the rate of convergence to infinity for small y of the tail of the Lévy measure Π(y) = ∫_∞ y Π(dr), slows down. We emphasize that, regardless of the latter, item (1) guarantees a classical speed of convergence against the topology of the self-adjoint semigroup.

1.5. Hilbert sequences and spectrum. We now present some substantial properties of the set of (co)-eigenfunctions and study in details the spectrum of the gL semigroups. This will follow from some general ideas, discussed in Chapter 11, that establish new and interesting connections between three different concepts: intertwining relation, Hilbert sequences arising in non-harmonic analysis and spectrum of non self-adjoint operators.

We start by introducing some definitions related to Hilbert sequences which can be found in the monographs of Young [104, Chap. 1]. Two sequences (P_n)_{n≥0} and (V_n)_{n≥0} are said to be biorthogonal in L^2(ν) if for any n, m ∈ N,

(1.29) ⟨P_n, V_m⟩_ν = δ_{nm}.

Moreover, a sequence that admits a biorthogonal sequence will be called minimal and a sequence that is both minimal and complete, in the sense that its linear span is dense in L^2(ν), will be called exact. It is easy to show that a sequence (P_n)_{n≥0} is minimal if and only if none of its elements can be approximated by linear combinations of the others. If this is the case, then a biorthogonal sequence will be uniquely determined if and only if (P_n)_{n≥0} is complete.

Next, we present some basic notions related to the concept of frames in Hilbert spaces. We point out that this generalization of orthogonal sequences has been introduced by Duffin and Schaeffer [47] in 1952 to study some deep problems in non-harmonic Fourier series and after 16

the fundamental paper [34] by Daubechies, Grossman and Meyer, frame theory began to be widely used, particularly in the more specialized context of wavelet frames and Gabor frames. A recent and thorough account on these Hilbert space sequences can be found in the book of Christensen [30].

A sequence (P_n)_{n≥0} in the Hilbert space L^2(ν) is a frame if there exist A, B > 0 such that the frame inequalities (1.30) A||f||^2_ν ≤ ∞∑ n=0 |⟨f, P_n⟩_ν |^2 ≤ B||f||^2_ν hold, for all f ∈ L^2(ν). If only the upper bound exists, (P_n)_{n≥0} is called a Bessel sequence. A frame sequence is always complete in the Hilbert space and when it is minimal, it is called a Riesz sequence. The latter are very useful objects as they share substantial properties with orthonormal sequences. Indeed, a Riesz sequence always admits a unique biorthogonal sequence (V_n)_{n≥0} which is also a Riesz sequence and both together form the so-called Riesz basis. Moreover, the expansion in terms of the Riesz basis of any element of the Hilbert space is unique and convergent in the topology of the norm. When (P_n)_{n≥0} is a Bessel sequence, that is only the upper frame condition in (1.30) is satisfied, then the so-called synthesis operator, that is the linear operator S : ℓ^2(N) → L^2(ν) defined by

(1.31) S : c = (c_n)_{n≥0} → S(c) = ∞∑ n=0 c_nP_n is a bounded operator with norm ||S||_ν ≤ √ B, that is, the series is norm convergent for any sequence in ℓ^2(N). However, S is not in principle onto as the (P_n)_{n≥0} does not form in general a basis of the Hilbert space.

Finally, we say that a sequence (V_n)_{n≥0} in L^2(ν) is a Riesz-Fischer sequence if there exists a constant B > 0 such that B ∑_∞ n=0 |c_n|^2 ≤ || ∑_∞ n=0 c_nV_n||^2_ν for all finite scalar sequences (c_n)_{n≥0}.

We proceed by recalling a few definitions concerning the spectrum of linear operators and we refer to [49, XV.8] for a thorough account on these objects. First, a complex number λ ∈ S(P ), the spectrum of the linear operator P ∈ B(L^2(ν)), if P − λI does not have an inverse in L^2(ν) with the following three distinctions:

• λ ∈ S_p(P ), the point spectrum, if Ker(P − λI) ≠ {0}.

• λ ∈ S_c(P ), the continuous spectrum, if Ker(P − λI) = {0} and Ran(P − λI) = L^2(ν) but Ran(P − λI) ⊊ L^2(ν).

• λ ∈ S_r(P ), the residual spectrum, if Ker(P − λI) = {0} and Ran(P − λI) ⊊ L^2(ν).

Clearly, S(P ) = S_p(P ) ∪ S_c(P ) ∪ S_r(P ). Let λ ∈ S_p(P ) be an isolated eigenvalue. Then its geometric multiplicity, denoted by M_g(λ, P ) is computed as follows

(1.32) M_g(λ, P ) = dim Ker(P − λI), 17

that is the dimension of the corresponding eigenspace. Its algebraic multiplicity, denoted by M_a(λ, P ) is defined by

(1.33) M_a(λ, P ) = dim ∞⋃ k=1 Ker(P − λI)^k. Note that always M_g(λ, P ) ≤ M_a(λ, P ). We are now ready to state both interesting properties satisfied by the sequence of eigenfunctions and co-eigenfunctions when viewed as sequences in Hilbert space and information on the structure of the spectrum of gL semigroups. These claims are proved in Chapter 11.

Theorem 1.22. (1) Let ψ ∈ N . Then, Span(P_n) = L^2(ν) and (P_n)_{n≥0} is a Bessel sequence but it is not a Riesz basis in L^2(ν).

(2) Let us now assume that ψ ∈ N_∞. Then, the sequence (V_n)_{n≥0} is a minimal Riesz- Fischer sequence in L^2(ν) and (P_n)_{n≥0} is exact. Moreover, (V_n)_{n≥0} is the unique sequence biorthogonal to (P_n)_{n≥0} in L^2(ν).

(3) Assume that ψ ∈ N_P ∪ N^{dϕ}_{α,m} where

(1.34) N^{dϕ}_{α,m} = { ψ ∈ N_{α,m}; d_ϕ < 1 − m 2 − 1 2α }

Then, Span(V_n) = L^2(ν) and hence (V_n)_{n≥0} is also exact and (P_n)_{n≥0} is its unique biorthogonal sequence in L^2(ν).

(4) Let t ≥ 0 and write E_t = {e^{−nt}, n ≥ 0}. (a) Then, for any ψ ∈ N , we have E_t ⊆ S_p(P_t) and S_r(P_t) = ∅.

(b) Moreover, if ψ ∈ N_∞, then E_t ⊆ S_p(P^∗_t ) with M_a(e^{−nt}, P^∗_t ) = M_g(e^{−nt}, P^∗_t ) = 1.

(c) If ψ ∈ N_P ∪ N^{dϕ}_{α,m}, where we recall that the latter class is defined in (1.34), then E_t = S_p(P_t) = S_p(P^∗_t ), and M_a(e^{−nt}, P_t) = M_a(e^{−nt}, P^∗_t ) = 1 and S_r(P_t) = S_r(P^∗_t ) = ∅.

(d) Finally, if ψ ∈ N^c_∞ with N_r ≥ 1 , then { e^{−nt}, 0 ≤ n < Π(0^+) 2r } ⊆ S_p(P^∗_t ) and { e^{−nt}, n > Π(0^+) 2r } ⊆ S_r(P^∗_t ).

This Theorem is proved in Chapter 12.

Remark 1.23. Although we are able to provide precise information regarding the spectrum of the gL semigroups, the characterization of their full spectrum seems to be a delicate issue. We refer to Chapter 11 for interesting and detailed discussions regarding the spectrum of operators linked by an intertwining operator.

1.6. Plan of the paper. We now describe the contents of the remaining parts of the paper whose main purpose is merely to prove Theorem 1.11, that is to establish the statements related to the spectral expansions of gL semigroups. The length of the paper may be explained by the complexity of the problem that forces us to develop adequate mathematical tools almost from scratch. We emphasize that these new results may be of independent interests in a variety of contexts such as probability theory, the study of functional equations, asymptotic analysis, non-harmonic analysis, special functions and functional analysis. More specifically, we have the following organization.

• Strategy of proof and auxiliary results. Chapter 2 is a high-level description of our methodology whose main comprehensive ideas could be used to study the spectral representation of more general Markov semigroups. We also sate a short version of the substantial results that are required to prove the main results. This part also includes the proof of Theorem 1.6(1) along with some preliminaries results on gL semigroups that are both useful for the remaining part of the paper and also easy to prove by merely adapting some results that can be found in the literature.

• Examples. Chapter 3 is devoted to the description of some specific examples which illustrate the variety of results we obtained ranging from the self-adjoint class, the perturbation cases to the pure compound Poisson case.

• New developments in the theory of Bernstein functions. In Chapter 4, we present some known and new results regarding the convex cone of Bernstein functions which are essential to develop a fine and detailed analysis of gL semigroups. The new claims vary from new asymptotic estimates on the complex and (positive) real lines, to a new mapping leaving some subset of Bernstein functions invariant. Since this set of functions is central in a variety of contexts, ranging from potential theory, probability theory, operator theory to complex analysis, we gather and prove these results in one chapter.

• Fine properties of the density of the invariant measure. We start Chapter 5 by providing a simple but useful mapping relating the class of invariant densities to a subset of the substantial and well-studied class of positive self-decomposable variables. This connection enables us to use the work of Sato and Yamazato [91] to derive some fine distributional properties of the invariant densities. We proceed by deepen their study by providing the small exponential asymptotic decay of the densities along with their successive derivatives of this latter class by showing that they satisfy the several and delicate conditions of a non-classical Tauberian theorem which was originally proved by Baalkema et al. [4] and that we extend to fit to our framework. Moreover, by resorting to the theory of excursions of Lévy processes, we derive very precise bounds for the large asymptotic behaviour of these densities. 19

• Bernstein-Weierstrass products and Mellin transforms. In Chapter 6, we carry out an in-depth study of the functional equation M_{Vψ} (z + 1) = ϕ(z)M_{Vψ} (z) valid in the right-half plane that is satisfied by the Mellin transform of the invariant measure. This part complements Webster’s fascinating investigation in [103] on the positive real line of similar functional equations. It includes an analytical extension to the righthalf plane as well as description of the precise asymptotic behaviour along imaginary lines of a class of generalized Weierstrass products in bijection with the convex cone of Bernstein functions. This class encompasses many special functions that have appeared in different contexts in the literature and our approach provides a unified framework to their study and a common set of quantities describing their properties.

• Intertwining relations and a set of eigenfunctions. In Chapter 7, we first develop a factorization of Markov operators which turns out to be essential in the derivation of the intertwining relation between the gL semigroups and the classical Laguerre one. It also plays an important role in proving the continuity property of the intertwining operator between appropriate non-trivial weighted Hilbert spaces. From the intertwining relation we construct a sequence of polynomials which corresponds to a set of eigenfunctions for the gL semigroups. We also prove that the latter forms a Bessel sequence in L^2(ν), an object which has been introduced in non-harmonic analysis as a generalization of the concept of a basis in Hilbert space. We also show that the polynomials are the Jensen polynomials of some entire function and exploit this connection to derive an upper bound for large orders of these polynomials in terms of the maximum modulus of the associated function.

• Co-eigenfunctions: existence and characterization. In Chapter 8, we first resort to the theory of distributions in the setting of the Mellin transform to characterize, in terms of the Rodrigues operator, the co-eigenfunctions. Using the precise information regarding the densities of the invariant measure obtained in the previous chapters, we provide (almost) necessary and sufficient conditions for the co-eigenfunctions to belong to the weighted Hilbert space L^2(ν).

• Uniform and norms estimates of the co-eigenfunctions. Chapter 9 contains the proof of two asymptotic estimates for large values of n for the norm of co-eigenfunctions considered in different topologies. The first one is based on a saddle-point approximation which applies for the class N_Θ, whereas the second one relies on upper bounds for the co-eigenfunction that we derive by exploiting very precise information regarding the location of zeros of the successive derivatives of the invariant density.

• The concept of reference semigroups: L^2(ν)-norm estimates and completeness of the set of co-eigenfunctions. We develop in Chapter 10 the concept of reference semigroups. It consists in identifying gL semigroups P which satisfy the following two criteria. First, their special structure permits to study their spectral reduction in detail. Furthermore, there exists a subclass of gL semigroups such that for each element in this class we have the adjoint intertwining relation P^∗_t Λ^∗ = Λ^∗P^∗_t where Λ^∗ is the adjoint of a bounded operator between appropriate weighted Hilbert spaces. Although this approach may be extended to more general classes, we present in this part two different reference semigroups, which allow, in particular, to deal with 20

the spectral expansion in the full Hilbert space of the perturbation class, that is when ψ ∈ N_P . We describe two important applications of the reference concept regarding probably the two most technical difficulties of this work, namely the estimates of the L^2(ν) norm of the sequence of co-eigenfunctions V_n and their completeness in L^2(ν).

• Hilbert sequences, intertwining and spectrum. In this Chapter, we gather new developments in the study of the spectrum of linear operators linked by an intertwining relation. In particular, we establish some interesting and new connections between the concepts of intertwining relation, Hilbert sequences arising in non-harmonic analysis and spectrum of non self-adjoint operators.

• Proof of Theorems 1.11, 1.17 and 1.18. The last Chapter contains the last arguments required to complete the lengthy proofs of Theorems 1.11, 1.17 and 1.18.

1.7. Notation, conventions and general facts.

1.7.1. Functional spaces. Throughout, we denote by L^2(R_+ ) the Hilbert space of square integrable Lebesgue measurable functions on R_+ endowed with the inner product ⟨f, g⟩ = ∫_∞ 0 f(x)g(x)dx and the associated norm ||.||. For any weight function ν defined on R_+ , i.e. a non-negative Lebesgue measurable function, we denote by L^2(ν) the weighted Hilbert space endowed with the inner product ⟨f, g⟩_ν = ∫_∞ 0 f(x)g(x)ν(x)dx and its corresponding norm ||.||_ν .

Similarly, we use the standard notation for the functional spaces L^p(ν), for p ∈ [1, ∞]. We preserve L^p(R) and L^p(R_+ ) for the case when ν ≡ 1.

For any E ⊆ R, we use C^k(E), for k ≥ 0, k ∈ N∪{∞}, for functions with k continuous derivatives on E and write simply C(E) = C^0(E). Additionally, we denote by C^k_0 (R) (resp. C^k_0(R_+ )) the subspaces of functions of C^k(R) (resp. C^k(R_+ )), all of whose k derivatives and the functions themselves vanish at infinity. We also consider the spaces C^k_b (R) (resp. C^k_b (R_+ )), i.e. the space of functions with k continuous, bounded derivatives. We reserve C^∞_c (R) and C^∞_c (R_+ ) for all infinitely differentiable functions with compact support in R and R_+ . Also C^2([−∞, ∞]) stands for the space of functions f ∈ C^2(R) which along with their first and second derivatives admit a limit at ±∞. Furthermore we denote by B_b(R) and B_b(R_+ ) the corresponding spaces of bounded measurable functions.

We also write for Banach spaces H_1, H_2

B(H_1, H_2) = {L : H_1 → H_2 linear and continuous mapping}.

In the case of one Banach space H, the unital Banach algebra B(H, H) is denoted by B(H).

1.7.2. Complex plane, strips and analytic functions. We use C for the complex plane and C_± for the half planes with ℜ(z) ≥ 0 and ℜ(z) ≤ 0. For any −∞ ≤ a < a ≤ ∞ we define vertical strips of the complex plane by C_{(a,a)} = {z ∈ C ; a < ℜ(z) < a} and, for any a ∈ R, we denote by C_a = {z ∈ C ; ℜ(z) = a} the vertical complex lines. 21

For −∞ ≤ a < a ≤ ∞, denote by A_{(a,a)} the set of analytic functions on C_{(a,a)} and by A_{[a,a)} ⊂ A_{(a,a)} the set of analytic functions which have a continuous extension on C_a . Similarly, we define A_{[a,a]} and A_{(a,a]}. Finally, for any θ ∈ (0, π), we denote by A(θ) the set of analytic functions on C (θ) = {z ∈ C ; | arg z| < θ}.

1.7.3. Asymptotic behaviour. We use the following notation

f ≍ g means that ∃ c > 0 such that c ≤ f g ≤ c^{−1}, f^a∼ g means that lim_{x→a} f(x) g(x) = 1, for some a ∈ R ∪ {±∞} , f^a= O (g) means that lim_{x→a} | |f(x) g(x) | | < ∞, f^a= o (g) means that lim_{x→a} | | | f(x) g(x) | | | = 0. We say that a function l is slowly varying at a ∈ {0} ∪ {∞} if, for any y > 0, lim_{x→a} l(yx) l(x) = 1.

We then say that f ∈ RV_α(a), i.e. f is regularly varying of index α ∈ R at a, if (1.35) f(x) = x^αl(x) where l is slowly varying at a. Note that the class of slowly varying functions at a coincides with RV_0(a). We refer to [17] for a complete account of the theory of regularly varying functions.

1.7.4. Random variables and Mellin tranforms. Recall that a random variable is a measurable mapping X : Ω → R from a probability space (Ω, P) endowed with a σ-algebra to R endowed with the Borel σ-algebra. In this work we mostly consider mappings restricted to R_+ , i.e. X : Ω → R_+ . In the latter case the Mellin transform is introduced via M_X (z) = E [ X^{z−1} ] and it is well defined at least for z ∈ C_1 , i.e. when z = 1 + ib, b ∈ R. If M_X (z) is defined, absolutely integrable and uniformly decaying to zero along the lines of the strip z ∈ C_{(a,a)}, for a < 1 < a, the Mellin inversion theorem applies and gives, for a < a < a and x > 0,

(1.36) υ(x) = 1 2πi ∫_{a+i∞} a−i∞ x^{−z}M_X (z)dz, where, by dominated convergence, υ ∈ C_0(R_+ ) and it is the density of X, i.e. P(X ∈ dx) = υ(x)dx. We write M_υ = M_X . If for any fixed a ∈ (a, a) and some θ ∈ (0, π],

(1.37) |M_υ (a + ib)| = O ( e^{−θ|b|} ) then a dominated convergence argument applied to (1.36) yields that υ ∈ A(θ). 22

Moreover if, for some n ∈ N, M_υ is well-defined in C_{(a, a)}, then M_υ(n) (z) = (−1)^n(z − n)_nM_υ(z − n) is well-defined in C_{(a+n, a+n)}, where (z − n)_n =^{Γ(z)}_{Γ(z−n)} = (z − 1) . . . (z − n + 1), see [70, Chap. 11, (11.7.6)]. If, in addition, z → z^nM_υ(z − n), for some n ∈ N, is absolutely integrable and uniformly decaying along the complex lines of the strip C_{(a+n,a+n)}, then we have, for a + n < a < a + n and x > 0,

(1.38) υ^{(n)}(x) =

(−1)^n 2πi ∫_{a+i∞} a−i∞ x^{−z}(z − n)_nM_υ(z − n)dz and by dominated convergence again υ^{(n)} ∈ C_0(R_+ ). Finally, we also use the L^2-theory of Mellin transform and in particular the Parseval identity which reads off, for υ ∈ L^2(R_+ ), as

(1.39) ||υ||^2 = ∫_∞ −∞ | | |M^υ ( 1 2 + ib )| | | 2 db 2π . We refer to the monographs [70] and [74] for excellent accounts on Mellin transforms.

Acknowledgments. The authors are indebted to an anonymous referee for a careful reading of the manuscript and for the valuable and constructive suggestions and comments that improve substantially the presentation and the quality of the paper. The first author would like to thank Y. Bakhtin, A. Lejay, P.-L. Lions, A. Rouault, L. Saloff-Coste and D. Talay for stimulating and encouraging discussions on some of the topics of this work. Special thanks to D. Talay who has kindly and recurrently suggested to study the convergence to equilibrium. The second author would like to thank E.B. Davies for bringing several interesting references to his attention, M. Kolb for fruitful discussions and insights, and not the least the first author and his family for their hospitality which often accommodated the process of this work.

2. Strategy of proofs and auxiliary results

The aim of this section is two-fold. On the one hand, its primary purposes are to describe, in a synthetic way, the methodology we have developed to obtain the eigenvalues expansions stated in Theorem 1.11, to consider the main ideas underpinning the proof of the main results and to discuss the technical difficulties we had to overcome. On the other hand, both for the reader’s convenience and to give flavour on the type of results we have derived, we also state, in general without proof, several interesting supplementary results. They could be of independent interest in a variety of contexts at the interplay between probability theory, the study of functional equations, asymptotic analysis, non-harmonic analysis, special functions and functional analysis. We wish to point out at this stage that the remaining parts of the paper contain additional interesting but more specific claims regarding the objects we are dealing with. We also mention them in this part.

2.1. Outline of our methodology.

1. Intertwining relations. The first main idea is to identify a commutation relation between the NSA gL semigroups and the semigroup of a self-adjoint operator which admits a known spectral resolution. This is achieved by establishing an intertwining relation between the class of gL semigroups and the classical Laguerre semigroup Q = (Q_t)_{t≥0}, a self-adjoint operator in L^2(ε) with ε(x) = e^{−x}, x > 0, whose main properties are reviewed in Example 3.1 below. More precisely, after recalling that for any ψ(u) = uϕ(u) ∈ N , we define, from 1.13, the Markov operator I_ϕf(x) = E [f(xI_ϕ)] where I_ϕ = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−ηt} dt, we have the following statement which is a short version of Theorem 7.1

Theorem 2.1. Let ψ ∈ N . Then, I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)) and in L^2(ε),

(2.1) P_tI_ϕf = I_ϕQ_tf. Moreover I_ϕ is not bounded from below.

We prove this relation in a couple of steps utilizing that (2.1) can be reduced to the proof of a special multiplicative factorization linking the invariant measures of the involved semigroups, see [24, Proposition 3.2], and the injectivity on appropriate Hilbert/Banach spaces of the multiplicative operator I_ϕ. First, we derive the desired multiplicative factorization and then, by showing that the Mellin transform of ν, the density of the invariant measure, is zerofree on the imaginary line we deduce the injectivity of I_ϕ by means of a Wiener Tauberian theorem combined with a standard approximation argument. This zero-free property is extracted from a generalized Weierstrass product representation of this Mellin transform, see (6.1), which is characterized as a solution to a Gamma type functional equation of the form M(z + 1) = ϕ(z)M(z), where ϕ stands for the descending ladder height exponent associated to ψ, that is a Bernstein function, see (1.9). This result has been announced in the note [79]. We mention that, for instance, when considering the trivial Bernstein function ϕ(u) = u, i.e. ψ(u) = u^2, this Weierstrass product boils down to the infinite product representation of the Gamma function itself. We also point out that the proof of I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)), that is the continuity property between weighted Hilbert spaces is in general a difficult problem. By means of the Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem for Mellin transform, see [89], one can show, from the 24

asymptotic behaviour of its Mellin multiplier, see Theorem 6.2 below, that a Markov operator is bounded from L^2(p_α), where p_α(x) = x^{−α}, x, α > 0, into itself. One classical approach is to consider weights which belong to the so-called class of Muchkenboupt, the conditions of which are not satisfied by ε. Instead, the multiplicative factorization of Markov operators that we establish, allows us to derive by a simple application of the Jensen inequality the contraction property of the Markov operator I_ϕ.

The idea of intertwining relation between Markov semigroups is not new and can be traced back to the works of Dynkin [50] and Rogers and Pitman [85] which yield such relation between a Brownian motion in R^n and its radial part, the Bessel process of dimension n. This device, which is always difficult to identify, has also been used by Diaconis and Fill [41] in relation with strong uniform times, by Carmona, Petit and Yor [25] in relation to the so-called selfsimilar saw tooth-processes, and, more recently by Fill [52] for an elegant characterization of the distribution of the first passage time of some Markov chains, by Borodin and Corwin [21] in the context of Macdonald processes, by Pal and Shkolnikov [72] for linking diffusion operators, and, by Patie and Simon [83] to relate classical fractional operators.

On the other hand, this type of commutation relation between linear operators has been also intensively studied in functional analysis in the context of differential operators. This approach culminated in the work of Delsarte and Lions [38] who showed the existence of a transmutation operator between differential operators of the same order and acting on the space of entire functions. The transmutation operator, which plays the role of the intertwining operator, is in fact an isomorphism on this space. This property is very useful for the spectral reduction of these operators since it allows to transfer the spectral objects. We mention that Delsarte and Lions’s development has been intensively used in scattering theory and in the theory of special functions, see e.g. Carroll and Gilbert [26].

In the context of this paper, the situation is more delicate, since on the one hand, the operators are non-local, and, on the other hand, the intertwining operator I_ϕ is not in general an isomorphism. Perhaps, that is the price to pay in order to relate a non-local and non-symmetric operator to a self-adjoint and local (differential) operator. It is also worth mentioning that intertwining relations go beyond perturbation theory of self-adjoint operators. Indeed, it may relate the self-adjoint classical Laguerre semigroup, i.e. σ^2 > 0, m = 0, Π(R) = 0 to a NSA semigroup without a diffusion part, that is when σ^2 = 0, m > 0, Π(R) > 0 in (1.6). As far as the authors know, the intertwining theory has not been exploited for dealing with the spectral representations of Markov semigroups, or more generally of NSA linear operators, which is rather surprising, as it seems to be a promising and natural technique as the following lines hope to illustrate convincingly.

2. A set of eigenfunctions. From the intertwining identity (2.1), we easily get that, for each n ∈ N, P_n = I_ϕL_n, with L_n the classical Laguerre polynomials defined in (3.4), satisfy

(2.2) P_tP_n = P_tI_ϕL_n = I_ϕQ_tL_n = e^{−nt}I_ϕL_n = e^{−nt}P_n

and since I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)) but it is not bounded from below, we obtain with the notions introduced in Section 1.5 the following. 25

Theorem 2.2. Let ψ ∈ N . (P_n)_{n≥0} is a Bessel sequence in L^2(ν) of eigenfunctions for P_t but it is not a Riesz basis in L^2(ν). We also have, for any n ∈ N,

(2.3) ||P_n||_ν = O (1) and | |P^{(p)}_n (x) | | = O ( n^{p+ 12} e^{xr n} ) where the last bound holds for large n, any integer p and x > 0 and we recall that r = ∞ if σ^2 > 0, and, 0 < r = Π(0^+) + m ≤ ∞ otherwise.

A more detailed version of this Theorem is Theorem 7.3.

3. A first spectral expansion. From the intertwining identity (2.1) and the expansion (3.2) of the classical Laguerre semigroup, one gets, by means of the continuity property of I_ϕ and of the synthesis operator S defined in (1.31), the following first expansion of P . Theorem 2.3. Let ψ ∈ N . Then, for any f ∈ Ran(I_ϕ) and t ≥ 0,

(2.4) P_tf = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}c^†_n(f) P_n in L^2(ν),

where c^†_n(f) = ⟨I^†_ϕf, L_n⟩_ε and we recall that I^†_ϕ is the pseudo-inverse of I_ϕ.

4. Existence and characterization of a set of co-eigenfunctions. With the aim of extending the domain of the spectral operator, i.e. the linear operator appearing on the righthand side of (2.4), we proceed by first investigating the existence and the characterization of a set of co-eigenfunctions, that is, eigenfunctions for the adjoint semigroup P^∗. More specifically, we say that, for some t > 0 and n ≥ 0, V_n is a co-eigenfunction for P_t, or equivalently, an eigenfunction for its adjoint P^∗_t in L^2(ν), associated to the eigenvalue e^{−nt} if V_n ∈ L^2(ν) and P^∗_t V_n = e^{−nt}V_n, which can be rephrased as, for any f ∈ L^2(ν), ⟨f, P^∗_t V_n⟩_ν = ⟨P_tf, V_n⟩_ν = e^{−nt}⟨f, V_n⟩_ν . We state the following which summarizes the results that are presented in Chapter 8. Theorem 2.4. Let ψ ∈ N and denote by I^∗_ϕ the adjoint of I_ϕ. Then I^∗_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)) and in L^2(ν), for any t ≥ 0, (2.5) I^∗_ϕP^∗_t f = Q_tI^∗_ϕf. Moreover, for any n ∈ N, the equation in L^2(ν) (2.6) I^∗_ϕg = L_n

has a unique solution (resp. no solution) given by V_n(x) =^{R(n)ν(x)}_{ν(x)} =^{(xnν(x))(n)}_{n!ν(x)} =^{wn(x)}_{ν(x)} if 0 ≤ n <^{Π(0+)}_{2r} (resp. if 1 ≤ N_r < ∞ and n >^{Π(0+)}_{2r} ).

First, we observe that if V_n is solution of (2.6) then, from the intertwining relation (2.5) it is indeed a co-eigenfunction of P , or an eigenfunction for its adjoint semigroup. Note that when such a solution does not exit for some n then e^{−nt}, the corresponding eigenvalue for P_t belongs to the residual spectrum of P^∗_t . 26

The questions of existence and characterization of the solution to the equation (2.6) is extremely delicate as it requires the description of the range of I^∗_ϕ and of its unbounded inverse and also to deal with the complex s structure of the weighted Hilbert space. As opposed to the self-adjoint framework where such a question is obvious, there do not seem to exist any results in the literature ensuring the (non)-existence of this set of co-eigenfunctions. To overcome this difficulty, we implement the following two-steps program. First, by considering the formal adjoint of I_ϕ in L^2(R_+ ), we transfer equation (2.6) defined in L^2(ν) into a Mellin convolution equation that can be studied in L^2(R_+ ) or even in the sense of Mellin distribution, see (8.11) below for a precise statement. Then, by means of Mellin transform techniques we study this latter equation to obtain, in the distributional sense, necessary and sufficient conditions for existence, uniqueness and description of its solution. In particular, we get a characterization in terms of the Rodrigues operator acting on the density of the invariant measures ν. Then, applying the variety of results on ν (smoothness, positivity, small and large asymptotic equivalents or bounds) developed in Chapter 5, we obtain (almost) necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a unique solution to the original equation (2.6) considered in the Hilbert space L^2(ν). It is worth pointing out that the intensive study that we carry out on the density of the invariant measure includes some innovative techniques that could be used in a larger context. For instance, the large asymptotic behaviour of ν together with its successive derivatives of any order stems on a generalized version of a non-classical Tauberian theorem which was initially proved by Balkema et al. [4] and that we state in Proposition 5.26. We simply mention that the establishment of the ultimate log-convexity property of the density and its derivatives is one of the several delicate Tauberian conditions. To the best of our knowledge, it seems that it is the first instance that can be found in the literature of a class of probability densities and its successive derivatives, for which such precise description of the (exponential) asymptotic decay is available at real rather than log-scale, i.e. for ln ν(x, ∞). Finally, the small asymptotic behaviour of ν and its derivatives, is investigated by an appeal to the Itô’s excursion theory for Lévy processes, which in its own right is a new and interesting result.

5. Extension of the domain of the spectral operator. Finally, we address the following three issues. The first one consists in characterizing the domain D of the spectral operator S that is defined as

(2.7) S_tf = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}⟨f, V_n⟩_ν P_n, and D is the union of domains of the form, for some T > 0, linear space L ⊆ L^2(ν) and N ⊆ N , (2.8) D^N_T (L) = {(ψ, f, t); ψ ∈ N , f ∈ L and t ∈ (T = T (ψ), ∞)} .

Note that, since for any (ψ, f, T ) ∈ D, c_t(f) = (e^{−nt}⟨f, V_n⟩_ν )_{n≥0} ∈ ℓ^2(N), the continuity property of the synthesis operator S in (1.31) entails that for any t > T , S_tf = S(c_t(f)) ∈ L^2(ν). The next step is to find conditions for the identity S_tf = P_tf to hold in L^2(ν). Although the operators coincide on a dense domain of L^2(ν), it may not be obvious to show that any extension of S_t is bounded in L^2(ν). We shall design in Chapter 12 a specific methodology for each subdomain that deals with this issue. Finally, we are interested to establish conditions under which the spectral operator (2.7) along with its space-time partial derivatives converge locally 27

uniformly? Although the Hilbert space topology is natural for the spectral decomposition of the operator, the locally uniform convergence enables to derive regularity properties for the semigroups and the solution to the associated Cauchy problem. In the same vein, similar issues may be addressed for the heat kernel.

In order to characterize the domain D, we resort to the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality that leads us to find upper bounds for the co-eigenfunctions V_n which may be considered in different topologies. We emphasize that it is a very difficult problem to obtain these bounds as it requires precise information regarding the uniform asymptotic behaviour for large n of V_n. We point out that there is a rich and fascinating literature on uniform asymptotic expansions of the Laguerre polynomials which reveals already that this issue, even in a simple case with explicit expression and several representations at hand, is far from being trivial, see e.g. [95] and [96] for a thorough description. We present below the different bounds we manage to extract for each of the subdomain defining D.

Theorem 2.5. (1) Let ψ ∈ N_Θ and recall that T_{Θϕ} = − ln sin Θ_ϕ and p_α(x) = x^{−α}, x > 0, α ∈ [0, 1). Then, we have, for any ϵ > 0 and n large, uniformly on x > 0, x^a|w_n(x)| = O ( n^{12 −a}e^{(TΘϕ +ϵ)n} ) , a > d_ϕ, (2.9) | | | | w^n p_α | | | | p_α = O ( n^{12 −a}e^{(TΘϕ +ϵ)n} ) , d_ϕ < a < α + 1 2 . (2.10)

(2) Let ψ ∈ N_α and recall that T_{πα} = − ln sin (_π 2 α ) and ν_γ (x) = max(ν(x), e^{−x} 1 γ ), γ > 1+α.

Then, for large n and for any ϵ > 0, we have that | | | | | | w_n ν_γ | | | | | |_{νγ} = O ( n^{12 −a}e^{(Tπα +ϵ)n} ) , a > d_ϕ, (2.11) ||V_n||_ν = O ( e^{(Tπα,ρα +ϵ)n} ) . (2.12) T_{πα,ρα} = max ( T_{πα} , 1 +^1_{ρα} ) , where ρ_α is the largest root of (1 − ρ)^{1α} cos

(_{arcsin(ρ)} α ) =^1_2 .

(3) Let ψ ∈ N_P . Then, for any ϵ > 0 and large n, ||V_n||_ν = O (e^{ϵn}) . (2.13)

If in addition Π(0^+) < ∞ then, recalling that m =^{m+Π(0+)}_{σ2} , we have for large n,

(2.14) ||V_n||_ν = O (n^m) .

(4) Let ψ ∈ N_{α,m} with (α, m) ∈ R = { (α, m); α ∈ (0, 1] and m ≥ 1 −^1_α } . Then, for large n, with T_α = − ln(2^α − 1), we have that ||V_n||_ν = O ( e^{Tαn} ) . (2.15)

To derive these bounds we develop several approaches which are of different nature.

For the first one, to obtain the bound (2.10) when ψ ∈ N_Θ, we are able to apply a classical saddle-point approximation to the Mellin-Barnes integral representation of w_n = V_nν. This 28

latter is expressed in terms of the Mellin transform of ν that we study in-depth in Chapter 4 which includes its characterization as an infinite product generalizing the classical Weierstrass product representation of the gamma function.

A second path that we follow relies on a fine study of the locations of the real zeros of the successive derivatives of ν. This approach necessitates detailed information regarding the Itô’s excursion measure of some Lévy processes, which forces us to specialize to the regularly varying case. Once the distribution of the real zeros of the derivatives of ν is approximated, one uses the basic theorem of calculus to first provide uniform estimates for |V_n(x)| and then deduce bounds for^{Vnν}_{νγ} in the topology of the Hilbert space L^2(ν_γ ).

Still focussing on the regularly varying case, we develop a complex analytical approach based on the Phragmenn-Lindelöf principle to establish upper bounds on |V_n(x)| yielding to precise L^2(ν)-norm estimates for V_n.

Finally, the last methodology is based on new structural ideas that we name the concept of reference semigroups. It consists on identifying gL semigroups P which satisfy the following two criteria. First, their special structure permits to study their spectral reduction in details, including information regarding the asymptotic behavior of the norm of co-eigenfunctions and the completeness of their sequence. On the other hand, a reference semigroup intertwines with a subclass of gL semigroups in such way that these properties can be easily transferred to a priori intractable subclass of gL semigroups. For instance, there should exist a subclass of gL semigroups such that for each element in this class we have the adjoint intertwining relation P^∗_t Λ^∗ = Λ^∗P^∗_t , where Λ^∗ is the adjoint of a bounded operator between appropriate weighted Hilbert spaces.

We describe two important applications of the reference concept regarding probably the two most technical difficulties of this work, namely the estimates of the L^2(ν)-norm of V_n and their completeness in L^2(ν). We manage to implement this approach for two different reference semigroups, which, in particular, enable us to deal with the spectral expansion, in a simple and optimal way as the expansion operator is proved to be bounded on L^2(ν) for all t > 0, for the perturbation class N_P , that is when σ^2 > 0. It is also worth pointing out that when σ^2 > 0 and Π(0^+) = ∞, the concept of reference semigroup has some unusual underlying mathematical idea. Indeed, it consists in approximating, in the sense of linking operators via intertwining relations, the class of perturbated operators (say the nice class) by families of operators for which the spectral operator is bounded in L^2(ν) only for t > T_α = − ln(2^α − 1) (say the non nice class). Finally, we mention that this approach goes well beyond this framework as it is characterized by the class N_R which also encompasses gL semigroups whose infinitesimal generator does not have a diffusion component. It also enables to deal with the delicate issue of characterizing the class of co-eigenfunctions that form a complete sequence in the weighted Hilbert space.

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.6(1). According to Lamperti [63], there is a bijection between the subspace of negative definite functions N and the conservative Feller semigroups (K_t)_{t≥0} on (0, ∞) corresponding to processes that have only negative jumps and satisfying the following 29

1-self-similarity property, for any c > 0, t ≥ 0, K_tf(cx) = K_c−1_td_cf(x), where we recall that d_cf(x) = f(cx). More specifically, Lamperti showed that for any ψ ∈ N , the infinitesimal generator G_0 of (K_t)_{t≥0}, takes, for any function f such that x → f_e(x) = f(e^x) ∈ C^2([−∞, ∞]), the form

(2.16) G_0f(x) = σ^2xf^{′′}(x) + ( m + σ^2 ) f^′(x) + ∫_∞ 0 f(e^{−y}x) − f(x) + yxf^′(x) Π(dy) x , where (σ, m, Π) is the characteristic triplet of ψ. Next, we define, for any t ≥ 0, (2.17) P_tf(x) = K_et_{−1}d_e−t f(x), and note from the 1-self-similarity property that (2.18) P_tf(x) = K_{1−e}−t f(xe^{−t}). Then for each t ≥ 0, P_t is plainly linear, with P_tC_0(R_+) ⊆ C_0(R_+). Moreover, from (2.18), we get that ||P_tf||_∞ ≤ ||f||_∞ and lim_{t↓0} P_tf = f. Next, for any t, s > 0, P_tP_sf(x) = K_{1−e}−t K_es_{−1}d_e−s f(xe^t) = K_es_{−e}−t d_e−s f(xe^t) = K_et+s_{−1}d_e−(t+s) f(x) = P_{t+s}f(x). It is easy to check now that the semigroup (P_t)_{t≥0} satisfies the properties 1. and 2. of Definition 1.1. Moreover, from [12], we deduce that ψ ∈ N if and only if lim_{t→∞} P_tf(x) = lim_{t→∞} K_{1−e}−t f(e^{−t}x) = K_1f(0) = νf,

where we have used (2.18) and for the last equality the identities (2.22) and (2.23), yielding to the condition 3. of the definition of the gL semigroup. Next, for f a smooth function, we have

Gf(x) = lim_{t→0} P_tf(x) − f(x) t = lim_{t→0} K_{1−e}−t f(x) − f(x) + K_{1−e}−t f(e^{−t}x) − K_{1−e}−t f(x) 1 − e^{−t} = G_0f(x) − xf^′(x),

(2.19) which combined with (2.16) gives the expression of G. Moreover, following [68] and performing a change of variables, we get that the Lévy kernel of P is characterized for any f ∈ C^∞_c (R_+ \{x}), by lim_{t→0}^1_t P_tf(x) = ∫_x 0 f(r)^{Π̂l(x,dr)}_x where Π̂_l(x, .) is the image of Π̂(.) by the mapping r → ln (_x r ) . Hence Π(x, (x, ∞)) =^{Π̂l(x,(x,∞))}_x = 0 and the last condition 4. is also satisfied. By putting pieces together, we complete the proof this item.

2.3. Additional basic facts on gL semigroups.

Proposition 2.6. (1) For any ψ ∈ N , there exists a positive random variable V_ψ whose law is absolutely continuous with density ν which satisfies, for any f ∈ C_0(R_+) and t ≥ 0, νP_tf = νf, 30

where here and hereafter νf = ∫_∞ 0 f(x)ν(x)dx, that is, the measure ν(x)dx is an invariant measure of P . Moreover the law of V_ψ is determined by its entire moments given by (2.20) M_{Vψ} (n + 1) = W_ϕ(n + 1), n ∈ N,

where we recall from (1.18) that W_ϕ(n + 1) = ∏_n k=1 ϕ(k). (2) P can be extended uniquely to a strongly continuous contraction semigroup, still denoted by P , on the weighted Hilbert space L^2(ν).

Proof. Item (1) can be deduced easily from [15, Proposition 1(ii)], which states that for any ψ ∈ N , there exists a positive variable V_ψ such that, for any n ∈ N,

(2.21) E [ V^n_ψ ] = ∏_n k=1 ψ(k) n! = W_ϕ(n + 1),

where the second identity follows from the definition of ϕ(u) =^{ψ(u)}_u . The absolute continuity of its law is proved in [76, Proposition 2.4]. Then, write, for any t > 0, (2.22) tν_t(tx) = ν(x) i.e. νf = ν_td_{1/t}f with d_. the dilation operator. Then, from [15, Proposition 1(ii)] augmented by a moment identification identifies (ν_t)_{t≥0} as the family of entrance laws for the semigroup K, that is, for any t, s > 0 and any f ∈ C_0(R_+), (2.23) ν_tK_sf = ν_{t+s}f.

Next, using successively the definition of P , recalled in (2.17), the previous identity with t = 1 and s = e^t − 1, and the definition of ν_t above, we get, since plainly d_e−t f ∈ C_0(R_+), for any t > 0, that νP_tf = νK_et_{−1}d_e−t f = ν_et d_e−t f = νf, which completes the proof of item (1). Turning now to (2), since ν(x)dx is an invariant measure, a standard result, see e.g. [33], provides the existence of a strongly continuous semigroup extension of P on L^2(ν). □

3. Examples

This part is devoted to the description of the eigenvalues expansions of specific instances of the gL semigroups, including the so-called reference semigroups that are exploited in Chapter 10. These examples illustrate the different situations that are treated in this work ranging from the self-adjoint case to perturbation of a self-adjoint differential operator through non-local operators without diffusion component.

Example 3.1. The self-adjoint diffusion case. Let us consider, for any m ≥ 0,

(3.1) ψ(u) = u^2 + mu,

namely σ^2 = 1 and Π ≡ 0 in (1.3), that is the associated gL semigroups are the classical Laguerre semigroups which generate the class of squared radial Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes of order m. We refer to the monographs [22] and [59] for a thorough account on these linear diffusions. We start by providing a detailed description of the Laguerre semigroup of order 0 as it plays a central role in this work and proceed with the essential elements which characterize the classical Laguerre semigroup of higher orders, which are used in Chapter 10. The Laguerre semigroup Q = (Q_t)_{t≥0} of order 0 generates the so-called 2-dimensional squared radial Ornstein- Uhlenbeck process of parameter 1, denoted by R = (R_t)_{t≥0}. Its infinitesimal generator L takes the form, for a function f ∈ C^2_0(R_+ ),

Lf(x) = xf^{′′}(x) + (1 − x)f^′(x).

Note that the point 0 is an entrance-non exit boundary. The process R can be also realized as the solution to the stochastic differential equation

dR_t = (1 − R_t)dt + √ 2R_tdB_t, R_0 = x ≥ 0,

where B = (B_t)_{t≥0} is a standard Brownian motion. The process R is a positively recurrent Feller diffusion on R_+ with an absolutely continuous stationary measure, whose density is given by ε(x) = e^{−x}, x > 0, that is the exponential distribution of parameter 1. The semigroup Q = (Q_t)_{t≥0} is a strongly continuous contraction semigroup from the weighted Hilbert space L^2(ε), endowed with inner product ⟨., .⟩_ε, into itself. Moreover, it admits the eigenvalues expansions, valid for any f ∈ L^2(ε) and x ≥ 0, t > 0,

(3.2) Q_tf(x) = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}⟨f, L_n⟩_ε L_n(x) in L^2(ε), where, for any n ≥ 0, L_n is the Laguerre polynomial of order 0, defined either by means of the Rodrigues operator R^{(n)} as follows

(3.3) L_n(x) = R^{(n)}ε(x) ε(x) = 1 n! (x^nε(x))^{(n)} ε(x) , or, through the polynomial representation

(3.4) L_n(x) = n∑ k=0 (−1)^k ( n k ) x^k k! . 32

They also satisfy the well-known three terms recurrence relation, for any n ≥ 2,

(3.5) L_n(x) = ( 2 + −1 − x n ) L_{n−1}(x) − ( 1 − 1 n ) L_{n−2}(x). The eigenvalues expansion is readily seen from the self-adjointness property of the semigroup Q in L^2(ε), the facts that the sequence of normalized Laguerre polynomials (L_n)_{n≥0} forms an orthonormal basis of the Hilbert space L^2(ε) and that it also corresponds to the sequence of eigenfunctions of Q_t associated to the set of eigenvalues (e^{−nt})_{n≥0}, that is

(3.6) Q_tL_n(x) = e^{−nt}L_n(x).

Furthermore, the semigroup Q can be represented in terms of the semigroup K^{(0)} = (K^{(0)}_t )_{t≥0} of the 2-dimensional squared Bessel process as follows

(3.7) Q_tf(x) = K^{(0)}_{et−1}d_e−t f(x).

More generally, for any m > 0, in (3.1), the infinitesimal generator of the associated Laguerre semigroup, which takes the form L_mf(x) = xf^{′′}(x) + (m + 1 − x) f^′(x), corresponds to the complete, up to a dilation, family (indexed by m) of second order differential operators included in our class of generators. It is the infinitesimal generator of a onedimensional diffusion often referred in the literature as the squared radial Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, see e.g. [22, Appendix 1.26]. From ψ(u) = u^2 + mu we get that ϕ(u) = u + m, and, by moment identification a simple algebra yields, from (6.11) that I_ϕ^{(d)}= B(1, m) with B(1, m) a Beta random variable of parameters 1 and m, and, from (2.20) that V_ψ^{(d)}= G(m + 1), where G(m + 1) is a Gamma random variable of parameter m + 1 whose distribution admits a density ε_m (x) =^{xme−x}_{Γ(m+1)} , x > 0, which was already introduced in Remark 1.3. Moreover from (7.9), (7.24) and (1.21), the eigenfunctions are given, for any n ≥ 0, by

(3.8) P_n(x) = I_ϕL_n(x) = E [L_n(xB(1, m))] = n∑ k=0 ( n k ) k!Γ(m + 1) Γ(k + m + 1) (−x)^k k! = c_n(m)L^{(m)}_n (x)

where c_n(m) =^{Γ(n+1)Γ(m+1)}

Γ(n+m+1) , Ln = L (0) n and L^{(m)}_n (x) = ∑_n k=0(−1)^k (_{n+m} n−k )_{xk} k! is the associated Laguerre polynomial of order m. From (1.22), we get that, for any n ≥ 0,

V_n(x) =

R^{(n)}ε_m (x) ε_m (x)

= L^{(m)}_n (x),

where the second equality follows from a classical representation of the Laguerre polynomials, see [64, (4.17.1)]. From these identities, we recover the well-known facts that the semigroup P is self-adjoint in L^2(ε_m) and the sequence ( √ c_n(m)L^{(m)}_n )_{n≥0} forms an orthonormal basis in L^2(ε_m). Finally, we get, for any t > 0, that P_t(x, y) = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}c_n(m)L^{(m)}_n (y) L^{(m)}_n (x) ε_m(y), 33

an expression which can be found, for instance, in [59, Chap. 15]. Note that, in this case since σ^2 > 0, the expansion is convergent in the Hilbert space topology and locally uniformly for all f ∈ L^2(ε_m) and t, x > 0. The latter also follows from (1.25).

Example 3.2. Small perturbation of the Laguerre semigroup. Let m ≥ 1 and consider, for any u > 0, ϕ_m(u) =

(u + m + 1) (u + m − 1) u + m

= u + m^2 − 1 m + ∫_∞ 0 (1 − e^{−uy})e^{−my}dy. Since plainly ϕ_m ∈ B_N , see Proposition 4.1(8), we have that ψ(u) = u (u + m + 1) (u + m − 1) u + m ∈ N_P ,

as σ^2 = 1, m =^{m2−1}_m , Π(y) = e^{−my} in (1.3) and note that^{Π(0+)+m}_{σ2} = m. The infinitesimal generator of the associated gL semigroup is the integro-differential operator

G_mf(x) = xf^{′′}(x) + ( m^2 − 1 m + 1 − x ) f^′(x) + m x ∫_∞ 0 ( f(e^{−y}x) − f(x) + yxf^′(x) ) e^{−my}dy.

Moreover, we get, W_{ϕm} (n + 1) =^m_{n+m}^{Γ(n+m+2)}_{Γ(m+2)} , that is, by moment identification,

ν(x) = 1 + x m + 1 x^{m−1}e^{−x} Γ(m) = (1 + x) m + 1 ε_{m−1}(x), x > 0. Thus, from (1.22) and (3.8), we have that, for n ≥ 1, the V_n’s can be expressed in terms of the Laguerre polynomials as follows,

V_n(x) = R^{(n)}ν(x) ν(x) = n x + 1

L^{(m−1)} n−1 (x) + L^{(m−1)}_n (x).

In this case, one gets, for any n ≥ 1, ||V_n||^2_ν = ∫_∞ 0 ( n x + 1

L^{(m−1)} n−1 (x) + L^{(m−1)}_n (x)

)_2 (1 + x) m + 1 ε_{m−1}(x)dx ≤ n^2 m + 1 ∫_∞ 0 ( L^{(m−1)} n−1 (x) )_2 ε_{m−1}(x)dx + 2 n m + 1 ∫_∞ 0 L^{(m−1)} n−1 (x)L^{(m−1)}_n (x)ε_{m−1}(x)dx + 1 m + 1 (∫_∞ 0 ( L^{(m−1)} n (x) )_2 ε_{m−1}(x)dx + ∫_∞ 0 x ( L^{(m−1)} n (x) )_2 ε_{m−1}(x)dx )

= n^2 m + 1 ||L^{(m−1)} n−1 ||^2_{εm−1} + (2n + m + 1)||L^{(m−1)}_n ||^2_{εm−1} = n^2 m + 1

Γ(n − 1 + m) Γ(m)(n − 1)!

+ (2n + m + 1)

Γ(n + m) Γ(m + 1)n! = O ( n^{m+1} ) , (3.9) 34

where we used for the second equality the fact that the sequence ( √ c_n(m)L^{(m−1)}_n )_{n≥0}, with c_n(m) =^{Γ(n+1)Γ(m+1)}

Γ(n+m+1) , forms an orthonormal sequence in L

2(ε_{m−1}) and the three terms recurrence classical relationship for generalized Laguerre polynomials to express x ( L^{(m−1)} n (x) )_2

= (2n + m) ( L^{(m−1)} n (x) )_2

− (n + m − 1) L^{(m−1)}_{n−1} (x)L^{(m−1)}_n (x)

− (n + 1) L^{(m−1)}_{n+1} (x)L^{(m−1)}_n (x),

and, using again orthogonality to compute the very last expression in the first inequality. On the other hand, we have from (1.21) applied with ϕ_m identified with (3.8), for any n ≥ 0,

P_n(x) = n + m m c_n(m + 1)L^{(m+1)}_n (x).

Note that from Theorem 1.22(2) the sequences (P_n(x))_{n≥0} =

(_{n+m} m c_n(m + 1)L^{(m+1)}_n (x) ) n≥0 and (V_n(x))_{n≥0} = ( n x + 1

L^{(m−1)} n−1 (x) + L^{(m−1)}_n (x) ) n≥0 are biorthogonal in L^2(ν). Finally, since σ^2 = 1, we obtain, for any t, x, y > 0, that P_t(x, y) = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt} n (n + m) c_n(m + 1) m(m + 1)Γ(m) ( L^{(m−1)} n−1 (y) + y + 1 n L^{(m−1)} n (y) ) L^{(m+1)} n (x)y^{m−1}e^{−y}, where the series converge locally uniformly on R_+ × R_+ × R_+ . Moreover, as (P_n)_{n≥0} forms a Bessel sequence in L^2(ν), we have for all f ∈ L^2(ν) and all t > 0, P_tf(x) = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}⟨f, V_n⟩_ν (n + m) m c_n(m + 1)L^{(m+1)}_n (x) in L^2(ν).

Example 3.3. The Gauss-Laguerre semigroup. In [80], we introduce and study in depth the so-called Gauss-Laguerre semigroup, an instance of gL semigroup whose infinitesimal generator, for any α ∈ (0, 1) and m ∈ [1 −^1_α , ∞), and, for any given smooth function f, takes the form

G_{α,m} f(x) = (m_α − x) f^′(x) + sin(απ) π x ∫_1 0 f^{′′}(xy)g_{α,m}(y)dy, x > 0, where m_α =^{Γ(αm+α+1)}

Γ(αm+1) and

g_{α,m}(y) =

Γ(α) m +^1_α + 1 y^{m+ 1α +1}_2F_1(α(m + 1) + 1, α + 1; α(m + 1) + 2; y^{1α} ),

with_2F_1 the Gauss hypergeometric function. The terminology is motivated by the limit case α = 1 which is proved to yield, writing simply L_m = G_{1,m},

L_mf(x) = xf^{′′}(x) + (m + 1 − x) f^′(x), 35

that is the Laguerre differential operator of order m, see Example 3.1 above. The algebra of polynomials P is a core for G_{α,m} and the associated semigroup P^{α,m} = (P^{α,m}_t )_{t≥0} is a non-self-adjoint contraction in L^2(e_{α,m}), where

(3.10) e_{α,m}(x)dx = x^{m+ 1}α^{−1}e^{−x 1α} Γ(αm + 1) dx, x > 0, is its unique invariant measure. Observe that, for any y > 0, z → e_{α,m}(^y_{1−z} ) is analytical in the interior of unit disc since e_{α,m}(z) is analytical on C_{(0,∞)}. Note that P^{α,m} is the gL semigroup associated to ψ^R_{α,m} ∈ N , where ψ^R_{α,m}(u) = uϕ^R_{α,m}(u) = u Γ(αu + αm + 1) Γ(αu + αm + 1 − α) = u Γ(1 − α) ∫_∞ 0 (1 − e^{−uy})e^{−(m+ 1α )y}(1 − e^{− yα} )^{−α−1}dy + u Γ(αm + 1) Γ(αm + 1 − α) , and we refer to Lemma 4.3 for more details on the computation. In order to recall some additional results, we proceed by setting some further notation. For any x ≥ 0, we set L^{α,m}_0 (x) = 1 and for any n ≥ 1, we introduce the polynomials

L^{α,m}_n (x) = Γ(αm + 1) n∑ k=0 (−1)^k (_n k ) Γ(αk + αm + 1) x^k.

Note that for α = 1, L^{α,m}_n (x) = c_n(m)L^{(m)}_n (x) = Γ(m + 1) ∑_n k=0(−1)^k (^{nk})_{Γ(k+m+1)} x^k are the classical Laguerre polynomials of order m ≥ 0, see (3.8). Moreover, for any x ≥ 0, we write V^{(α,m)}_n (x) =^{R(n)eα,m(x)}

e_{α,m}(x) , n ∈ N, that is

V^{(α,m)}_n (x) =

(−1)^n n!e_{α,m}(x)

(x^ne_{α,m}(x))^{(n)}.

From the Rodrigues representation of the Laguerre polynomials, we also get that for α = 1, V^{(α,m)}_n (x) = L^m_n (x). We also define, for any 0 < γ < α and η_α > 0 fixed,

e_{γ,m}(x) = x^{m+ 1α −1}e^{ηαx} 1 γ , x > 0, and, recall that T_α = − ln (2^α − 1). By means of a delicate and non-classical saddle-point analysis, we obtain, in [80, Proposition 2.3], the following specific asymptotic estimates for the co-eigenfunctions for large values of the parameter n,

(3.11) ||V^{(α,m)}_n ||_{eα,m} = O ( e^{Tαn} ) , and (3.12) | | | | | |V^{(α,m)}n e_{α,m} e_{γ,m} | | | | | |_{eγ,m} = O ( n^{1+m+ 1α +α}e^{t̄αn} 1 α+1 ) , where t̄_α = (α + 1)α^{− αα+1}

(_{α+1} α + ϵ ) 1_{α+1}

, for some small ϵ > 0. From this asymptotic analysis, we deduce the following fine properties of the Gauss-Laguerre semigroup. For any f ∈ L^2(e_{α,m}) 36

(resp. f ∈ L^2(e_{γ,m})) we have that

P^{α,m}_t f(x) = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt} ⟨ f, V^{(α,m)}_n ⟩ e_{α,m} L^{α,m}_n (x),

where, for any t > T_α (resp. t > 0), the identity holds in L^2(e_{α,m}). Moreover P_tf ∈ C^∞ ((T_α, ∞) × R_+ ) (resp. C^∞(R^2_+ )), and for any integers k, p, d^k dt^k (P^{α,m}_t f)^{(p)}(x) = ∞∑ n=p (−n)^ke^{−nt}⟨f, V^{(α,m)}_n ⟩_{eα,m} (L^{α,m}_n )^{(p)}(x),

where, for any t > T_α (resp. t > 0), the series converges absolutely. Finally, the heat kernel is absolutely continuous with density P_t(x, y) ∈ C^∞(R^3_+ ), given for any t, y > 0, x ≥ 0, and for any integers k, p, q, by d^k dt^k P^{(p,q)}_t (x, y) = ∞∑ n=p (−n)^ke^{−nt} (L^{α,m}_n )^{(p)}(x) (V^{(α,m)}_n e_{α,m})^{(q)}(y),

where the series is absolutely convergent.

Example 3.4. The stationary saw-tooth semigroup. Let 0 < a < 1 < a + b and ψ(u) = u u + 1 − a u + b = u ( 1 − a b + ∫_∞ 0 ( 1 − e^{−uy} ) (a + b − 1) e^{−by}dy ) , that is m =^{1−a}_b and Π(y) = (a + b − 1)e^{−by} . Hence r = Π(0^+) + m = lim_{u→∞}^{u+1−a}_{u+b} = 1, see (1.7), and N_r =

⌈_{Π(0+)} r ⌉ − 1 = ⌈a + b − 1⌉ − 1 ≥ 0, see (1.8). We point out that the self-similar semigroup K, see Definition 1.1, associated to the gL semigroup was introduced and studied by Carmona et al. [25]. They call the corresponding process the saw-tooth process due to the specific behaviour of its trajectories. Next, for any n ≥ 0, we have from (1.18) with ϕ(u) =^{u+1−a}_{u+b} that W_ϕ(n + 1) =^{Γ(n+2−a)Γ(b+1)}

Γ(2−a)Γ(n+1+b) and thus from (1.21)

P_n(x) =

Γ(2 − a) Γ(b + 1) n∑ k=0 n!Γ(k + b + 1) (n − k)!Γ(k + 2 − a) (−x)^k k! .

Moreover, by moment identification via (6.5), we easily observe that the invariant measure is the beta distribution, that is ν(x) = Γ(b + 1) Γ(2 − a)Γ(b + a − 1) x^{1−a}(1 − x)^{b+a−2}I_{{0<x<1}}. From this expression, we get that indeed, for N_r ≥ 1, ν ∈ C^{Nr−1}(R_+ ) and, in any case, the mapping x → (x − 1)ν^{(Nr)}(x) is continuous on R_+ , as claimed in Theorem 5.2(2b). Moreover, 37

for any n ≤ N_r, we have, for any 0 < x < 1, and, for sake of simplicity assuming that a + b /∈ N,

V_n(x) =

(−1)^n n!ν(x) (x^nν(x))^{(n)} = (−1)^nx^{a−1} n!(1 − x)^{b+a−2} n∑ k=0 ( n k ) (−1)^kΓ(n + 2 − a)Γ(b + a − 1) Γ(k + 2 − a)Γ(b + a − 1 − k) x^{k+1−a}(1 − x)^{−k+b+a−2}

= (−1)^nΓ(n + 2 − a)C_{a,b} n! n∑ k=0 ( n k ) Γ(k + 2 − a − b) Γ(k + 2 − a) ( x 1 − x )_k , where after using the reflection formula of the Gamma function, we have set πC_{a,b} = Γ(b + a − 1) sin((2 − a − b)π). Thus, for any n ≥ 0, V^2_n(x)ν(x)^1= O ( (x − 1)^{−2n+a+b−2} ) and hence V_n ∈ L^2(ν) if and only if −2n + a + b − 2 > −1, that is n <^{Π(0+)}_{2r} , which is precisely the assertion of Theorem 1.22(4d).

4. New developments in the theory of Bernstein functions

The Bernstein functions play a central and recurrent role in this work. We review below some well known facts and present some new interesting developments which may find applications in the areas where this class of functions appears. An excellent reference on this topic is the monograph [92] which is entirely devoted to their study.

4.1. Review and basic properties of Bernstein functions. We recall that the class of Bernstein functions is defined as follows (4.1) B = {ϕ ∈ C^∞(R_+ ); ϕ ≢ 0, ϕ is non-negative and ϕ^′ is completely monotone} where a function f is called completely monotone if f : R_+ → [0, ∞) ∈ C^∞(R_+ ) and (−1)^nf^{(n)} ≥ 0 on R_+ , for all n = 0, 1, . . . . The next statement collects some well known and new properties of the Bernstein functions. Proposition 4.1. Let ϕ ∈ B.

(1) We have that ϕ ∈ A_{[0,∞)} and ϕ has the form, for z ∈ C_{[0,∞)},

(4.2) ϕ(z) = m + σ^2z + z ∫_∞ 0 e^{−zy}μ(y)dy = m + σ^2z + ∫_∞ 0 ( 1 − e^{−zy} ) μ(dy), where m = ϕ(0) ≥ 0, σ^2 ≥ 0 and μ is a Lévy measure on (0, ∞) such that ∫_∞ 0 (1 ∧ y) μ(dy) < ∞ and as usual μ(y) = ∫_∞ y μ(du) is the tail of μ.

(2) Moreover, ϕ is non-decreasing on R_+ and

(4.3) ϕ^′(u) = σ^2 + ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}μ(y)dy − u ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}yμ(y)dy = σ^2 + ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}yμ(dy) as a completely monotone function is positive non-increasing on R_+ . Hence, ϕ is strictly log-concave on R_+ . Consequently, for any u ∈ R_+ ,

(4.4) 0 ≤ uϕ^′(u) = ϕ(u) − m − u^2 ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}yμ(y)dy ≤ ϕ(u) and (4.5) |ϕ^{′′}(u)| ≤ 2 ϕ(u) − m u^2 ≤ 2 ϕ(u) u^2 . (3) ϕ(u)^∞= σ^2u + o (u) and ϕ^′(u)^∞= σ^2 + o (1). Fix a > d_ϕ = sup{u ≤ 0; ϕ(u) = −∞ or ϕ(u) = 0} ∈ (−∞, 0], then |ϕ (a + ib)|^∞= σ^2 |a + ib| + o (|a + ib|) , as |b| → ∞. (4) The mapping u →^1_{ϕ(u)} , u ∈ R_+ , is completely monotone, i.e. there exists a positive measure Υ(dy), whose support is contained in [0, ∞), called the potential measure, such that the Laplace transform of Υ is given via the identity 1 ϕ(u) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}Υ(dy). (5) The mapping u →^u_{ϕ(u)} is positive and log-concave on R_+ .

(6) In any case,

(4.6) lim_{u→∞} ϕ(u ± a) ϕ(u) = 1 uniformly for a-compact intervals on R_+ .

(7) Uniformly, for u ∈ R_+ , we have that

(4.7) ϕ(u) ≍ u ∫ 1_u 0 μ̄(y)dy + σ^2u + m.

(8) If ψ ∈ N , then for u ∈ R_+ put^{ψ(u)}_u = ϕ(u). Then ϕ ∈ B. More precisely, ψ^′(0^+) = ϕ(0) = m, and μ(dy) = Π(y)dy, y > 0, where we recall that Π(y) = ∫_∞ y Π(dr) with Π the Lévy measure corresponding to ψ. Therefore, ϕ(u) = m + σ^2u + ∫_∞ 0 (1 − e^{−uy}) Π(y)dy or equivalently ϕ ∈ B_N . Moreover, ϕ(∞) < ∞ if and only if σ^2 = 0 and Π (0^+) = ∫_∞ 0 Π(y)dy < ∞, and in fact then

(4.8) ϕ(∞) = r = m + Π ( 0^+ ) < ∞. (9) Let β > 0. Then, for any ϕ ∈ B (resp. ϕ ∈ B_N or ψ ∈ N ) T_βϕ(u) =^u_{u+β} ϕ(u + β) ∈ B (resp. ∈ B_N or T_βψ(u) =^u_{u+β} ψ(u+β) = uϕ(u+β) ∈ N ). Moreover, (T_βψ)^′ (0^+) = ϕ(β) and the Lévy measure Π_β associated to T_βψ ∈ N is given by

(4.9) Π_β (dy) = e^{−βy} ( Π(dy) + βΠ(y)dy ) , y > 0. Proof. The proof of (1) is standard, see [10, Chap. III]. Expression (4.2) gives (4.3). It together with (4.2) yield in turn the very first claim of item (2) and (4.4). Recall that f > 0 is strictly log-concave if log f is strictly concave and we verify that (log ϕ)^{′′} =^{ϕϕ′′−(ϕ′)2}_{ϕ2} < 0 on R_+ since ϕ^′ is a positive completely monotone function and thus ϕ^{′′} is non-positive, see [9] for more information. Differentiating the first expression of (4.3) we get that, for any u > 0, ϕ^{′′}(u) = −2 ∫_∞ 0 ye^{−uy}μ̄(y)dy + u ∫_∞ 0 y^2e^{−uy}μ̄(y)dy. However, since ϕ^{′′} ≤ 0, then |ϕ^{′′}(u)| ≤ 2 ∫_∞ 0 ye^{−uy}μ̄(y)dy. Finally, using (4.3) we deduce that | |ϕ^{′′}(u) | | ≤ 2 ∫_∞ 0 ye^{−uy}μ̄(y)dy = 2 ϕ(u) − m u^2 − 2 ϕ^′(u) u , and (4.5) follows from ϕ^′ ≥ 0 on R_+ . The first claim of item (3) follows from (4.2) and (4.3), whereas the second one comes from the first expression for ϕ in (4.2) together with the Riemann-Lebesgue theorem applied to the integrable on R_+ function e^{−ay}μ̄(y). The fact that d_ϕ ∈ (−∞, 0] is clear from lim_{u→−∞} ϕ(u) = −∞, provided ϕ extends to an entire function. Item (4) can be found in [10, Chap. III]. To prove item (5) we observe that the mapping u →^u_{ϕ(u)} is positive on (0, ∞) and its log-concavity property on (0, ∞) is equivalent to ϕ(u) u = m u + σ^2 + ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}μ̄(y)dy = σ^2 + ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy} (μ̄(y) + m) dy = σ^2 + F^+_{μ̄m} (u) 40

being log-convex on (0, ∞), where for brevity μ̄_m(y) = m + μ̄(y) ≥ 0, y ∈ R_+ , and F^+_{μ̄m} stands for its Laplace transform. It therefore suffices to show that, for all u > 0,

(4.10) σ^2 ( F^+_{μ̄m} )_{′′} (u) + ( F^+_{μ̄m} )_{′′} (u)F^+_{μ̄m} (u) − (( F^+_{μ̄m} )_′ (u) )_2 > 0. Note that, for all u > 0,

σ^2 ( F^+_{μ̄m} )_{′′} (u) + ( F^+_{μ̄m} )_{′′} (u)F^+_{μ̄m} (u) − (( F^+_{μ̄m} )_′ (u) )_2 ≥ ( F^+_{μ̄m} )_{′′} (u)F^+_{μ̄m} (u) − (( F^+_{μ̄m} )_′ (u) )_2 . We deduce inequality (4.10) from the Hölder’s inequality which yields, for all u > 0, that (( F^+_{μ̄m} )_′ (u) )_2 = (∫_∞ 0 (√ μ̄_m(y)e^{− u2 y} ) ( y √ μ̄_m(y)e^{− u2 y} ) dy )_2 < ( F^+_{μ̄m} )_{′′} (u)F^+_{μ̄m} (u).

Let us prove item (6), namely (4.6). It is obvious when σ^2 > 0 since item (3) holds. Let σ^2 = 0. We use the first relation in (4.2) and the monotonicity of ϕ to get, for u > a > 0, 1 − a u ≤ ( 1 −^a_u ) ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}μ(y)dy +^m_u ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}μ(y)dy +^m_u = (u − a) ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}μ(y)dy + m ϕ(u) ≤ ϕ(u − a) ϕ(u) ≤ 1 ≤ ϕ(u + a) ϕ(u) = (u + a) ∫_∞ 0 e^{−(u+a)y}μ(y)dy + m ϕ(u) ≤ ( 1 +^a_u ) (∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}μ(y)dy +^m_u ) ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}μ(y)dy +^m_u = 1 + a u , and we deduce (4.6). Item (7) follows from [10, Chapter III, Proposition 1]. Let us prove (4.8). Clearly, from item (3), ϕ(∞) < ∞ implies that σ^2 = 0. Then a substitution for z = ∞ in the last expression in (4.2) and μ(dy) = Π(y)dy yield that

ϕ(∞) = m + μ(0, ∞) = m + ∫_∞ 0 Π(y)dy = m + Π(0^+).

From (1.3) ψ(0) = 0 and from ψ(u) = uϕ(u) we get that ψ^′(0^+) = ϕ(0^+) = m. All other statements of item (8) follow from [44, p. 102, 9.4.7] and are standard for spectrally negative Lévy processes. A proof of item (9) can be found in [76, Theorem 2.2] for β = 1, in [28] or [78, Proposition 2.1(2.2)] for β > 0. We only note that our definition (1.3) of ψ imposes Π_+ ≡ 0 and Π_−(dy) = Π(−dy) for Π_± in [78, Proposition 2.1(2.2)]. □

The next claim focuses on further important for our work properties of the class B_N . We recall that N = N_∞ ∪ N^c_∞, N_∞ ∩ N^c_∞ = ∅, where

N_∞ = { ψ ∈ N ; σ^2 > 0 or Π(0^+) = ∞ } . Proposition 4.2. (1) Let ϕ ∈ B_N such that ψ ∈ N_∞ then

(4.11) lim_{u→∞} u^2 ϕ^′(u) ϕ(u) = ∞. (2) Let ϕ ∈ B_N such that ψ ∈ N^c_∞ then

(4.12) lim_{u→∞} u^2 ϕ^′(u) ϕ(u) = Π(0^+) ϕ(∞) = Π(0^+)

m + Π(0^+) = Π(0^+) r .

Proof. When σ^2 > 0 (4.11) follows immediately from Proposition 4.1(3), i.e. ϕ(u)^∞∼ σ^2u and ϕ^′(u)^∞∼ σ^2. Assume from now on that σ^2 = 0. Let lim_{u→∞}^{u2ϕ′(u)}_{ϕ(u)} < ∞ and choose C > 0 and a

sequence (u_n)_{n≥1} tending to ∞ such that lim_{n→∞}^{u2nϕ′(un)}_{ϕ(un)} = C^{−1}. Then from this, the identity

in (4.4) and the fact that when ϕ ∈ B_N , μ(dy) = Π(y)dy and μ̄(y) = Π(y) = ∫_∞ y Π(r)dr, we deduce that

Cu_nϕ^′(u_n)^∞∼ ϕ (u_n) u_n = ϕ^′ (u_n) + m u_n + u_n ∫_∞ 0 e^{−yun} yΠ(y)dy. Therefore since trivially ϕ^′ (u_n)^∞= o (u_nϕ^′ (u_n)) using the second formula for ϕ^′ in (4.3) we get from the last asymptotic relation that

Cϕ^′(u_n) = C ∫_∞ 0 e^{−yun} yΠ(y)dy ∞∼ m u^2_n + ∫_∞ 0 e^{−yun} yΠ(y)dy = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−yun} y ( m + Π(y) ) dy. However, this is impossible since Π and Π being non-increasing on R_+ determine the behaviour of the integrals above, as u_n → ∞, solely via their local properties at zero and when Π (0^+) = ∞ then m + Π(y)^0= o ( Π(y) ) . Indeed, note that, for any ϵ > 0,

lim_{y→0}

Π(y) Π(y)

= lim_{y→0} ∫_ϵ y Π(r)dr + ∫_∞ ϵ Π(r)dr Π(y)

≤ lim_{y→0}

(ϵ − y)Π(y) + ∫_∞ ϵ Π(r)dr Π(y) ≤ ϵ, and hence Π(y)^0= o ( Π(y) ) . Relation (4.12) follows immediately from the identity u^2ϕ^′(u) = u^2 ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}yΠ(y)dy, which is the second relation in (4.3) with μ(dy) = Π(y)dy. □

4.2. Products of Bernstein functions: new examples. There are many well known and fascinating mappings leaving invariant the set of Bernstein functions, that is B, and we refer to [92] for a nice account on these transformations. In this part, we show, through some substantial examples in our work, that products of some non-trivial subsets of Bernstein functions remain in the set of Bernstein functions. This simple transformation, which surprisingly does not seem to have been studied and used in the literature, plays a critical role in our development of the concept of reference semigroups. Indeed, this invariance allows us to identify a subset of gL semigroups which intertwines with a specific reference gL semigroup and whose intertwining operator is a bounded operator between weighted Hilbert spaces. Although we present this property for a two-parametric family of Bernstein functions, the approach can be easily extended to a more general framework and we believe that this idea of product factorization may be useful in a variety of contexts where the Bernstein functions appear. For example, since with each ϕ ∈ B we associate a potential measure Υ on R_+ via the identity

(4.13) 1 ϕ(u) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}Υ(dy), u > 0, see Proposition4.1(4), if ϕ = ϕ_1ϕ_2 with ϕ_1, ϕ_2 ∈ B, then Υ = Υ_1 ⋆ Υ_2, where ⋆ stands for the additive convolution operator and Υ_1, Υ_2 are the potential measures associated to ϕ_1, ϕ_2. 42

Recall from (1.15) that, for any α ∈ (0, 1], m ≥ 1 −^1_α and u ≥ 0, we have

ϕ^R_{α,m}(u) =

Γ(αu + αm + 1) Γ(αu + αm + 1 − α) and ϕ^R_m(u) = ϕ^R_{1,m}(u) = u + m.

We proceed with the following simple but useful result. Lemma 4.3. Let α ∈ (0, 1) and m ≥ 1 −^1_α . Then

(4.14) ϕ^R_{α,m}(u) = 1 Γ(1 − α) ∫_∞ 0 (1 − e^{−uy})e^{−(m+ 1α )y}(1 − e^{− yα} )^{−α−1}dy + Γ(αm + 1) Γ(αm + 1 − α) ∈ B_N , and its associated potential measure defined via (4.13) is absolutely continuous with a density given, for any y > 0, by

(4.15) U_{α,m}(y) = e^{−mαy}(1 − e^{− y}α )^{α−1} Γ(α + 1) where m_α = (αm + 1 − α)/α ≥ 0. Moreover, U_{α,m} is non-increasing, convex on R_+ and solves on R_+ the differential equation

(4.16) U^′_{α,m}(y) = −U_{α,m}(y) ( m_α + 1 − α α (e^{yα} − 1)^{−1} ) . Proof. First, from the integral representation of the Beta function B, see [64, (1.5.2) p.13], we get, for any α ∈ (0, 1) and u > 0, Γ(u + α) Γ(u) = uB(u + α, 1 − α) Γ(1 − α) = u Γ(1 − α)

∫_1 0 r^{u+α−1} (1 − r)^{−α} dr = u αΓ(1 − α) ∫_∞ 0 e^{−( uα +1)y} ( 1 − e^{− yα} )_{−α} dy = 1 Γ(1 − α) ∫_∞ 0 e^{−y} ( 1 − e^{− yα} )_{−α} d ( 1 − e^{− uα y} )

= 1 Γ(1 − α) ∫_∞ 0 ( 1 − e^{− uα y} ) e^{−y} ( 1 − e^{− yα} )_{−α−1} dy. Using the above relation twice with αu + αm − α + 1 and αm − α + 1 standing for u, we get, after some easy algebra, that

Γ(αu + αm + 1) Γ(αu + αm + 1 − α) − Γ(αm + 1) Γ(αm + 1 − α) = 1 Γ(1 − α) ∫_∞ 0 (1 − e^{−uy})e^{−(m+ 1α )y}(1 − e^{− yα} )^{−α−1}dy. Thus we deduce the first claim after easily checking that y → e^{−(m+ 1}α^{)y}(1 − e^{− y}α )^{−α−1} is nonincreasing on R_+ . Next, from the integral representation of the Beta function again, valid here for any αu + αm − α + 1 > 0, we get that ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}e^{−mαy}(1 − e^{− yα} )^{α−1}dy = α ∫_1 0 v^{αu+αm−α}(1 − v)^{α−1}dv = Γ(α + 1)Γ(αu + αm + 1 − α) Γ(αu + αm + 1) = Γ(α + 1) ϕ^R_{α,m}(u) and (4.15) follows from (4.13). The other claims are obvious. □ 43

For any ϕ ∈ B set Φ_{α,m}(u) =^{ϕ(u)}_{ϕRα,m(u)} , u ≥ 0. The next statement furnishes a set of sufficient conditions on ϕ ∈ B for which Φ_{α,m} ∈ B. Recall that N_P = { ψ ∈ N ; σ^2 > 0 } . Proposition 4.4. (1) Let ψ ∈ N_P with Π(0^+) < ∞. Then for any m > m =^{m+Π(0+)}_{σ2} the mapping Φ_m(u) =^{ϕ(u)}_{ϕRm (u)} =^{ϕ(u)}_{u+m} ∈ B. Moreover, if there exists u_0 > 0 such that ψ(−u_0) = 0 then u_0 ≤^m_{σ2} red with identity if and only if Π(0^+) = 0.

(2) If ψ ∈ N_P then, for any α ∈ (0, 1), y_α = inf { y ≥ 0; (e^yα − 1)Π (_y 2 ) > σ^{2 1−α}_α } ∈ (0, ∞] and Φ_{α,m} ∈ B for any m >^Π (_{yα} 2 ) +m σ^2 + 1 − 1 α . Otherwise, if ψ ∈ N \ N_P and there exist α ∈ (0, 1), m ≥ 1 −^1_α such that, sup_{y>0} inf_{A∈(0,1)}^{Π(y)+m}_{Π((1−A)y)+m} +^{Uα,m(y)}_{Uα,m(Ay)} ≤ 1, then Φ_{α,m} ∈ B.

Proof. From Proposition 4.1(3) lim_{u→∞} Φ_m(u) = lim_{u→∞}^{ϕ(u)}_{ϕRm (u)} = lim_{u→∞}^{ϕ(u)}_{u+m} = σ^2 and Φ_m(0) =^m_m ≥ 0. Put e_m(y) = e^{−my}, y ≥ 0. Next, an integration by parts yields ϕ(u) u + m = m u + m

+ σ^2 u u + m + u u + m ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}Π(y)dy = m u + m

+ σ^2 u u + m + u ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}Π ⋆ e_m(y)dy = m m + ∫_∞ 0 (1 − e^{−uy})e^{−my} ( mσ^2 − m + m ∫_y 0 e^{mr}Π(r)dr − e^{my}Π(y) ) dy. (4.17)

Since Π is non-increasing, we have, for all y ≥ 0, m ∫_y 0 e^{mr}Π(r)dr ≥ Π(y) (e^{my} − 1) and thus mσ^2 − m + m ∫_y 0 e^{mr}Π(r)dr − e^{my}Π(y) ≥ mσ^2 − m − Π(y) ≥ mσ^2 − m − Π(0^+), which gives the first claim of item 1. Next, since u_0 > 0 and ψ(−u_0) = −u_0ϕ(−u_0) = 0, an application of the first identity in (4.2) with μ̄(y) = Π(y) since ϕ ∈ B_N , yields that

σ^2u_0 = ϕ(−u_0) + σ^2u_0 = m − u_0 ∫_∞ 0 e^{u0 y}Π(y)dy ≤ m. This completes the proof of item 1. Next, assume that σ^2 > 0. Our general assumption ∫_∞ 0 (y^2 ∧ y)Π(dy) < ∞ implies via twice integration by parts that ∫_1 0 Π(y)dy = ∫_1 0 y^2Π(dy) + Π(1) + 1 2 Π(1) < ∞. (4.18)

Then the fact that Π is non-increasing on R^+ triggers (e^yα − 1)Π (_y 2 )_0 ∼^y_α Π (_y 2 )_0 = o (1) and hence y_α ∈ (0, ∞]. Choose first m_α = α (m + 1 − α) > 0 and observe from (4.13) and the 44

definition of U_{α,m} that

Φ_{α,m}(u) = ϕ(u) ϕ^R_{α,m}(z) = ϕ(u) Γ(αu + αm + 1 − α) Γ(αu + αm + 1) = ( m + σ^2u + u ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}Π(y)dy ) ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}U_{α,m}(y)dy = m ∫_∞ 0 U_{α,m}(y)dy + ∫_∞ 0 (1 − e^{−uy}) ( −mU_{α,m}(y) − σ^2U^′_{α,m}(y) ) dy + u ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}Π ⋆ U_{α,m}(y)dy, where 0 < ∫_∞ 0 U_{α,m}(y)dy < ∞ and the terms of the integration by parts vanish since from (4.15) we have that U_{α,m}(y)^0∼^{αα−1}_{Γ(1+α)} y^{α−1}, U_{α,m}(y)^∞∼^1_{Γ(α+1)} e^{−mαy} and m_α > 0. Using (4.16) put, for y > 0,

− mU_{α,m}(y) − σ^2U^′_{α,m}(y) = ( σ^2m_α − m + σ^2 1 − α α (e^{yα} − 1)^{−1} ) U_{α,m}(y) = ū_{α,m}(y)U_{α,m}(y). (4.19)

Then another integration by parts for the very last term in Φ_{α,m} above yields

Φ_{α,m}(u) = m ∫_∞ 0 U_{α,m}(y)dy + ∫_∞ 0 (1 − e^{−uy}) ( ū_{α,m}(y)U_{α,m}(y) − ( Π ⋆ U_{α,m}(y) )_′) dy. Indeed, the asymptotic relations for U_{α,m} above allow to deduct that the boundary terms in this integration by parts do not contribute since from 1 − e^{−uy 0}∼ uy and 1 − e^{−uy ∞}∼ 1

(4.20) lim_{y→0} y ∫_y 0 Π(y − r)U_{α,m}(r)dr ≤ lim_{y→0} yΠ (y 2 ) + y ∫ y_2 0 Π(r)dr sup r∈[^y_2 ,y] U_{α,m}(r) = 0

lim_{y→∞} ∫_y 0 Π(r)U_{α,m}(y − r)dr ≤ lim_{y→∞} ( Π (y 2 ) ∫ y y 2 U_{α,m}(y − r)dr + e^{−mα y3} ∫ y_2 0 Π(r)dr )

≤ ∫_∞ 0 U_{α,m}(r)dr lim_{y→∞} Π (y) + lim_{y→∞} e^{−mα y3} (∫_1 0 Π(r)dr + Π(1)y ) = 0.

(4.21)

Next, choose m > 1 −^1_α so large such that m_α = (αm + 1 − α)/α >^Π (_{yα} 2 ) +m σ^2 and hence we get

from (4.19) and the definition of y_α that ū_{α,m} > 0 on R_+ . Since

Φ_{α,m}(u) = m ∫_∞ 0 U_{α,m}(y)dy + ∫_∞ 0 ( 1 − e^{−uy} ) ( ū_{α,m}(y)U_{α,m}(y) − ( Π ⋆ U_{α,m}(y) )_′) dy 45

we aim to show that ( ū_{α,m}(y)U_{α,m}(y) − ( Π ⋆ U_{α,m}(y) )_′) defines a density of a Lévy measure.

For this purpose, for any A ∈ (0, 1), put y_A = Ay and ȳ_A = (1 − A)y. Then ( Π ⋆ U_{α,m}(y) )_′ = (∫_{yA} 0 Π(y − r)U_{α,m}(r)dr + ∫_y y_A Π(y − r)U_{α,m}(r)dr )_′

= (∫_{yA} 0 Π(y − r)U_{α,m}(r)dr + ∫_{ȳA} 0 Π(r)U_{α,m}(y − r)dr )_′

= Π(ȳ_A)U_{α,m}(y_A) − ∫_{yA} 0 Π(y − r)U_{α,m}(r)dr + ∫_{ȳA} 0 Π(r)U^′_{α,m}(y − r)dr. (4.22)

Since Π(r) = ∫_∞ r Π(v)dv, r > 0, and as U_{α,m} is non-increasing, we get that

Π(ȳ_A)U_{α,m}(y_A) − ∫_{yA} 0 Π(y − r)U_{α,m}(r)dr ≤ Π(ȳ_A)U_{α,m}(y_A) − U_{α,m}(y_A) ∫_{yA} 0 Π(y − r)dr = Π(y)U_{α,m}(y_A).

Thus, since U^′_{α,m} < 0 on R_+ , see (4.16), from (4.22) we deduct that ( Π ⋆ U_{α,m}(y) )_′ ≤ Π(y)U_{α,m}(y_A) + ∫_{ȳA} 0 Π(r)U^′_{α,m}(y − r)dr (4.23)

≤ Π(y)U_{α,m}(y_A) + Π(ȳ_A) (U_{α,m}(y) − U_{α,m}(y_A)) .

Next, from (4.23) we observe that, with

F_A(y) = ( Π(y) − Π(ȳ_A) ) U_{α,m}(y_A) + ( Π(ȳ_A) − ū_{α,m}(y) ) U_{α,m}(y), ( Π ⋆ U_{α,m}(y) )_′ − ū_{α,m}(y)U_{α,m}(y) ≤ F_A(y) ≤ ( Π(ȳ_A) − ū_{α,m}(y) ) U_{α,m}(y). (4.24)

Choose A =^1_2 and thus ȳ_A = y_A = y/2. As long as m_α = (αm + 1 − α)/α >^Π (_{yα} 2 ) +m σ^2 due to

the definition of ū_{α,m}(y), see (4.19), and (4.24), we have, for all y > 0, that ( Π ⋆ U_{α,m}(y) )_′ − ū_{α,m}(y)U_{α,m}(y) ≤ F 1_2 (y) ≤ ( Π ( y 2 ) − ū_{α,m}(y) ) U_{α,m}(y) < ( Π (y 2 ) − Π (y α 2 )) − σ^2 1 − α α ( e^yα − 1 ) U_{α,m}(y).

Obviously from the fact that Π is non-increasing and α < 1 the right-hand side is non-positive for y ≥ y_α, whereas it is also non-positive for all y < y_α thanks to the definition of y_α = inf { y ≥ 0; (e^yα − 1)Π (_y 2 ) > σ^{2 1−α}_α } ∈ (0, ∞]. Therefore, f(y) = − ( Π ⋆ U_{α,m}(y) )_′ + ū_{α,m}(y)U_{α,m}(y) ≥ 0.

To show that f(y)dy defines a Lévy measure of a Bernstein function we first observe from (4.15) and (4.19) that lim_{y→0} yū_{α,m}(y) = σ^2(1 − α), lim_{y→∞} ū_{α,m}(y) = σ^2m_α − m > 0, U_{α,m}(y)^∞∼ e^{−mαy} Γ(α+1) and these imply that ∫_∞ 0 (1 ∧ y)ū_{α,m}(y)U_{α,m}(y)dy < ∞. Secondly, (4.20) and (4.21) allow via integration by parts to obtain that | | | ∫_∞ 0 (1 ∧ y) ( Π ⋆ U_{α,m}(y) )_′ dy | | | = ∫_1 0 Π ⋆ U_{α,m}(y)dy = ∫_1 0 U_{α,m}(y) ∫_1 y Π(r − y)drdy ≤ ∫_1 0 U_{α,m}(y)dy ∫_1 0 Π(y)dy < ∞. Indeed, the finiteness of

∫_1 0 U_{α,m}(y) has been discussed above, whereas

∫_1 0 Π(y)dy < ∞ is (4.18).

Thus ∫_∞ 0 (1∧y)f(y)dy < ∞. Therefore, Φ_{α,m} is a Bernstein function with Lévy measure f(y)dy.

When σ^2 = 0 we have that ū_{α,m}(y) = −m, ∀y > 0, see (4.19). Using this from the first inequality of (4.24) we then get that, for any 0 < A < 1, ( Π ⋆ U_{α,m}(y) )_′ − ū_{α,m}(y)U_{α,m}(y) ≤ ( Π(ȳ_A) + m ) U_{α,m}(y_A) ( Π(y) + m

Π(ȳ_A) + m

− 1 + U_{α,m}(y) U_{α,m}(y_A) ) .

Since f(y) = − ( Π ⋆ U_{α,m}(y) )_′ + ū_{α,m}(y)U_{α,m}(y), ∀y > 0, then ∫_∞ 0 (1 ∧ y)|f(y)|dy < ∞ follows as in the case σ^2 > 0. It defines a Lévy measure if the third factor above is non-positive for all

y > 0. Thus, Φ_{α,m} ∈ B if sup_{y>0} inf_{A∈(0,1)}^{Π(y)+m}_{Π((1−A)y)+m} +^{Uα,m(y)}_{Uα,m(Ay)} ≤ 1. □

4.3. Useful estimates of Bernstein functions on C_+ . In this part we derive estimates for some functionals of Bernstein functions. We introduce the notation Δ_bf(a) = f(a + ib) − f(a), ℜ (f(a + ib) − f(a)) + iℑ (f(a + ib) − f(a)) = Δ^ℜ_b f(a) + iΔ^ℑ_b f(a), and, we recall that, for any k ≥ 1, f^{(k)}(x) =^{dk}_{dxk} f(x).

Lemma 4.5. Let ϕ ∈ B.

(1) Let b ∈ R and a > 0. Then,

(4.25) 0 ≤ Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(a) ≤ b^2 2 | ϕ^{′′}(a) | and | |Δ_{ℑb} ϕ(a) | | ≤ |b| |ϕ_′(a)| , and, for k ≥ 1,

(4.26) | | |Δ^ℜ_b ϕ^{(k)}(a) | | | ≤ 2 | | |ϕ^{(k)}(a) | | | and | | |Δ^ℑ_b ϕ^{(k)}(a) | | | ≤ | | |ϕ^{(k)}(a) | | | .

(2) Finally, we have, for any u > 0, ∫_∞ u |ϕ^{′′}(y + ib)| |ϕ(y + ib)| dy ≤ √ 10 ∫_∞ u |ϕ^{′′}(y)| ϕ(y) dy ≤ 2 √ 10 u , ∫_∞ u |ϕ^′(y + ib)|^2 |ϕ(y + ib)|^2 dy ≤ 10 ∫_∞ u ( ϕ^′(y) ϕ(y) )_2 dy ≤ 10 u . (4.27)

Proof. First, using the inequality 1 − cos(y) ≤^{y2}_2 , we get that

Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(a) = ∫_∞ 0 (1 − cos(by)) e^{−ay} μ(dy) ≤ b^2 2 ∫_∞ 0 y^2e^{−ay}μ(dy) = b^2 2 | |ϕ^{′′} (a) | | and the first inequality in (4.25) follows. Similarly, for any k ≥ 1, we have | | |Δ^ℜ_b ϕ^{(k)}(a) | | | = ∫_∞ 0 (1 − cos(by)) y^ke^{−ay} μ(dy) ≤ 2 ∫_∞ 0 y^ke^{−ay}μ(dy) ≤ 2 | | |ϕ^{(k)}(a) | | | , which provides the first claim of (4.26) since, for k ≥ 1, y^ke^{−ay}μ(dy) is integrable on R_+ . The imaginary part estimates, that is the second claims of (4.25) and (4.26), follow by similar computations completing the proof of the first item. The second inequality in the first and second lines of (4.27) follows from ϕ^′(a)/ϕ(a) ≤ 1/a and ϕ^{′′}(a)/ϕ(a) ≤ 2/a^2 according to (4.4) and (4.5). Let now b ≠ 0 and write |ϕ^{′′}(a + ib)| |ϕ(a + ib)| = |ϕ^{′′}(a)| ϕ(a) | |1 + Δ_bϕ^{′′}(a) ϕ^{′′}(a) | | | | |1 +^{Δbϕ(a)}_{ϕ(a)} | | | (4.26) ≤ |ϕ^{′′}(a)| ϕ(a) √ 10 1 +^{Δℜb ϕ(a)}_{ϕ(a)}

(4.25) ≤ √ 10 |ϕ^{′′}(a)| ϕ(a) .

This gives the first inequality in the first line of (4.27). To conclude the proof of the lemma for the first inequality of the second line of (4.27) we use (4.26) to get that |ϕ^′(a + ib)| |ϕ(a + ib)| = ϕ^′(a) ϕ(a) | |1 + Δ_bϕ^′(a)_{ϕ′(a)} | | | |1 + Δ_bϕ(a)_{ϕ(a)} | | (4.26) ≤ ϕ^′(a) ϕ(a) √ 10 1 +^{Δℜb ϕ(a)}_{ϕ(a)}

(4.25) ≤ √ 10 ϕ^′(a) ϕ(a) .

□ The next result provides additional estimates about some specific quantities.

Lemma 4.6. Let ϕ ∈ B_N . Then, for a > 0, b > 0, and some constants 0 < C < D < ∞,

σ^2b + ( e^{−πa} − e^{−2πa} ) ∫^πb 0 sin(by)Π(y)dy ≤ Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(ba) ≤ σ^2b + b ∫ π_b 0 yΠ(y)dy, Cb^2 e^a ∫ 1_b 0 y^2Π(y)dy ≤ Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(ba) ≤ Db ∫ π_b 0 yΠ(y)dy + 2 e^a Π ( 1 b ) , Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(ba) ≤ b^2|ϕ^{′′}(ba)| and Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(ba) ≤ bϕ^′(ba). (4.28)

Proof. We set σ^2 = 0 as otherwise we simply add σ^2b in the first line of (4.28). Then, splitting in the periods of sin(by) and using the fact that Π is non-increasing we get that

Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(ba) = ∫_∞ 0 sin(by)e^{−bya}Π(y)dy = ∞∑ k=0 e^{−2kπa} ∫ π_b 0 sin(by) e^{bya} ( Π ( y + 2kπ b ) − e^{−πa}Π ( y + (2k + 1)π b )) dy ≥ 0. Furthermore, picking the term when k = 0 proves the left-hand side of (4.28) since Π is a non-increasing function. For the upper bound, we use the following estimates obtained from the expression above by using the properties of Π, Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(ba) ≤ ∞∑ k=0 ∫ π_b 0 sin(by) e^{bya} ( e^{−2kπa}Π ( y + 2kπ b ) − e^{−2(k+1)πa}Π ( y + (2k + 2)π b )) dy

= ∫ π_b 0 sin(by)e^{−bya}Π(y)dy ≤ ∫ π_b 0 sin(by)Π(y)dy ≤ b ∫ π_b 0 yΠ(y)dy and we achieve the first part of (4.28). The second part is trivial. The last statement follows by just considering (4.25) with a replaced by ab. □

5. Fine properties of the density of the invariant measure

The development of the spectral expansion of gL semigroups requires a variety of detailed information on the density ν of the invariant measure. For instance, the existence of coeigenfunctions, that is when does, for some n ∈ N, V_n(x) =^{(xnν(x))(n)}_{n!ν(x)} ∈ L^2(ν)?, hinges on smoothness properties and precise estimates for the large and small asymptotic behaviour of ν along with its successive derivatives. Unfortunately, the only information on the invariant measure that one can easily extract from the literature is the expression of its entire moments, see (5.14) below, from which it seems delicate to derive the sought fine distributional properties. To overcome this difficulty, we shall point out, see Proposition 5.8 below, that the set of invariant measures of gL semigroups is in fact closely connected to a subset of the class of distributions of positive self-decomposable variables, a substantial family of random variables which has been thoroughly studied in the literature. We are going to take advantage of this relationship to derive for ν some of the properties mentioned above. However, for our purpose, we shall need to deepen in different directions the study of this subset of self-decomposable variables obtaining results of independent interest. More specifically, in this Chapter, we derive new fine distributional properties including the small and large asymptotic behaviour of the densities along with the successive derivatives of this subset of self-decomposable variables. We mention that the results presented here will be used at several places throughout the rest of the paper, justifying our choice to gather them in one chapter.

We start by stating the following series of substantial results on the density ν of the distribution of the positive variable V_ψ, ψ ∈ N , whose law is, according to Proposition 2.6(1), the invariant measure of the associated generalized Laguerre (gL) semigroup. The Mellin transform of V_ψ is denoted by M_{Vψ} , i.e. M_{Vψ} (z) = ∫_∞ 0 x^{z−1}ν(x)dx, z ∈ 1+iR. We also recall that r = ϕ (∞) with

ϕ (∞) = ∞ if σ^2 > 0 or Π(0^+) = ∞ or ϕ (∞) = Π(0^+)+m otherwise, N_r =

⌈_{Π(0+)} r ⌉ −1 ∈ [0, ∞] with the convention that N_r = ∞ when Π(0^+) = ∞ and d_ϕ = sup{u ≤ 0; ϕ(u) = −∞ or ϕ(u) = 0}. Theorem 5.1. Let ψ ∈ N and recall that ψ(z) = zϕ(z) with ϕ ∈ B_N .

(1) M_{Vψ} ∈ A_{(dϕ,∞)} and M_{Vψ} is solution to the functional equation

(5.1) M_{Vψ} (z + 1) = ϕ(z)M_{Vψ} (z), with M_{Vψ} (1) = 1,

valid for z ∈ C (_{dϕ,∞}).

(2) The mapping of moments of order greater than −1, that is u → M_{Vψ} (u), is the unique positive, log-convex (i.e. log M_{Vψ} is convex) solution to the functional equation (5.1) on R_+ and

(5.2) M_{Vψ} (u + 1)^∞∼ C_ψ √ ϕ(u)e^{G(u)}, where C_ψ > 0 and G(u) = ∫_u 1 ln ϕ(r)dr. (3) Finally, for any real number u ≤ max(N_r − 1, 0) and any a > d_ϕ, we have that

(5.3) | |M_{Vψ} (a + ib) | |^{±∞}= o (|b|^{−u}) .

The proof of items (1) and (2) of Theorem 5.1 is given in Section 5.1.1 whereas the proof of Theorem 5.1 (3) is postponed to Section 5.3. We proceed with the following results regarding the smoothness properties of ν.

Theorem 5.2. (1) Supp V_ψ = [0, r] and ν > 0 on (0, r).

(2) (a) If ψ ∈ N_∞ then ν ∈ C^∞_0 (R_+ ).

(b) If ψ ∈ N^c_∞ with N_r =

⌈_{Π(0+)} r ⌉ − 1 > 1 then ν ∈ C^{Nr−1}_0 (R_+ ), and, in any case,

ν^{(Nr)} ∈ C(R_+ \ {r}) and the mapping x → (r − x)ν^{(Nr)}(x) ∈ C(R_+ ) with lim_{x→r}(r − x)ν^{(Nr)}(x) = 0. Consequently, for any ψ ∈ N , ν ∈ C^{Nr} (0, r).

(c) Moreover, if 0 ≤ N_r < ∞, then for any n = 0, 1, . . . , N_r

(5.4) ν^{(n)}(x)^r∼ C(r − x)^{Π(0} +) r −n−1l (r − x) I {x<r}, where C > 0 and l is a slowly varying function at 0.

(3) If ψ ∈ N_Θ, then ν ∈ A(Θ_ϕ), i.e. it is holomorphic in the sector C (Θ_ϕ) = { z ∈ C ; | arg z| < Θ_ϕ } . In particular, if ψ ∈ N_P then ν ∈ A_{(0,∞)} = A (_π 2 ) . Remark 5.3. The proof of the item (3), which follows directly from a classical argument on Mellin transform described in (1.37), requires the estimate (6.46) along imaginary lines of the Mellin transform of ν which is given in Proposition 6.12. Note also that the last claim of item (3) is deduced from the previous one combined with Theorem 6.10(2(b)i). Although the proofs of these estimates are given in Remark 6.13 for sake of completeness and clarity, we state the analyticity property of ν here.

Items (1), (2b) and (2c) are deducted in Section 5.2.3 whereas item (2a) is settled in Section 5.3.2. The next result describes small time bounds and in some cases small asymptotic behaviour of ν.

Theorem 5.4. Let ψ ∈ N . For any a < d_ϕ, A ∈ (0, r), there exists C_{a,A} > 0 such that (5.5) ν(x) ≥ C_{a,A} x^{−a}, x ∈ (0, A). Moreover, if m = ϕ(0) = 0 and ϕ^′(0^+) < ∞, then there exists C > 0 such that

(5.6) ν(x)^0∼ C = ν(0^+).

The proof of Theorem 5.4 can be found in Section 5.2.5.

Theorem 5.5. Let ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞} = {ψ ∈ N ; σ^2 > 0 or Π(0^+) = ∞}. Writing φ : [m = ϕ(0), ∞) → [0, ∞) for the continuous inverse of the continuous increasing function ϕ, i.e. φ (ϕ(u)) = u, then there exists C_ψ > 0, such that for any n ∈ N, ν^{(n)}(x)^∞∼ (−x)^{−n} C_ψ √ 2π √ φ^′(x)φ^n(x)e^− ∫_x m φ(y)^{dy}_y . (5.7)

In particular, 51

(1) if ψ ∈ N_P then with σ̄ := σ^{−2} > 0 there exists C_{ψ,σ̄} > 0 such that

ν^{(n)}(x)^∞∼ (−1)^n C_{ψ,σ̄} √ 2π σ̄^{n+ 12} x^{mσ̄}e^{−σ̄x}e^{σ̄} ∫_x m φ_o(y)^{dy}_y ,

(5.8)

where 0 ≤ φ_o(y)^∞= o (y). If Π ∈ RV_{1+α}(0), α ∈ (0, 1), see (1.35) for a definition, then φ_o(y)^∞∼ σ̄^ααΓ (1 − α) y^αl(y) and if Π(0^+) < ∞ then φ_1(y)^∞∼ Π(0^+) ;

(2) if ψ ∈ N_α, i.e. ψ(u)^∞∼ C_αu^{α+1}, C_α > 0, α ∈ (0, 1), then, there exists C_{ψ,α} > 0 such that

ν^{(n)}(x)^∞∼ (−1)^{n Cψ,α√}_{2π} C^{− 1α} (^{n+ 12} ) α x^n(^{1α −1})^{+ 12α − 12} e^{−αC−} 1 α α x^1α . (5.9)

The proof of these claims is given in Section 5.6 and it hinges on a generalization of a nonclassical Tauberian theorem which was originally derived by Balkemaa et al. [4] and we establish its new version in Proposition 5.26.

Remark 5.6. Let ^ν be the density of the positive self-decomposable law discussed in Section 5.1. Our result (5.7) is in fact a consequence of the small time asymptotic for ^ν as presented in (5.48) of Theorem 5.24 via ^ν_1(x) = x^{−2}ν(x^{−1}), see (5.12).

Remark 5.7. Note that when ϕ(u) = u then ν(x) = e^{−x}, x > 0, which is consistent with (5.7) with C_ψ = √ 2π. In general, it is not clear how to compute C_ψ precisely. This fact is due to the unknown constant appearing in [103, Theorem 6.3.].

As mentioned above the proofs of these results rely on a connection between the distribution of V_ψ and the one of a positive self-decomposable variable that we now describe.

5.1. A connection with a remarkable class of positive self-decomposable variables. We recall that a (real-valued) variable X is self-decomposable, or of class L, if for any a ∈ (0, 1), there exists an independent random variable X_a such that the following random affine equation

X^{(d)}= aX + X_a holds. This class of variables plays a substantial role in probability theory as they arise in limit theorems for (properly normalized) sums of independent (not necessarily identically distributed) random variables. There is an important literature devoted to the study of their fine distributional properties and we refer to Sato’s book [90] and the paper of Sato and Yamazato [91], and the references therein, for a thorough account. In particular, in [91], a deep analysis of their probability distribution functions, such as smoothness properties, asymptotic behaviour at the lower end of their support, ultimate log-concavity property of the density, is carried out. This part aims to complement significantly this analysis for specific subclasses of L to the benefit of our spectral-theoretical study.

In [90, Corollary 15.11], another interesting characterization of the class L is presented as a subclass of the infinitely divisible random variables (recall that a variable Y is infinitely divisible if for every n ∈ N \ {0}, there exists a sequence (Y_{(k)})_{1≤k≤n} of independent and identically

distributed variables such that Y^{(d)}= ∑_n k=1 Y_{(k)}). For our purpose, we simply focus on the 52

subset L_+ of positive self-decomposable variables whose Laplace transform takes the form, for any u ≥ 0,

(5.10) − log E [ e^{−uX} ] = ^ϕ(u) = ^δu + ∫_∞ 0 ( 1 − e^{−uy} ) ^κ(y) y dy, where ^δ ≥ 0 and ^κ is a non-negative and non-increasing function such that ∫_∞ 0 ^κ(y)dy < ∞. Since y →^{^κ(y)}_y is non-increasing therefore ^ϕ ∈ B_N . Before stating our results, we introduce some further notation. We denote by N (m) = { ψ ∈ N ; ψ^′ ( 0^+ ) = ϕ (0) = m > 0 } . Then, we set

(5.11) I_ψ = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−ξt} dt where (ξ_t)_{t≥0} is a spectrally negative Lévy process with Laplace exponent ψ ∈ N (m) and I_ψ < ∞ a.s. since from the strong law of large numbers lim_{t→∞}^{ξt}_t = m > 0 a.s., see e.g. [16, Proposition 1]. This positive variable is called the exponential functional of the Lévy process ξ and has been the object of intense research over the last two decades. A review including motivation for its study is given in Section 6.1. Our interest in considering the variable I_ψ stems from the following result which explains its intimate connection to V_ψ.

Proposition 5.8. (1) For any ψ ∈ N (m), I_ψ ∈ L_+. Thus, the law of I_ψ is absolutely continuous with density denoted by ^ν.

(2) We have, for any x > 0,

(5.12) ν(x) = 1 x^2 ^ν_1 ( 1 x ) , with ^ν_1 the density of I_{T1ψ}, where we recall, from Proposition 4.1(9), that T_1ψ(u) = uϕ(u + 1) ∈ N (ϕ(1)). Moreover, lim_{u→∞}^{T1ψ(u)}_u = lim_{u→∞} ϕ(u + 1) = ϕ(∞) and with the notation Π_1 for the Lévy measure of T_1ψ then Π_1(0^+) = Π(0^+).

(3) For any ψ ∈ N , both variables I_{T1ψ} and X_{T1ψ} = ln I_{T1ψ} are infinitely divisible.

Remark 5.9. Note that the item (3) reveals a remarkable property that is enjoyed by the class of positive self-decomposable variables considered in this Chapter.

Proof. Although the first claim is a well known fact, for sake of completeness, we provide its short proof. Writing, for any a > 0, T_a = inf{t > 0; ξ_t ≥ a} and observing by absence of positive jumps for ξ that ξ_{Ta} = a a.s., we get after performing a change of variables

I_ψ^{(d)}= ∫_{Ta} 0 e^{−ξt} dt + ∫_∞ T_a e^{−ξt} dt^{(d)}= ∫_{Ta} 0 e^{−ξt} dt + e^{−a} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−(ξTa+t−ξTa )}dt^{(d)}= ∫_{Ta} 0 e^{−ξt} dt + e^{−a}I_ψ, where I_ψ on the right-hand side is independent of ∫_{Ta} 0 e^{−ξt} dt as from the strong Markov property for Lévy processes, see e.g. [10, Proposition I.6], the process (ξ_{Ta+t} − ξ_{Ta} )_{t≥0} is a Lévy process distributed as ξ and independent of (ξ_t)_{0≤t≤Ta} , see Section 5.2.1 for details. Hence I_ψ ∈ L_+. 53

Thus, its law is absolutely continuous on R_+ , see e.g. [90, Theorem 27.13]. For the proof of item (2) we invoke [15, Proposition 2] to get that

(5.13) E [ I^{−n}_ψ ] = ψ^′(0^+) ∏_{n−1} k=1 ψ(k) (n − 1)!

= ϕ(0)W_ϕ(n), for any n = 1, 2 . . . ,

where for the last identity we used that ψ^′(0^+) = lim_{u↓0}^{ψ(u)}_u = lim_{u↓0} ϕ(u) = ϕ(0) and the definition of W_ϕ, see (1.18). Next, note that T_1ψ(u) = uϕ(u + 1) and thus the claim lim_{u→∞}^{T1ψ(u)}_u = ϕ(∞), in (2), is obvious. From (4.9), we have that Π_1(y) = ∫_∞ y e^{−r}(Π(r)dr + Π(dr)) = e^{−y}Π(y), whereby we deduce the very last claim. Finally, observe, from (2.20) for the first identity and from (5.13) for the last one, where we use the notation ϕ_1(u) = ϕ(u + 1), that, for any n = 1, 2, . . . , we have that

(5.14) E [ V^n_ψ ] = W_ϕ(n + 1) = ϕ(1) n−1∏ k=1 ϕ(k + 1) = ϕ_1(0)W_{ϕ1} (n) = E [ I^{−n}_{T1ψ} ] . Since V_ψ is moment determinate, the proof of (5.12) and thus of (2) is completed. The last claim follows easily from the fact I_{T1ψ} is self-decomposable and hence infinitely divisible and from [98] where it is shown that the variable V_ψ is a multiplicative infinitely divisible variable, that is, in particular, X_{T1ψ} is infinitely divisible. □

5.1.1. Proof of Theorem 5.1(1) and (2). In the proof of [15, Proposition 2], the authors show that for any n ∈ N

(5.15) E [ I^{−n−1} T_1ψ ] = T_1ψ(n) n E [ I^{−n}_{T1ψ} ] = nϕ(n + 1) n E [ I^{−n}_{T1ψ} ] = ϕ(n + 1)E [ I^{−n}_{T1ψ} ] . For completeness we replicate their proof valid also for z ∈ C (_{dϕ−1,∞}), i.e. ℜ(z) > d_ϕ − 1 or

when ϕ(z + 1) is well-defined. Set I_t = ∫_∞ t e^{−ξs} ds, t ≥ 0, where ξ is a Lévy process with exponent T_1ψ, see Proposition 4.1(9) and (5.21). For any z ∈ C , I^{−z}_t − I^{−z}_0 = z ∫_t 0 e^{−ξs} I^{−z−1}_s ds. Moreover, from Section 5.2.1, I_t = e^{−ξt} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−(ξt+s−ξt)}ds^{(d)}= e^{−ξt} I_0 with I_0^{(d)}= I_{T1ψ} independent of e^{−ξt} . From (5.21) E [ e^{zξt} ] = e^{tT1 ψ(z)} and it is finite whenever T_1ψ(z) = zϕ(z + 1) exists, i.e. z ∈ C (_{dϕ−1,∞}). Then upon taking expectations we get E [ I^{−z}_t − I^{−z}_0 ] = ( E [ e^{zξt} ] − 1 ) E [ I^{−z}_0 ] = zE [ I^{−z−1} 0 ] ∫^t 0 E [ e^{zξs} ] ds = z T_1ψ(z) ( e^{tT1ψ(z)} − 1 ) E [ I^{−z−1} 0 ] = z T_1ψ(z) ( E [ e^{zξt} ] − 1 ) E [ I^{−z−1} 0 ] , that is the complex version of (5.15). Since E [ I^0_{T1ψ} ] = 1 and (5.15) links the moments recur-

rently, E [ I^{−n}_{T1ψ} ] < ∞, for all n ∈ N. By moment determinacy the identity E [ V^n_ψ ] = E [ I^{−n}_{T1ψ} ] in (5.14) extends to z ∈ C (_{dϕ−1,∞}) which together with (5.15) deduce (5.1), i.e. item (1) with

M_{Vψ} (1) = E [ V^0_ψ ] = 1. Next, recall that the mapping u → M_{Vψ} (u) = E [ V^{u−1}_ψ ] , as the moments of order greater than −1 of a positive random variable, is a positive and log-convex 54

function on R_+ . However, from items (2) and (6) of Proposition 4.1 for any ϕ ∈ B, the mapping u → ϕ(u) is positive and strictly log-concave on (0, ∞) and the limit in (4.6) holds. This means that the multiplier ϕ in (5.1) satisfies the conditions of [103, Theorem 7.1], which states that the functional equation (5.1) has a unique, positive, log-convex solution on R_+ . However, the same conditions on ϕ trigger the validity of [103, Theorem 6.3] and we complete (5.2) and Theorem 5.1(2).

5.2. Fine distributional properties of I_ψ. In this part we state some properties on the density of the distribution of the variable I_ψ - one regarding its smoothness and the other its large asymptotic behaviour. Since the proof of both results hinges on techniques based on the fluctuation and excursion theory of spectrally negative Lévy processes, we proceed by recalling some essential facts on this topic which will make the proofs more legible. For any ψ ∈ N (m), write X_ψ = − ln I_ψ and denote by χ its density, that is

(5.16) χ(x) = e^{−x}^ν ( e^{−x} ) , x ∈ R. Next, recall that N_∞ = { ψ ∈ N ; σ^2 > 0 or Π (0^+) = ∞ } and N_{∞,∞} = { ψ ∈ N ; σ^2 > 0 or Π ( 0^+ ) = ∞ } . We use in the sequel

N_∞(m) = N_∞ ∩ N (m), N^c_∞(m) = N^c_∞ ∩ N (m) and N^c_{∞,∞}(m) = N (m) \ N_{∞,∞}(m).

Proposition 5.10. Let ψ ∈ N (m) and recall that ψ(u) = uϕ(u), with ϕ ∈ B_N . Then, since I_ψ ∈ L_+, with the notation of (5.10), we have, for any u ≥ 0,

(5.17) − log E [ e^{−uIψ} ] = ^ϕ(u) = ^δu + ∫_∞ 0 ( 1 − e^{−uy} ) ^κ(y) y dy, where

(1) ^δ =^1_r ≥ 0, where we recall that 0 < r = ϕ(∞) = Π(0^+) + m ≤ ∞. Thus, ^δ > 0 if and only if ψ ∈ N^c_{∞,∞}(m). Moreover, ^κ(0^+) = ∞ (resp. 0 < ^κ(0^+) =^{Π(0+)}_r < ∞) if and only if ψ ∈ N_∞(m) (resp. ψ ∈ N^c_∞(m)).

(2) Supp I_ψ =

[_1 r , ∞ ) . (3) Next, ^ν ∈ C^∞(R) if and only if ψ ∈ N_∞(m). Otherwise, if 1 < N_r < ∞, ^ν ∈ C^{Nr−1}(R), where we recall that N_r =

⌈_{Π(0+)} r ⌉ − 1 (with N_r = ∞ whenever Π(0^+) = ∞), and,

in any case, ^ν^{(Nr)} ∈ C(R \ {^1_r }) and the mapping x → (x −^1_r )^ν^{(Nr)}(x) ∈ C(R) with lim_{x→} 1_r (x −^1_r )^ν^{(Nr)}(x) = 0.

(4) Moreover, if N_r < ∞, then for any n = 0, 1, . . . , N_r

(5.18) ^ν^{(n)}(x) 1 r∼ Cx Π(0+) r −n−1 r l (x_r) ,

where C > 0, x_r = x −^1_r and l is a slowly varying function at 0.

(5) The statements concerning the support and smoothness properties on ^ν hold in a similar way for χ as defined in (5.16). 55

We proceed by providing very useful results concerning the asymptotic behaviour of ^ν at infinity. Recall, from (1.19), that d_ϕ = sup{u ≤ 0; ϕ(u) = −∞ or ϕ(u) = 0} ≤ 0.

Proposition 5.11. Let ψ ∈ N (m).

(1) For any a < d_ϕ, A >^1_r , there exists a constant C_{a,A} > 0 such that (5.19) ^ν(x) ≥ C_{a,A} x^{a−1}, x ∈ (A, ∞). (2) Assume that there exits u_0 > 0 such that ∫_∞ 1 ye^{u0y}Π(dy) < ∞ and ψ(−u_0) = ϕ (−u_0) = 0, then there exists a constant C_{u0} > 0 such that

(5.20) ^ν(x)^∞∼ C_{u0} x^{−u0−1}.

Remark 5.12. If C_{u0} in (5.20) can be made explicit then it is an evaluation of the so-called Kesten’s constant, see [60], for an affine random equation solved by I_ψ. We shall achieve this in the forthcoming work [81]. However, for our purpose, the weaker estimate (5.19) suffices.

We prove the Proposition 5.10 and Proposition 5.11 in the subsections 5.2.2 and 5.2.4 respectively. In what follows, we review several aspects of Lévy processes which play a central role in their proofs and are also useful throughout the rest of the paper. We refer to the monograph [10] for a nice account on Lévy processes.

5.2.1. Spectrally negative Lévy processes, fluctuation and excursions theory. A spectrally negative Lévy process is a real-valued stochastic process, ξ = (ξ_t)_{t≥0}, defined on the probability space (Ω, F, P), which can jump downwards only and possesses stationary and independent in-

crements, i.e. ξ_t − ξ_s^{(d)}= ξ_{t−s}, for 0 ≤ s < t, and ξ_t − ξ_s is independent of (ξ_u)_{u≤s}. Every general Lévy process and in particular every spectrally negative one, has the Lévy-Itô decomposition ξ_t = mt + σB_t + Z_t, where m ∈ R in accordance with (1.3), B = (B_t)_{t≥0} is a Brownian motion independent of the pure jump process Z = (Z_t)_{t≥0}. There is a natural bijection between the subclass of negative definite functions N , see (1.4), and a large subclass of spectrally negative Lévy processes via (1.3), where σ^2 is the variance of B and Π describes the intensity and the size of the jumps of Z. For the class N , see (1.4), which is the focus of our paper, we have the bijection between ψ ∈ N of the form

(5.21) ln E [ e^{zξ1} ] = ψ(z) = mz + σ^2 2 z^2 + ∫_∞ 0 ( e^{−zy} − 1 + zy ) Π(dy), z ∈ iR, and ξ spectrally negative Lévy process with m = ψ^′(0^+) = E [ξ_1] ∈ [0, ∞). In the setting of Lévy processes m > 0 gives lim_{t→∞} ξ_t = ∞ P-almost surely (a.s.) and m = 0 leads to lim_{t→∞} ξ_t = − lim_{t→∞} ξ_t = ∞ a.s.. It is clear from (5.21) that ψ ∈ A_{[0,∞)}. Moreover, for a > 0,

ψ ∈ A_{(−a,∞)} if and only if ∀u ∈ (−a, 0), | |E [euξ1 ] | | < ∞ which is equivalent to

(5.22) | | | ∫ y>1 e^{−uy}Π(dy) | | | < ∞, see [10, Chap. I]. The restriction of ψ on the real interval (−a, ∞) is clearly a convex function and ψ is zero free on (0, ∞). The analytical form of the Wiener-Hopf factorization for ψ ∈ N 56

reads off as follows

(5.23) ψ(z) = zϕ(z), z ∈ C_{[0,∞)},

that is (1.9). It has the following probabilistic interpretation through the identities

(5.24) ln E [ e^{zη+1} ] = z and ln E [ e^{−zη−1} ] = −ϕ(z), where η^− = ( η^−_t ) t≥0 is a possibly killed subordinator, that is a non-decreasing Lévy process possibly killed at an independent exponential time, known as the descending ladder height process, and, the ascending ladder height process η^+ = (η^+_t = t)_{t≥0} is a pure drift process. We note that for ψ ∈ N , η^+ is never killed. We record that

ϕ(z) = m + σ^2z + ∫_∞ 0 ( 1 − e^{−zy} ) Π(y)dy, (5.25)

that is the classical Bernstein function already defined in (1.10). Hence σ^2 ≥ 0, ∫_∞ 0 (y ∧ 1)Π(y)dy < ∞ and m ≥ 0 is the killing term of η^− since lim_{t→∞} ξ_t = ∞ which in turn is due

to ψ ∈ N . Finally, ϕ(∞) < ∞ if and only if Π(R_+ ) < ∞ if and only if η^− is a compound Poisson process, see [10, Chap I]. Next, define ξ = (ξ_t)_{t≥0} = ( sup_{s≤t} ξ_s − ξ_t ) t≥0 , which is known as the reflected at the supremum Lévy process. It possesses a local time at 0, i.e. a non-decreasing (in t ≥ 0) family of continuous functionals ℓ = (ℓ_t)_{t≥0} such that ℓ increases only on the closure of the set {s ≥ 0; ξ_s = 0}, that is on the closure of the set of times when a new running supremum is attained for ξ. The inverse local time at 0 of ξ is defined, for any t ≥ 0, as η_t = inf{s ≥ 0; ℓ_s > t}. We know that (ξ ∘ η, η) = (η^+, η)a.s. and thus the process (ξ ∘ η, η) determines a bivariate subordinator. Furthermore, with the reflected process ξ one associates excursions away from the supremum (loosely speaking the piece of path of ξ between successive suprema) in the following manner. Write, for any t > 0, e_t = ( ξ_{ηt−+s} ) 0≤s<ζ , where ζ = ζ(t) = inf{s > 0; ξ_{ηt−+s} = 0}. e = (e_t)_{t≥0} is the excursion process which forms a Poisson point process in the space of right-continuous functions with left limits (for short rcll). Its Poisson measure n lives on the sets of rcll functions and is referred to as the excursion measure. ζ is called a lifetime of an excursion. We use the formula n(F (e)) = ∫ W F (ω)n(dω) for computing various functionals on the space of excursions W (for more information on excursion theory of Lévy processes, we refer to [10, Chap. IV and Chap. VI]). Finally, when ψ ∈ N then ξ is a spectrally negative Lévy process drifting with lim_{t→∞} ξ_t = ∞. Thus, recalling that T_t = inf{s > 0; ξ_s > t}, we have, see [10, Theorem 1, Chapter VII], for any t, u > 0, E [ e^{−uηt} ] = E [ e^{−uTt} ] = e^{−tϕ(u)}, where ψ(ϕ)(u) = u, with ϕ ∈ B and from [10, Theorem 8, Chapter IV],

(5.26) ϕ(u) = δ̄u + u ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}n (ζ > y) dy, with δ̄ ≥ 0 and n the excursion measure of ξ. 57

5.2.2. Proof of Proposition 5.10. The proof of Proposition 5.10 requires the following two intermediate results which characterize respectively the quantities ^δ and ^κ in (5.17).

Lemma 5.13. ^δ =^1_r ≥ 0.

Proof. From [88, Lemma 2], ^δ in (5.17) is the drift of the subordinator η = (η_t)_{t≥0}, the inverse local time at 0 of ξ, i.e. δ̄ in (5.26). Hence, from Proposition 4.1(3), we get that

(5.27) ^δ = δ̄ = lim_{u→∞} ϕ(u) u = lim_{u→∞} u ψ(u) = 1 ϕ(∞) = 1 r ≥ 0, which completes the proof of the Lemma. □

We proceed the proof with a statement which, in particular, characterizes ^κ.

Lemma 5.14. (1) We have, for any y > 0,

(5.28) ^κ(y) = n (∫_ζ 0 e^{es} ds > y ) , where we recall that ζ is the lifetime of a given excursion (e_s)_{s≥0}.

(2) Moreover, ^κ(0^+) = ∞ (resp. ^κ(0^+) =^{Π(0+)}_r ) if and only if ψ ∈ N_∞(m) (resp. ψ ∈ N^c_∞(m)).

Remark 5.15. The subset of the class L_+ we consider can be characterized as the one associated to a subordinator η^∗, as defined in (5.29) below, whose tail of the Lévy measure is associated via (5.28) to the excursion measure n of ξ. Clearly, our class does not include the positive self-decomposable laws associated to subordinators with an atomic Lévy measure, since these can not be related to such an excursion measure.

Proof. We start with the following well-known integral representation of I_ψ ∈ L_+

(5.29) I_ψ = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−t}dη^∗_t , where η^∗ = (η^∗_t )_{t≥0} is a subordinator whose tail of the Lévy measure is ^κ, see e.g. [90, Theorem 17.5, Example 17.10]. The first identity (5.28) then follows from [88, Lemma 2] (note that the exponential functional is defined in [88] as ∫_∞ 0 e^{ξs} ds whereas we have I_ψ = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−ξs} ds). Since ζ > 0 and e_s > 0, for all 0 ≤ s < ζ, we get that n (∫_ζ 0 e^{es} ds > 0 ) = n (ζ > 0) .

This identity combined with (5.28) yield that ^κ(0^+) = ∞ (resp. ^κ(0^+) < ∞) if and only if n (ζ > 0) = ∞ (resp. n (ζ > 0) < ∞) which is equivalent to ψ ∈ N_∞(m) (resp. N^c_∞(m)), see e.g. [44, Proposition 15 (iv)]. It thus remains to compute ^κ(0^+) when ψ ∈ N^c_∞(m). Recall from 58

(5.26) that n (ζ > 0) is the total mass of the Lévy measure associated to ϕ. When ψ ∈ N^c_∞(m) from (5.27), ^δ = δ̄ =^1_r =^1_{ϕ(∞)} > 0, a standard computation leads to

n (ζ > 0) = lim_{u→∞} ( ϕ(u) − δ̄u ) = lim_{u→∞} ( u − ^δψ(u) ) = lim_{u→∞} 1 ϕ(∞) u (ϕ(∞) − ϕ(u)) = 1 ϕ(∞) lim_{u→∞} u (∫_∞ 0 Π(y)dy − ∫_∞ 0 ( 1 − e^{−uy} ) Π(y)dy )

= Π(0^+) r , where we have used the identity (5.25) to express ϕ. □

The two previous lemmas provide the proof of Proposition 5.10(1). Next, from [54, Lemma 2.1], Supp I_ψ = [0, ∞) if and only if ^δ = 0, which is equivalent from (5.27), to ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}(m). Otherwise, according to [88, Remark 1, p. 9] it holds that Supp I_ψ = [^δ, ∞) since η^∗ in (5.29) is a subordinator with drift ^δ (note that the constant c in [88] is 1 which is clear here from the identity ψ(u) = uϕ(u)). Thus, we have proved the statement for the support of ^ν, i.e. item (2). Next, if ψ ∈ N_∞(m) (resp. ψ ∈ N^c_∞(m)), then, since from Lemma 5.14(2), we have ^κ(0^+) = ∞ (resp. ^κ(0^+) =^{Π(0+)}_r ) and ^δ = 0 (resp. ^δ > 0), we derive from [90, Theorem 28.4(ii)] (resp. [90, Theorem 28.4(i)]) that ^ν ∈ C^∞(R) (resp. ^ν ∈ C^{Nr−1}(R), when^{Π(0+)}_r > 1, i.e. N_r ≥ 1). The claim (4) is given in [91, Theorem 1.6]. The proof of Proposition 5.10(5) follows immediately from the definition of χ in (5.16), which completes the proof of Proposition 5.10.

5.2.3. Proofs of Theorem 5.2(1), (2b) and (2c). First, we recall from Proposition 5.8(2) that, for any ψ ∈ N , ν(x) = x^{−2}^ν_1(x^{−1}) where ^ν_1 stands for the density of I_{T1ψ} with T_1ψ(u) = uϕ(u + 1) ∈ N (ϕ(1)) and Π_1(0^+) = Π(0^+). Thus, the positivity follows from the fact that ^ν_1 > 0 on (^1_r , ∞), see [78, 91], and the expression of the support of V_ψ is deduced from Proposition 5.10(2). Next, the smoothness property of ν stated in Theorem 5.2(2b) and the ensuing Lemma 5.16 follow readily from Proposition 5.10(3). Finally, the asymptotic behaviour at r in the item (2c) follows also readily from Proposition 5.10(4) and ν(x) = x^{−2}^ν_1(x^{−1}). Item (2b) gives immediately the following claim. Lemma 5.16. If ψ ∈ N_∞ then ν ∈ C^∞(R_+ ).

To prove Proposition 5.11 and for sake of completeness we restate, adapted to our setting, a shortened version of [91, Theorem 2.1]. Theorem 5.17. Let ψ ∈ N (m). Then

(5.30) x^ν(x) = ∫_x 0 ^ν(x − y)^κ(y)dy + ^δ^ν(x), x > 1 r . For any x >^1_r and with x → ∞ in the last relation (5.31) x^ν(x) ≥ ^κ(x) ∫_x 1 r ^ν(y)dy = n (∫_ζ 0 e^{es} ds > x ) ∫_x 1 r ^ν(y)dy^∞∼ n (∫_ζ 0 e^{es} ds > x ) . 59

Proof of Theorem 5.17. Since I_ψ is a positive self-decomposable law with ∫_∞ 0 ^κ(y)dy < ∞ then in the notation of [91, (1.5)] we have log E [ e^{iuIψ} ] = iuγ_0 −^{σ2u2}_2 + ∫_∞ 0 ( e^{iuy} − 1 )_{k(y)} y dy. Comparing this to (5.10) yields in our notation that γ_0 = ^δ = r^{−1}, σ^2 = 0 and ^κ ≡ k. Then, the second identity of [91, Theorem 2.1, (2.1)] in their notation takes the form (x − γ) f(x) = ∫_x 0 f(x − y)k(y)dy − f(x) ∫_∞ 0 k(y) 1 + y^2 dy Since [91, (1.6)] gives γ_0 = γ − ∫_∞ 0 k(y) 1+y^2 dy =

^δ and f = ^ν we deduct (5.30) and (5.31) since ^κ is non-increasing. □

5.2.4. Proof of Proposition 5.11. For item 1 from the last relation of (5.31) we need to discuss n (∫_ζ 0 e^{es} ds > x ) only. We recall that to each ψ ∈ N (m) there is an associated spectrally negative Lévy process ξ such that lim_{t→∞} ξ_t = ∞, see the discussion succeeding (5.21). We set, for any a > 0,

I_ψ(T̄_a) = ∫¯_{Ta} 0 e^{−ξs} ds, where T̄_a = inf{t ≥ 0; ξ_t = a} is the first hitting time of a for ξ. Also, it is well-known from [10, Chapter IV, p.117] that, for any a, x > 0, n (∫_ζ 1 e^{es} ds > x | |e1 = a, ζ > 1 ) = P ( e^aI_ψ(T̄_a) > x ) , which reflects the fact that under n ( . | |e_1 = a, ζ > 1), (e_s)_{1≤s<ζ} = (a + e_s − e_1)_{1≤s<ζ} has the

same law as (a − ξ_s)_{0≤s<}¯_{Ta} , since e_1 = a means that being a units beneath the running supremum the process ξ needs to stride upwards those units to attain a new maximum. Using this and trivial estimates yield, for x > 0, that n (∫_ζ 0 e^{es} ds > x ) ≥ n (∫_ζ 1 e^{es} ds > x, ζ > 1, e_1 > e )

= ∫ a>e P ( e^aI_ψ(T̄_a) > x ) n(e_1 ∈ da, ζ > 1) ≥ P ( I_ψ(T̄_1) > x ) n(e_1 > e, ζ > 1).

(5.32)

Next, let us denote by ξ^ϵ = (ξ^ϵ_t )_{t≥0} = ( ξ_t − ∑ s≤t (ξ_s − ξ_{s−}) I_{{(ξs−ξs−)<−ϵ}−1_} ) t≥0 the Lévy pro-

cess constructed from ξ by removing all its jumps smaller than −ϵ^{−1} < 0. Thus, pathwise, ξ_t ≤ ξ^ϵ_t , for any t > 0, T̄_1 ≥ T̄^ϵ_1 and therefore, I_ψ(T̄_1) ≥ I_ψϵ (T̄^ϵ_1 ). Choose furthermore ϵ small enough such that Π ( 0, ϵ^{−1} ) > 0, that is ξ^ϵ is not a pure drift process or phrased otherwise it still possesses negative jumps. For any a > e, x > e, from the strong Markov property of Lévy processes, conditionally on the event {T̄^ϵ_{− ln xa} < ∞}, the process ξ̃^ϵ = ( ξ̃ϵ_t = ξϵ_{t+T̄ ϵ− ln xa} + ln xa ) t≥0 60

is a Lévy process issued forth from 0 and independent of (ξ^ϵ_t )_{0≤t≤}¯_T ϵ_{− ln(xa)} and

I_ψ(T̄_1) ≥ I_ψϵ (T̄^ϵ_1 ) =

∫¯_T ϵ_1 0 e^{−ξϵs} ds ≥ ∫¯_T ϵ_1 T̄ ϵ_{− ln(xa)} e^{−ξϵs} ds I_{¯_T ϵ_{−ln(xa)<}¯_T ϵ_{1 }}

= xa ∫ ¯~_T ϵ_{1+ln xa} 0 e^{−ξ̃ϵs} ds I_{¯_T ϵ_{−ln(xa)<}¯_T ϵ_{1 }} ≥ xa ∫ ¯~_T ϵ_{ln a} 0 e^{−ξ̃ϵs} ds I_{¯_T ϵ_{−ln(xa)<}¯_T ϵ_{1 }}, (5.33)

where ¯T̃^ϵ_. stands for the hitting times of ξ̃^ϵ. Hence, using the independence of ξ̃^ϵ and ξ^ϵ, ξ^ϵ = ξ̃^ϵ in law and the fact that ξ̃^ϵ_t ≤ ln a on {t < ¯T̃^ϵ_{ln a}} we obtain from (5.33) that P ( I_ψ(T̄_1) > x ) ≥ P ( I_ψϵ (T̄^ϵ_1 ) > x ) ≥ P ( a ∫ ¯~_T ϵ_{ln a} 0 e^{−ξ̃ϵs} ds > 1 ) P ( T̄^ϵ_{− ln(xa)} < T̄^ϵ_1 )

≥ P ( ¯T̃ ϵ_{ln(a)} > 1 ) P ( T̄^ϵ_{− ln(xa)} < T̄^ϵ_1 ) = P ( T̄^ϵ_{ln(a)} > 1 ) P ( T̄^ϵ_{− ln(xa)} < T̄^ϵ_1 ) . (5.34)

From lim_{t→∞} ξ^ϵ_t ≥ lim_{t→∞} ξ_t = ∞, ξ^ϵ only jumps down and is not a pure drift process we deduct that P ( T̄ ϵ_{ln(a)} > 1 ) > 0. Next, P ( T̄^ϵ_{− ln(xa)} < T̄^ϵ_1 ) = 1 − P ( T̄^ϵ_1 ≤ T̄^ϵ_{− ln(xa)} )

= 1 −

S_ϵ (ln(xa)) S_ϵ (ln(xa) + 1) = S_ϵ (ln(xae)) − S_ϵ (ln(xa)) S_ϵ (ln(xae)) , (5.35)

where S_ϵ is the scale function related to the spectrally negative Lévy process ξ^ϵ, see [10, Chap. VII, Sec. 2]. Let m^ϵ = E [ξ^ϵ_1], see the discussion after (5.21). From ξ_1 ≤ ξ^ϵ_1 then 0 < m ≤ m^ϵ. Since in the construction of ξ^ϵ we truncate jumps smaller than −ϵ^{−1} we have that, for all ϵ < w, 0 < m ≤ m^ϵ ≤ m^w and plainly ψ^ϵ, ψ^w are analytic in C , see the discussion around (5.22). Moreover, by differentiating twice ψ^ϵ is easily seen to be strictly convex in R and for any u ∈ R, ψ^ϵ has the form, see (5.21),

ψ^ϵ(u) = m^ϵu + σ^2 2 u^2 + ∫ 1_ϵ 0 ( e^{−uy} − 1 + uy ) Π(dy), where the truncation of jumps is reflected in the measure Π and hence in the integration bounds. Hence, for ϵ < w, using e^{−x} + x − 1 ≥ 0, x ≤ 0, we get that, for u < 0,

ψ^ϵ(u) − ψ^w(u) = (m^ϵ − m^w) u + ∫ 1_ϵ 1 w ( e^{−uy} − 1 + uy ) Π(dy) ≥ 0. Also from (5.21), e^{ψϵ(u)} = E [ e^{uξϵ1} ] ≥ E [ e^{uξϵ1} I_{{ξ}ϵ_{1<0}} ] and we get that lim_{u→−∞} ψ^ϵ(u) = ∞.

Hence using the latter, the fact that (ψ^ϵ)^′ (0^+) = E [ξ^ϵ_1] = m^ϵ > 0 and ψ^ϵ is strictly convex with ψ^ϵ(0) = 0 we deduce that there exists unique u^ϵ_0 < 0 such that ψ^ϵ(u^ϵ_0) = 0. From ψ^ϵ(u) − ψ^w(u) ≥ 0, for 0 < ϵ < w and u < 0, and by convexity, we get u^w_0 ≤ u^ϵ_0 < 0, where ψ^w(u^w_0 ) = 0. We proceed to show that u^∗_0 = lim_{ϵ→0} u^ϵ_0 = d_ϕ. Recall that ψ(u) = uϕ(u) and if 61

u < d_ϕ ≤ 0 then ψ(u) ∈ (0, ∞], where ψ(u) = ∞ if ∫_∞ 0 (e^{−uy} − 1 + uy) Π(dy) = ∞, see (5.21).

It is clear that u^∗_0 ≥ d_ϕ, as otherwise, for any u ∈ (u^∗_0, d_ϕ), we must have lim_{ϵ→0} ψ^ϵ(u) = ψ(u) ∈ (0, ∞], whilst the convexity of ψ^ϵ and ψ^ϵ (u^ϵ_0) = ψ^ϵ(0) = 0 lead to ψ^ϵ < 0 on (u^ϵ_0, 0) and thus lim_{ϵ→0} ψ^ϵ(u) ≤ 0 if u ∈ (u^∗_0, d_ϕ). The case d_ϕ = 0 follows as u^ϵ_0 < 0. Assume that d_ϕ < u^∗_0 ≤ 0. Then for any u ∈ (d_ϕ, u^∗_0), we have that lim_{ϵ→0} ψ^ϵ(u) = ψ(u) < 0 which contradicts u^ϵ_0 ↑ u^∗_0, ψ^ϵ > 0 on (−∞, u^ϵ_0). Thus, d_ϕ = u^∗_0 = lim_{ϵ→0} u^ϵ_0. Finally, since according to [10, Ch. VII, Sec. 2], we have S_ϵ(x) =^1_{mϵ} P ( −ξ^ϵ_∞ ≤ x ) , where we let ξ^ϵ_∞ = inf_{t≥0} ξ^ϵ_t be the global infimum of ξ^ϵ, we deduce that

S_ϵ(ln(xae)) − S_ϵ(ln(xa)) = 1 m^ϵ ( P ( −ξ^ϵ_∞ > ln xa ) − P ( −ξ^ϵ_∞ > ln xae )) , which together with P(−ξ^ϵ_∞ > x)^∞∼ C^ϵe^{uϵ0 x}, see e.g. [11], yield, recalling that u^ϵ_0 < 0,

x^{−uϵ0} (S_ϵ(ln(xae)) − S_ϵ(ln(xa)))^∞∼ C^ϵ m^ϵ a^{uϵ0} (1 − e^{uϵ0} ).

Then, since plainly S_ϵ(∞) = lim_{x→∞} S_ϵ(ln(xae)) = 1/m^ϵ, we deduce from (5.35) that x^{−uϵ0} P ( T̄^ϵ_{− ln(xa)} < T̄^ϵ_1 ) = x^{−uϵ0} ( S_ϵ(ln(xae)) − S_ϵ(ln(xa)) S_ϵ(ln(xae)) )_∞ ∼ C^ϵa^{uϵ0} (1 − e^{uϵ0} ).

Therefore, since a > e is fixed, the latter asymptotic relation allows the successive usage of (5.34), (5.32), (5.31) together with ^ν > 0 on ( r^{−1}, ∞ ) and ^ν ∈ C (( r^{−1}, ∞ )) , see Proposition5.10(3) to derive (5.19) as u^ϵ_0 ↑ d_ϕ when ϵ → 0. The second statement follows readily from [87, Lemma 4], which states that P (I_ψ > x) = ∫_∞ x ^ν(y)dy^∞∼ Cx^{−u0} and an application of the monotone decreasing density theorem which yields ^ν(x)^∞∼ Cu_0x^{−u0−1} and is valid since ^ν is ultimately monotone as a unimodal distribution.

5.2.5. Proof of Theorem 5.4. The first statement follows by combining (5.19) with (5.12), i.e. ν(x) = x^{−2}^ν_1 ( x^{−1} ) and ^ν_1 the density of I_{T1ψ}, T_1ψ(u) = uϕ_1(u) = uϕ(u + 1), and observing that (5.19) holds for a < d_{ϕ1} = d_ϕ − 1. The second statement is deduced from (5.20) with u_0 = 1 since T_1ψ(−1) = −ϕ(0) = 0 and (T_1ψ)^′ (−1^+) = −ϕ^′(0^+) < ∞.

5.3. Proof of Theorem 5.1(3). The proof of this claim requires a combination of several types of results. Since some of them will be useful later in this work, we state them separately. We start by discussing various further functional properties of ^ν.

5.3.1. Some useful facts on positive self-decomposable laws. The following lemma is essentially due to Sato and Yamazato [91] where we denote by F_f the bilateral moment generating function (resp. Fourier transform) of a function f : R → R, i.e. for some real u (resp. some imaginary number u = ib, b ∈ R,)

F_f (u) = ∫ R e^{uy}f(y)dy. 62

Lemma 5.18. (1) Let ψ ∈ N_∞(m). Then there exists a decreasing positive sequence a_{^ν} = (a_n)_{n≥0} with a_0 = ∞ > a_1 > . . . > a_n . . . >^1_r , such that, for every n ≥ 1,

^ν^{(n)} > 0 on ( 1 r , a_n ) and ^ν^{(n)} < 0 on (a_n, a_{n−1}).

Moreover, for any n ≥ 0, we have a_n > β_n +^1_r where β_n = sup{y > 0; ^κ(y) ≥ n}.

(2) Let ψ ∈ N^c_∞(m). Then there exists a sequence a_{^ν} = (a_n)_{0≤n≤Nr} , such that a_0 = ∞ > a_1 > . . . > a_{Nr} >^1_r enjoying the same properties as the sequence in (1) above if and only if N_r ≥ 1, where recall that N_r = ⌈^{Π(0+)}_r ⌉ − 1.

(3) Let ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}(m). Then, we have, for any n ≥ 0 and x > 0,

(5.36) x^ν^{(n+1)}(x) = −(n + 1)^ν^{(n)}(x) + ∫_∞ 0 ( ^ν^{(n)}(x − y) − ^ν^{(n)}(x) ) d^κ(y).

(4) For any 0 ≤ u <^{Π(0+)}_r , one has

(5.37) |F_{^ν} (ib)|^{±∞}= o ( |b|^{−u} ) , with the convention that^{Π(0+)}_r = ∞ when Π(0^+) = ∞.

Proof. Let us first assume that ψ ∈ N_∞(m). According to Lemma 5.14(2) we have that ^κ(0^+) = ∞ and hence I_ψ ∈ I_6 in the sense of [91, p.275]. We derive from [91, Theorem 5.1(ii)] the existence of the sequence a_{^ν} with the inequality a_n > β_n +^1_r . Otherwise, if ψ ∈ N^c_∞(m) and

Π(0^+)

r > 1 the existence of the sequence a_{^ν} and β_n, for 1 ≤ n ≤ N_r, follows from [91, Theorem 5.1(i)]. Next from [91, p.297,(5.4)] equation (5.36) holds for every n ≥ 0 when ^κ(0^+) = ∞ and 1 r = 0 (i.e. γ_0 = 0 in [91, p.297, (5.4)]), which is the case once ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}(m). Item (4) follows from [91, Lemma 2.4, (2.17)]. □

We continue with the following substantial but easy estimates which will be used at several places in this work.

Lemma 5.19. Let ψ ∈ N (m). If N_r ≥ 1 then, for all n < N_r ≤ ∞ and k < N_r − n ≤ ∞,

(5.38) lim_{x↓ 1} r ( x − 1 r )_{−k} ^ν^{(n)}(x) = lim_{x↓0} x^{−k} ^ν^{(n)} ( x + 1 r ) = 0.

Moreover, for any D ∈ (0, 1), n < N_r and x ∈ ( 0, D ( a_{n+1} −^1_r )) , with a_{^ν} = (a_n)_{n≤Nr} as in Lemma 5.18, we have that

(5.39) | | |^ν^{(n)} ( 1 r + x )| | | ≤ ( D 1 − D )_n n!x^{−n}^ν ( 1 r + x D ) .

Proof. Let first ψ ∈ N_∞(m). We first prove (5.38) for k = 0 and n ∈ N which follows easily from the fact that, since Π(0^+) = ∞ and hence N_r = ∞ in this case, ^ν ∈ C^∞(R) and 63

Supp I_ψ = [0, ∞], see Proposition 5.10. Let now set n = 0 and k ≥ 1. The existence of the sequence a_{^ν} defined in Lemma 5.18, implies that ^ν^{(l)}, l ≥ 1, increases on (^1_r , a_{l+1}). Therefore,

^ν^{(l−1)}(x) = ∫_x 1 r ^ν^{(l)}(y)dy ≤ ( x − 1 r ) ^ν^{(l)}(x), for x ∈ ( 1 r , a_{l+1} ) , since from (5.38) with k = 0 and l ∈ N we have that

(5.40) ^ν^{(l)} ( 1 r ) = 0.

Repeating this argument k times, we get, for any x ∈

(_1 r , a_{k+1} ) , that ( x − 1 r )_{−k} ^ν(x) ≤ ^ν^{(k)}(x), which proves (5.38) for k ≥ 1 and n = 0 using (5.40). Before proving the remaining case, we establish (5.39). From (5.40), for any n ≥ 0, x ∈

(_1 r , a_{n+1} ) and D ∈ (0, 1), ^ν(x) = ∫_x 1 r ∫_{y1} 1 r . . . ∫_{yn−1} 1 r ^ν^{(n)}(y_n)dy_n . . . dy_1 ≥ ∫_x 1 r +D(x−^1_r ) ∫_{y1} 1 r +D(x−^1_r ) . . . ∫_{yn−1} 1 r +D(x−^1_r ) ^ν^{(n)}(y_n)dy_n . . . dy_1 ≥ (1 − D)^n n! ( x − 1 r )_n ^ν^{(n)} ( 1 r + D ( x − 1 r )) , where we have employed that ^ν^{(n)} is increasing on

(_1 r , a_{n+1} ) , see Lemma 5.18(1). This is (5.39).

Finally, the proof of (5.38) for n, k > 0, follows from the case n = 0 combined with (5.39). Next, when ψ ∈ N^c_∞(m) and N_r ≥ 1, (5.38) is immediate thanks to (5.18) of Proposition5.10(4) which furnishes an explicit asymptotic of ^ν at 1/r and Supp I_ψ = [^1_r , ∞), which was proved in Proposition 5.14, and, Proposition 5.10(3) which asserts that in this case ^ν ∈ C^{Nr−1} (R). □

We proceed with the following lemmas.

Lemma 5.20. (1) Let ψ ∈ N (m). Then, for any p = 1, 2, . . ., we have that ^ν_p(x) = ^ν_{p−1}(x) ϕ(p−1)x = . . . = ^ν(x) mW_ϕ(p)x^p is the density of the variable IT^pψ where Tpψ(u) = uϕ(u+p) ∈

N (ϕ(p)) and we set ^ν_0 = ^ν. Moreover, lim_{u→∞}^{Tpψ(u)}_u = lim_{u→∞} ϕ(u+p) = ϕ(∞), with the obvious notation Π_p(0^+) = Π(0^+) and Supp I_{Tpψ} =

[_1 r , ∞ ) . (2) For any ψ ∈ N , we have, writing, for any p = 0, 1, . . ., ν_p the density of the variable V_{Tpψ}, ν_p(x) = x^{−2}^ν_{p+1}(x^{−1}), for any p = 1, 2, . . ., ν_p(x) =^{xνp−1(x)}_{ϕ(p)} = . . . =^{xpν(x)}_{Wϕ(p+1)} , where we set ν = ν_0, and, Supp V_{Tpψ} = [0, r).

Proof. First, we recall from Proposition 4.1(9), that, for any p ∈ N, T_pψ(u) = uϕ(u + p) ∈ N (ϕ(p)), where we recall that ϕ(0) = m > 0 as ψ = T_0ψ ∈ N (m). Next, from the expression 64

of the entire moment of I_{Tpψ} given in (5.13), we have that, for any n = 1, 2, . . ., E [ I^{−n}_{Tpψ} ] = ϕ(p) n−1∏ k=1 ϕ(k + p) = n∏ k=1 ϕ(k + p − 1) = 1 ϕ(p − 1) E [ I^{−n−1} T_{p−1}ψ ]

from where we get the first statement by remarking that the mappings (T_p)_{p≥0} form a semigroup on N , i.e. for any ψ ∈ N , p, r ≥ 0, T_p ∘ T_rψ(u) = T_p (_. .+r ψ(. + r) ) (u) =^u_{u+r+p} ψ(u + r + p) =

T_{p+r}ψ(u) ∈ N and I^{−1}_{T1ψ}^{(d)}= V_ψ, see (5.14), is moment determinate and hence I^{−1}_{Tpψ}, p = 1, 2, · · · , are moment determinate. Also a simple integration of (4.9) yields that Π_p(y) = e^{−py}Π(y), y > 0. Finally, since ϕ_p(∞) = ϕ(∞) = r we conclude Supp I_{Tpψ} =

[_1 r , ∞ ) from Proposition 5.10(2) and item (1) is thus settled. Item (2) follows readily from the previous one combined with the identity ν(x) =^1_{x2} ^ν_1

(_1 x ) that is (5.12) of Proposition 5.8. □

Lemma 5.21. Let ψ ∈ N (m) and N_r ≥ 1. Then, with the notation of Lemma 5.20, we have, for all n ≤ N_r − 1, p = 0, 1 . . . , and a >^1_2 , ∫_∞ 0 | |x^{−a}^ν^{(n)}_p (x) | | dx < ∞, (5.41)

where we recall that ^ν_0 = ^ν.

Proof. Let us prove that (5.41) holds for p = 0. The proof for p = 1, 2, · · · follows since T_pψ ∈ N (ϕ(p)) ⊂ N (m). From Parseval’s identity and the fact that, for all 0 ≤ n ≤ N_r, ^ν^{(n)} ∈ C (R), see items (1) and (3) of Proposition 5.10, one gets, for n ≤ N_r − 1, that

(5.42) ∫_∞ 1 r | | |^ν^{(n)}(x) | | |^2 dx = ∫_∞ 0 | | |^ν^{(n)}(x) | | |^2 dx = ∫_∞ −∞ b^{2n} |F_{^ν} (ib)|^2 db < ∞, where the finiteness follows from (5.37). To prove (5.41) in the case N_r = ∞ and p = 0, we use the notation of Lemma 5.19 with D_n =^1_r + D ( a_{n+1} −^1_r ) , and, for the first inequality below, the estimate (5.39) and the continuity of ^ν^{(n)}, and, for the second one the classical Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, to get, for any a >^1_2 , n ≥ 0, that ∫_∞ 1 r |x^{−a}^ν^{(n)}(x)|dx = ∫_{Dn} 1 r |x^{−a}^ν^{(n)}(x)|dx + ∫_∞ D_n |x^{−a}^ν^{(n)}(x)|dx

≤ ∫_{Dn−} 1_r 0 | | | ( x + 1 r )_{−a} ^ν^{(n)} ( x + 1 r )| | | dx + ∫_∞ D_n |x^{−a}^ν^{(n)}(x)|dx

≤ C_n ∫_{Dn−} 1_r 0 x^{−n−a}^ν ( x D + 1 r ) dx + C_{n,a} (∫_∞ 0 |^ν^{(n)}(x)|^2dx ) 1_2

< ∞, where C_n > 0, C_{n,a} > 0 and the finiteness follows from (5.38) and the estimate (5.42). To prove (5.41) in the case N_r < ∞, we follow the same line of reasoning by recalling, from Proposition 5.10(3), that, for any n ≤ N_r − 1 < ∞, ^ν^{(n)} ∈ C(R), and (5.42) holds for n ≤ N_r − 1. The only 65

modification, thanks to^1_r > 0, lies in the estimate ∫_∞ 1 r |x^{−a} ^ν^{(n)}(x)|dx ≤ r^a ∫_{Dn} 1 r |^ν^{(n)}(x)|dx + ∫_∞ D_n |x^{−a} ^ν^{(n)}(x)|dx < ∞. □ We are ready to prove the the polynomial decays of the modulus of the Mellin transform of ν along imaginary lines, that is (5.3) in Theorem 5.1 (3). With the notation and the claims of Lemma 5.20, for any p = 0, 1, . . . , we write

χ_{p+1}(y) = e^{−y} ^ν_{p+1}(e^{−y}) = ^ν_p(e^{−y}) ϕ(p) = e^yν_p(e^y)

and we have N_r and^{Π(0+)}_r invariant in p for any ν_p, ^ν_p and Supp χ_{p+1} = (−∞, ln r], if r < ∞, and Supp χ_{p+1} = (−∞, ∞), otherwise. Then, we get, from Proposition 5.10(3), that χ_{p+1} ∈

C^{Nr} (R \ {ln r}) if r < ∞ and χ_{p+1} ∈ C^∞ (R), otherwise. Thus, for any a ≥ n, applying the Faa

di Bruno formula to ^ν_p(e^{−y}) we get with some C_n > 0, ∫_{ln r} −∞ e^{ay}|χ^{(n)}_{p+1}(y)|dy ≤ C_n ϕ(p) ∫_{ln r} −∞ e^{ay} n∑ k=0 |e^{−ky} ^ν^{(k)}_p (e^{−y})|dy

= C_n ϕ(p) ∫_∞ 1 r n∑ k=0 |x^{k−1−a}^ν^{(k)}_p (x)|dx < ∞, where the finiteness follows from (5.41) since from a ≥ n then a + 1 − k ≥ 1, 0 ≤ k ≤ n, and n ≤ N_r − 1. Thus, we have for all p = 0, 1 . . . and 0 ≤ n ≤ N_r − 1, that, for all a ≥ n, the mapping y → χ^{(n)}_{p+1,a}(y) = (e^{ay}χ_{p+1}(y))^{(n)} ∈ L^1(R) and by the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma applied to the Fourier transform of (e^{ay}χ_{p+1}(y))^{(n)} we get that

(5.43) | |F_{χp+1,a} (ib) | |^{±∞}= o (|b|^{−n}) . On the other hand, writing z = a+ib, a ≥ n, b ∈ R, we have because χ_{p+1}(y) = e^yν_p (e^y)

F_{χp+1,a} (ib) = F_{χp+1} (z) = ∫ R e^{zy}χ_{p+1}(y)dy = ∫_∞ 0 x^zν_p(x)dx = M_{VTpψ} (z + 1). From Lemma 5.20 (2) and then from the functional equation (5.1) we deduce that

M_{VTpψ} (z + 1) =

M_{Vψ} (z + p + 1) W_ϕ(p + 1) = ϕ(z + p)...ϕ(z) W_ϕ(p + 1) M_{Vψ} (z). Henceforth, we get that, for any p = 0, 1 . . . , n ≤ N_r − 1 and a ≥ n, (5.44) lim_{|b|→∞} |b|^n ∏_p j=0 |ϕ(a + j + ib)| W_ϕ(p + 1) |M_{Vψ} (a + ib)| = lim_{|b|→∞} |b|^n|F_{χp+1,a} (ib)| = 0, where the last identity follows from in (5.43). Fix a^′ > d_ϕ and p^′ ∈ N, p^′ ≥ 1, such that a = a^′ + p^′ > n. We have, from (5.1), that M_{Vψ} (p^′ + a^′ + ib) = ϕ ( p^′ + a^′ − 1 + ib ) · · · ϕ ( a^′ + ib ) M_{Vψ} (a^′ + ib). 66

Then applying (5.44) with a = a^′ + p^′ > n and p = p^′ we arrive at (5.45) lim_{|b|→∞} |b|^n ∏_{2p}′ j=0 |ϕ(a + j + ib)| W_ϕ(p + 1) |M_{Vψ} (a^′ + ib)| = 0. Since ϕ ∈ B_N from Proposition 4.1(8) the Lévy measure associated to ϕ is Π(y)dy, y > 0, that is, absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Hence, if in addition Π(0^+) = ∫_∞ 0 Π(y)dy = ∞, then [90, Theorem 27.7] implies that the underlying descending ladder height process η^−, see (5.24), is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Therefore, from (5.24) and the Riemann-Lebesgue Theorem, for any fixed a^′ > d_ϕ, lim |b|→∞ e^{−ϕ(a′+ib)} = lim_{|b|→∞} E [ e^{−(a′+ib)η−1} ] = lim_{|b|→∞} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−a′x−ibx}P ( η^−_1 ∈ dx ) = 0 and we conclude that lim_{|b|→∞} |ϕ (a^′ + ib)| = ∞. Otherwise, if Π(0^+) < ∞, i.e. ϕ(∞) = r < ∞, then elementary from the representation of ϕ in Proposition 4.1(8) and the Riemann-Lebesgue Theorem lim_{|b|→∞} ϕ (a^′ + ib) = ϕ(∞) = r. In both cases, the limit is non-zero and we deduct from (5.45) that lim |b|→∞ |b|^n | M_{Vψ} (a^′ + ib) | = 0,

which furnishes the proof of our claim for n < N_r − 1.

5.3.2. Proof of Theorem 5.2(2a). We are ready to complete Theorem 5.2(2a). From Lemma 5.16 it remains to show that if ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞} then, for any n ∈ N, lim_{x→∞} ν^{(n)}(x) = 0. The following estimate which holds in a more general context provides this property.

Lemma 5.22. Let ψ ∈ N with N_r > 2. Then, for any x > 0, n, k ∈ N, with k < N_r − 2, and any a > d_ϕ, there exists a constant C = C_{n,k,a} > 0 such that for any x > 0 | | |(x^nν(x))^{(k)} | | | ≤ Cx^{n−k−a}. (5.46)

Remark 5.23. Note that the bounds at ∞ presented in Lemma 9.5 below are far more precise as they depend on ν. However, (5.46) are uniform on R_+ and allow us to have some grip on the behaviour at zero of ν and its derivatives.

Proof. Recall the Pochhammer symbol (n−z)_k = ∏_{k−1} j=0 (n − j − z). Fix a > d_ϕ and k < N_r−2.

Then from Theorem 5.1(3), |z|^k | |M_{Vψ} (z) | | = O (|z|^{−2}) along C_a . Therefore, | |(n − z)_k M_{Vψ} (z) | | is integrable along C_a and multiplying by x^n the Mellin inversion formula for ν, see (1.36), and differentiating it k times to get | |(x_nν(x))(k) | | = | | 1 2πi ∫_{a+i∞} a−i∞ x^{n−k−z}(n − z)_k M_{Vψ} (z)dz | | ≤ x^{n−k−a} 1 2π ∫_∞ −∞ | |(n − a − ib)_k M_{Vψ} (a + ib) | | db and the finiteness of the last integral gives (5.46). □

5.4. Small asymptotic behaviour of ^ν and of its successive derivatives. Finally, we provide an extremely precise asymptotic results for ^ν(x) (resp. χ(x)) and its successive derivatives when x tends to 0 (resp. ∞). We stress that, for only some isolated cases, one can find in the literature information about the behaviour of ln ∫_x 0 ^ν(y)dy, see [91, Theorem 5.2]. On the other hand, we are not aware of any instances of a class of probability density functions for which such a precise asymptotic estimate has been provided. The novelty of our approach seems to come from the fact that we are able to describe the asymptotic behaviour of the Mellin transform of ^ν, i.e. M_{Iψ} , along the negative real line and imaginary lines, together with some fine distributional properties such as log-concavity of ^ν and related to it quantities at 0.

Theorem 5.24. Let ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}(m) = N_{∞,∞} ∩ N (m). Recalling that φ : [m, ∞) → [0, ∞) stands for the inverse function of ϕ, we have, with C̃_ψ > 0, that

(5.47) ^ν(x)^0∼ C̃_ψm √ 2π 1 x √ φ^′ ( 1 x ) e^− ∫ 1_x m φ(r)^{dr}_r . Moreover, for any n ≥ 0, we have that

(5.48) ^ν^{(n)}(x)^0∼ C̃_ψm √ 2π 1 x^{n+1} φ^n ( 1 x ) √ φ^′ ( 1 x ) e^− ∫ 1_x m φ(r)^{dr}_r . Finally, the following relation holds true

(5.49) χ(x)^∞∼ C̃_ψm √ 2π √ φ^′ (e^x)e^− ∫_ex m φ(r)^{dr}_r . Remark 5.25. We stress that when ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}(m) for the positive self-decomposable variable I_ψ we have that ^κ(0^+) = ∞, recall (5.10) for the definition of ^κ. This is strictly beyond [90, Theorem 53.6] which discusses only the case when 0 < ^κ(0^+) < ∞. Our case, i.e. ^κ(0^+) = ∞ and ^κ(0^−) = 0, seems to have been studied only in [102, Lemma 2.5] but merely on the log-scale and when ^κ ∈ RV_α(0), that is when ^κ is regularly varying at zero.

5.4.1. A non-classical Tauberian theorem. The proof of Theorem 5.24 is based on an improved version of a Tauberian theorem that was originally proved by Balkema et al. in [4, Theorem 4.4]. It is a non-classical Tauberian in the sense that it relates the upper tail behaviour of the bilateral Laplace transform to the upper tail behaviour of the associated probability density function. For the sake of clarity, we state and prove below a slight generalization and an adapted version of this Tauberian theorem which is more suitable to our context and allows its application for the successive derivatives of the density function. In particular, the original result [4, Theorem 4.4] is stated for the density of a probability distribution and a minor device allows us to extend it to real-valued functions which are ultimately positive. We proceed by introducing some notation and terminologies. Let G : R → R be a convex function. Then

(5.50) G^∗(y) = sup_{u∈R}{yu − G(u)}

is called the Legendre transform or the complex conjugate of G. If G^{(2)} > 0 on R then the supremum is attained at u such that y = G^′(u). We say that G is asymptotically parabolic if 68

G^{(2)} > 0 on R and its scale function s_G = 1/ √ G^{(2)} is self-neglecting, i.e.

(5.51) lim_{u→∞} s_G(u + as_G(u)) s_G(u) = 1 uniformly on bounded intervals of the real variable a.

Next, we say that a function F has a very thin tail if there exists y_0 ∈ R such that F (y) > 0 for all y > y_0,

(5.52) lim_{y→∞} F (y)e^{ky} = 0 for all k ∈ N .

(5.53) Finally, we recall the notation for a function f and some real u, F_f (u) = ∫ R e^{uy}f(y)dy. We are ready to state and prove the following adapted version of [4, Theorem 4.4]. Proposition 5.26. Let us assume that the following conditions hold.

(a) Let f : R → R such that f(y) > 0, for all y > a ∈ R. Set f_a(y) = f(y)I_{{y>a}} and assume that F_a(x) = ∞∫ x f_a(y)dy has a very thin tail and F_f (u)^∞∼ F_{fa} (u). (b) f is log-concave in a neighbourhood of ∞. (c) We have F_f (u) = ∫ R e^{uy}f(y)dy^∞∼ β(u)e^{G(u)}, with G being asymptotically parabolic and (5.54) lim_{u→∞} β(u + as_G(u)) β(u) = 1 uniformly on bounded intervals of the real variable a.

Then (5.55) f(y)^∞∼ 1 √ 2π β^∗(y) s_G∗ (y) e^{−G∗(y)}, where G^∗ is the Legendre transform of G, s_G∗ is its own scale function and β^∗(y) = β(u) is defined via the following relation between y and u, that is y = G^′(u).

Proof. Let us first assume that f is a probability density function. We show that all the conditions of the statement imply (5.55) via an application of [4, Theorem 4.4]. First, we show that f is of Gaussian tail in the sense of [4, Definition on p. 389], i.e. f is of very thin tail itself and f(y)^∞∼ e^{−G̃(y)} with some asymptotically parabolic function G̃. This would trigger the first important condition, that is [4, Theorem 4.4(1)]. To prove that f is of Gaussian tail we will invoke [4, Theorem 2.2]. To do so we see that the log-concavity of f implies the condition (2.1) of [4, Theorem 2.2]. The other condition of [4, Theorem 2.2], i.e. U_τ , see [4, (1.6)] for 69

definition, to be asymptotically normal, i.e. [4, (1.10)] to be fulfilled holds true thanks to the assumption for the self-neglecting property of s_G and the behaviour of F_f at infinity, that is the condition (c) above, which is enough for [4, Theorem 1.2, (1.10)] to be true, as G is asymptotically parabolic and β satisfies (5.54), i.e. β is flat with respect to G in the sense of [4]. All this verifies that f is of Gaussian tail and the proof follows in this case since the other conditions of [4, Theorem 4.4] follow from the assumptions of our theorem. It is clear that in the end [4, Theorem 4.4.] serves its purpose only to elucidate the form of G̃. Now, with

0 < C^{−1}_a = ∫_∞ a f_a(y)dy = ∫_∞ a f(y)dy < ∞, we have that f̄_a(y) = C_af_a(y) is a probability density function. Moreover, under the condition (a) about the asymptotic behaviour of F_{fa} , we can apply the previous reasoning to f̄_a, after checking easily that all conditions are satisfied, to get, f̄_a(y)^∞∼^{Ca√}_{2π}^{β∗(y)}_{sG∗ (y)} e^{−G∗(y)} which, from the definition of f̄_a and f_a, completes the proof. □

5.5. Proof of Theorem 5.24. Let ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}(m) and thus ^ν ∈ C^∞(R) from Proposition 5.10(3). We aim at applying the Tauberian result of Proposition 5.26 to the continuous functions f_n, defined, for any n ≥ 0, by

(5.56) f_n(y) = e^yv_n(e^y) = e^{−ny} ^ν^{(n)}(e^{−y}), y ∈ R.

Throughout this proof we use the Pochhammer notation (u)_n =^{Γ(u+1)}_{Γ(u+1−n)} = u(u − 1) . . . (u − n + 1), u ≥ 0, n ∈ N. We start with the log-concavity property of f_n in a neighborhood of ∞, that is condition (b), and postpone to the next subsections the proof of the two remaining Tauberian conditions, namely (a) and (c).

5.5.1. Condition (b): the log-concavity property of ^ν^{(n)} and f_n.

Proposition 5.27. Let ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}(m). There exists a decreasing positive sequence a_{^ν} = (a_n)_{n≥0} with a_0 = ∞ > a_1 > . . . > a_n . . . > 0, such that, for every n ≥ 0,

x → ^ν^{(n)}(x) is log-concave on (0, a_{n+1}).

Even more, for any n ≥ 0, the mapping

y → f_n(y) = e^{−ny} ^ν^{(n)}(e^{−y}) is also log-concave on (− log(a_{n+1}), ∞).

Remark 5.28. The statement that ^ν is log-concave on (0, a_1) is proved in [91, Theorem 1.3 (vii)] and improved to strict log-concavity in [91, Theorem 4.2]. Clearly, the log-concavity of y → ^ν^{(n)}(e^{−y}) is a stronger assertion then the log-concavity of the derivatives ^ν^{(n)}(x) and the proof using Lemma 5.33 below suggests that it is the more natural result.

For the reader’s convenience we split the (lengthy) proof of Proposition 5.27 into several intermediate results.

Lemma 5.29. Let ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}(m) and thus ^κ(0^+) = ∞. For any j ≥ 1, set ^κ_j (y) = ^κ ( max(y, j^{−1}) ) , y > 0. 70

Then, for any j ≥ 1, there exists I_j ∈ L_+ such that its law is absolutely continuous with a density v_j which is characterized, for any b ∈ R, by

(5.57) F_{vj} (ib) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{ibx}v_j (x)dx = e^{−ϕj (−ib)} = e ∫_∞ 0 (e^{iby}−1)^{^κj (y)}_y dy.

Moreover, for any j ≥ 1, the following holds.

(1) Supp I_j = [0, ∞).

(2) v_j ∈ C^{Nj} (R_+ ) ∩ C^{Nj−1} (R), where N_j = ⌈^κ_j (0^+)⌉ − 1 = ⌈^κ(j^{−1})⌉ − 1.

(3) Then there exists a decreasing positive sequence a_{vj} = (a_n(j))_{1≤n≤Nj} with a_0(j) = ∞ > a_1(j) > . . . > a_{Nj} (j) > 0, such that, for every 0 ≤ n ≤ N_j,

v^{(n)}_j > 0 on (0, a_n(j)) and v^{(n)}_j < 0 on (a_n(j), a_{n−1}(j)) .

(4) Let, for n ≤ N_j, β_n(j) = sup {y > 0; ^κ_j(y) ≥ n}. Also, for any n ≥ 1,

(5.58) a_n := lim_{j→∞} a_n(j) ≥ β_n = sup {y > 0; ^κ(y) ≥ n} > 0,

(5) We have, for any x > 0,

xv^{(1)}_j (x) = (^κ_j (0^+) − 1)v_j (x) + ∫_x 0 v_j(x − y)d^κ_j (y). (5.59)

Remark 5.30. We stress that I_j does not belong to the subclass of positive self-decomposable laws arising from ψ ∈ N^c_∞(m), that have support

[_1 r , ∞ ) , r < ∞, see Proposition 5.10(2).

Proof. First, since for every j ≥ 1, ^κ_j defines a non-increasing function on R_+ with ^κ_j (0^+) = ^κ(j^{−1}) < ∞, the right-hand side of (5.57) is the Fourier transform of a random variable I_j ∈ L_+, whose distributions, as mentioned earlier, are absolutely continuous. Furthermore, since ^κ_j (0^+) < ∞, therefore I_j ∈ I_5 in the sense of [91, p.275]. Since ^δ_j = 0 then Supp I_j = [0, ∞) follows from [91, Theorem 1.3, (vii)]. Also from [91, Theorem 1.2] then v_j ∈ C^{Nj} (R_+ ), from [91, Theorem 5.1, (i)] then v_j ∈ C^{Nj−1} (R) and from [91, Theorem 5.1, (i)] there exists a_{vj} = (a_n(j))_{1≤n≤Nj} with a_0(j) = ∞ > a_1(j) > . . . > a_{Nj} (j) > 0 such that v^{(n)}_j is positive on (0, a_n(j)) and negative on (a_n(j), a_{n−1}(j)), for 1 ≤ n ≤ N_j. Thanks to [91, Theorem 5.1, (5.2) and (5.3)], a_n(j) > β_n(j) = sup {y > 0; ^κ_j (y) ≥ n} and the fact that β_n(j) = β_n = sup {y > 0; ^κ(y) ≥ n} for all j big enough, for n ≤ N_j gives (5.58). Item (5) is [91, Corollary 2.1 (2.34)], wherein γ_0 = 0 since we have no drift in the exponent of (5.57) and the integration is on (0, ∞). □

Lemma 5.31. Fix n ∈ N. If ^κ_j (0^+) > 2n + 5, then v^{(n)}_j is log-concave on (0, a_{n+1}(j)).

Proof. Let ^κ_j (0^+) > 2n + 5. Since v_j ∈ C^{Nj−1} (R) and d^κ_j (y) ≡ 0, y ∈ ( 0, j^{−1} ) , see Lemma 5.29 by differentiating (5.59), we get for (at least) k ≤ N_j − 2 = ⌈^κ_j(0^+)⌉ − 3 and any x > 0,

xv^{(2)}_j (x) = (^κ_j (0^+) − 2)v^{(1)}_j (x) + ∫_x 0 v^{(1)}_j (x − y)d^κ_j (y), (5.60)

xv^{(k+2)}_j (x) = (^κ_j (0^+) − 2 − k)v^{(k+1)}_j (x) + ∫_x 0 v^{(k+1)} j (x − y)d^κ_j (y). (5.61)

Also (5.60) and (5.61) are elementary consequence to [91, p. 297, l.-1 and (5.4)] and a simple integration. Next, note that d^κ_j (y) = 0 dy, for y ∈ (0, j^{−1}) and therefore on x < j^{−1} (5.60) reduces to the simple differential equation xv^{(2)}_j (x) = (^κ_j (0^+) − 2)v^{(1)}_j (x).

Hence v_j (x) = Cx^{^κj (0+)−1} for some C > 0 and x ∈ (0, j^{−1}). Therefore setting

V^{(n)}_j (x) := v^{(n+2)}_j (x)v^{(n)}_j (x) − (v^{(n+1)}_j (x))^2 = ( v^{(n)}_j (x)

)_2 d dx ( v^{(n+1)} j (x) v^{(n)}_j (x) ) . we get then that V^{(n)}_j < 0 on (0, j^{−1}). Moreover, since ^κ_j(0^+) > 2n + 5, x → v^{(n)}_j (x) is strictly log-concave and increasing for x ∈ (0, j^{−1}) and thus from Lemma 5.29(3) and the properties of the sequence a_{vj} we conclude a_{n+1}(j) ≥ j^{−1}. Assume now a_{n+1}(j) > j^{−1} and that there exists x_0 ∈ ( j^{−1}, a_{n+1}(j) ) such that V^{(n)}_j (x_0) = 0 and V^{(n)}_j (x) < 0 for x ∈ (0, x_0). Multiplying first (5.61) for k = n at the point x_0 by v^{(n)}_j (x_0) and then for k = n − 1 by −v^{(n+1)}_j (x_0) at the point x_0 and adding the two expressions, we get the identity

x_0V^{(n)}_j (x_0) = −v^{(n)}_j (x_0)v^{(n+1)}_j (x_0) + ∫_{x0} j^{−1} v^{(n)}_j (x_0 − y)v^{(n)}_j (x_0) ( v^{(n+1)} j (x_0 − y) v^{(n)}_j (x_0 − y) − v^{(n+1)} j (x_0) v^{(n)}_j (x_0) ) d^κ_j (y). (5.62)

From x_0 < a_{n+1}(j) and x → v^{(n)}_j (x) is increasing on (0, a_{n+1}(j)) as x → v^{(n+1)}_j (x) is positive on (0, a_{n+1}(j)), see Lemma 5.29(3), then −v^{(n)}_j (x_0)v^{(n+1)}_j (x_0) < 0 in (5.62). Also V^{(n)}_j < 0 on (0, x_0) means that x →^v

(n+1) j (x) v^{(n)}_j (x)

decreases on (0, x_0). Thus the integrand in (5.62) is positive.

However, as ^κ_j is non-increasing on R_+ , d^κ_j (y) defines a negative measure for y ∈ [j^{−1}, ∞) and d^κ_j (y) = 0 dy, for y ∈ (0, j^{−1}), we deduce that the integral in (5.62) is negative too. Therefore V^{(n)}_j (x_0) < 0 which is in contradiction with the definition of x_0, i.e. V^{(n)}_j (x_0) = 0. Thus, if ^κ_j (0^+) > 2n + 5, v^{(n)}_j is log-concave on (0, a_{n+1}(j)), completing the proof. □

Lemma 5.32. Let ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}(m). Then, for all n ≥ 0, lim_{j→∞} v^{(n)}_j = ^ν^{(n)} uniformly on R_+ . Consequently, ^ν^{(n)} is log-concave on (0, a_{n+1}).

Proof. Since ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}(m) ⊂ N_∞(m) then ^κ(0^+) = ∞, see Proposition 5.10(1). Pick j such that ^κ_j (0^+) > 2n + 5 and v_j corresponding to it as in Lemma 5.29. From [91, Lemma 2.4 72

(2.17)] for the first relation and (5.37) for the second we get that

(5.63) | |F_{vj} (ib) | |^{±∞}= o (|b|^{−2n−5}) and |F_{^ν} (ib)|^{±∞}= o (|b|^{−u}) , for any u > 0. Therefore, for any b ∈ R and k ≤ n + 2, ∫_∞ 0 e^{ibx}v^{(k)}_j (y)dy = i^kb^kF_{vj} (ib) and ∫_∞ 0 e^{ibx}^ν^{(k)}(y)dy = i^kb^kF_{^ν} (ib). Therefore, by Fourier inversion, for any k ≤ n + 2,

sup_{x>0} | |v^{(k)}_j (x) − ^ν^{(k)}(x) | | ≤ 1 2π ∫_∞ −∞ |b|^k | F_{vj} (ib) − F_{^ν} (ib) | db. However, (5.63) implies, for |b| > 1 and some C > 0, that | |F_{vj} (ib) − F_{^ν} (ib)) | | ≤ C|b|^{−2n−5}. Also, from the definition ^κ_j (y) = ^κ ( max(y, j^{−1}) ) , (5.10) and (5.57), we have lim_{j→∞} F_{vj} (ib) = F_{^ν} (ib) pointwise. Therefore the dominated convergence theorem applies and yields v^{(k)}_j → ^ν^{(k)}

uniformly on R_+ , for any k ≤ n + 2. This allows to show that ( log v^{(n)}_j )_{′′} → ( log ^ν^{(n)} )_{′′} for x ∈ ( 0, a_{n+1} ) with a_{n+1} = lim_{j→∞} a_{n+1}(j) defined in (5.58). Since from Lemma 5.31 we have

that v^{(n)}_j is log-concave on (0, a_{n+1}(j)) then ^ν^{(n)} is log-concave on (0, a_{n+1}). Next, we show that a_{n+1} ≥ a_{n+1}, n > 0. From [91, Lemma 4.4], we conclude that lim_{j→∞} a_1(j) = a_1 = a_1. Assume that a_{n+1} < a_{n+1}, n > 0. Then Lemma 5.29(3) and j such that ^κ_j (0^+) > 2n + 5 imply that v^{(n+1)}_j (a_{n+1}(j)) = 0. Choose (a_{n+1}(j_l))_{l≥1} such that lim_{l→∞} a_{n+1}(j_l) = a_{n+1}. Then the uniform convergence of v^{(n+1)}_j to ^ν^{(n+1)}, ^ν^{(n+1)} ∈ C^∞ (R), see Proposition 5.10(3) and ^ν^{(n+1)} > 0 on (0, a_{n+1}), see Lemma 5.18(1) yield with the help of v^{(n+1)}_j (a_{n+1}(j)) = 0 that

0 = lim_{l→∞} v^{(n+1)}_{jl} (a_{n+1}(j_l)) = ^ν^{(n+1)}(a_{n+1}) > 0,

that is a contradiction to a_{n+1} < a_{n+1}. Therefore ^ν^{(n)} is log-concave on (0, a_{n+1}). □

Finally, to prove the condition (b), it remains to show that, for all n ≥ 0,

(5.64) y → f_n(y) = e^{−ny} ^ν^{(n)}(e^{−y}) is log-concave on (− log a_{n+1}, ∞).

Since multiplication by e^{−ny} does not alter the log-concavity property we check that

(5.65) y → ^ν^{(n)}(e^{−y}) is log-concave on (− log a_{n+1}, ∞).

Relation (5.65) comes from Lemma 5.33 which can be seen to be applicable to ^ν^{(n)} as follows. First set v = ^ν^{(n)} and choose A = a_{n+1} > 0 and note, from Lemma 5.18(1), that v > 0 on (0, a_n) ⊇ (0, a_{n+1}). Next, clearly from Proposition 5.10(3), v ∈ C^∞ (R) and v = v^′ = v^{′′} = 0 on (−∞, 0]. Also Lemma 5.32 gives that v is log-concave on (0, a_{n+1}). Finally, from (5.36), since (5.66) and (5.67) hold with u = n + 1 and with κ = ^κ and ∫_∞ 0 ^κ(y)dy < ∞, we conclude that | | ∫_1 0 yd^κ(y) | | < ∞.

Lemma 5.33. Let A > 0, v : (0, A) → R^+ and v, v^′, v^{′′} : [−∞, A] → R. Assume that v(x) = v^′(x) = v^{′′}(x) = 0, for x ≤ 0, v ∈ C^2 ((−∞, A]) and v is log-concave on (0, A). Moreover, let for any x ∈ (0, A) and some u ∈ R_+ , the following equations hold xv^′(x) = −uv(x) + ∫_∞ 0 (v(x − y) − v(x)) dκ(y), (5.66) xv^{′′}(x) = −(u + 1)v^′(x) + ∫_∞ 0 (v^′(x − y) − v^′(x)) dκ(y), (5.67)

where κ : R_+ → R_+ is non-increasing and | |∫ 1_0 ydκ(y) | | < ∞. Then, even y → v(e_{−y}) is log-concave on (− ln A, ∞).

Proof. Differentiating y → log v(e^{−y}) twice and performing a change of variables it suffices to show that for any x ∈ (0, A) V (x) = xv(x)v^′(x) + x^2v^{′′}(x)v(x) − x^2(v^′(x))^2 ≤ 0.

Multiplying (5.66) (resp. (5.67)) by v(x) (resp. xv(x)) and then (5.66) separately by −xv^′(x), we evaluate V by substitution to get that for any x ∈ (0, A),

V (x) = −uv^2(x) + v(x) ∫_∞ 0 v(x − y) − v(x)dκ(y) − (u + 1)v^′(x)xv(x) + xv(x) ∫_∞ 0 v^′(x − y) − v^′(x)dκ(y) + uxv^′(x)v(x) − xv^′(x) ∫_∞ 0 (v(x − y) − v(x)) dκ(y) = −xv^′(x)v(x) − uv^2(x) + v(x) ∫_∞ 0 (v(x − y) − v(x)) dκ(y) + xv(x) ∫_∞ 0 ( v^′(x − y) − v^′(x) ) dκ(y) − xv^′(x) ∫_∞ 0 (v(x − y) − v(x)) dκ(y). Note that from the equation (5.66) we also get that −v^′(x)xv(x) − uv^2(x) = −v(x) ∫_∞ 0 (v(x − y) − v(x)) dκ(y) and thus V (x) = xv(x) ∫_∞ 0 ( v^′(x − y) − v^′(x) ) dκ(y) − xv^′(x) ∫_∞ 0 (v(x − y) − v(x)) dκ(y). Note, that since v > 0 on (0, A) and v = v^′ = 0 on (−∞, 0], we have that, for x ∈ (0, A), V (x) = x (∫_x 0 v(x)v^′(x − y) − v^′(x)v(x − y)dκ(y) )

= x (∫_x 0 v(x)v(x − y) ( v^′(x − y) v(x − y) − v^′(x) v(x) ) dκ(y) ) ≤ 0, since by assumption v is log-concave and thus x → (log v)^′(x) is non-increasing on (0, A), v ≥ 0 and dκ(y) defines a negative measure because κ is non-increasing. This settles the claim that y → v(e^{−y} ) is log-concave on (− ln A, ∞). □

5.5.2. Condition (a). For any n ≥ 0, set ā_n = min(a_n,^1_2 ) (where we recall that the a^′_ns are defined in Lemma 5.18(1)) and (5.68) f_{a,n}(y) = f_n(y)I_{{y>lnā}−1_{n }}, y ∈ R, where from (5.64), f_n(y) = e^{−ny} ^ν^{(n)} (e^{−y}). Then, according to Lemma 5.18, since ^ν^{(n)} > 0 on (0, a_n) we have clearly f_{a,n} > 0 on ( ln ā^{−1}_n , ∞ ) . We shall check that condition (a) holds for f_{a,n}. We start with the following result.

Lemma 5.34. For any n ≥ 0 both f_{a,n} and F_{a,n}(x) = ∞∫ x f_{a,n}(y)dy have a very thin tail.

Proof. Fix n ≥ 0. First, plainly f_{a,n} satisfies (5.52). Moreover, from (5.38) of Lemma 5.19, we have for any k ≥ 1, (5.69) lim_{y→∞} e^{ky}f_{a,n}(y) = lim_{y→∞} e^{(k−n)y} ^ν^{(n)}(e^{−y}) = lim_{x→0} x^{−k+n}^ν^{(n)}(x) = 0,

i.e. (5.53) holds and therefore f_{a,n} has a very thin tail. We now turn to F_{a,n}. The fact that F_{a,n}(x) = ∞∫ x f_{a,n}(y)dy is ultimately positive is clear. Finally, using again the definition of f_{a,n}, we observe that, for any k ≥ 1 and for x > − ln a_n, e^{kx}F_{a,n}(x) = e^{kx} ∫_∞ x e^{−ny} ^ν^{(n)}(e^{−y})dy = e^{kx} ∫_e−x 0 u^{n−1}^ν^{(n)}(u)du ≤ e^{kx−nx}^ν^{(n−1)}(e^{−x}). We stress that for the last inequality we have used that ^ν^{(n−1)} is non-decreasing on (0, a_n), see Lemma 5.18. This together with (5.69) completes the proof. □

To prove that condition (a) holds, it remains to check the asymptotic equivalence of the bilateral moment generating functions, i.e. F_{fn} (u)^∞∼ F_{fa,n} (u). We stress that this equivalence requires a specific behaviour of the Mellin transform of ^ν along imaginary lines. We split this verification into several intermediate lemmas as their results are required for other purposes. We shall need the following technical lemma which allows to study f_n via v_n, as defined in (5.56).

Lemma 5.35. Let ψ ∈ N (m) and N_r > 2. Then, for any x > 0, n ∈ N with n < N_r − 2 and for any a < 1 − d_ϕ, there exists a constant C = C_{n,a} > 0 | | |^ν^{(n)}(x) | | | ≤ Cx^{−a−n}. (5.70)

Proof. First, from Theorem 5.1(1), we have M_{Vψ} (z) ∈ A(_{dϕ,∞}). Then, from (5.12) of Proposition 5.8 and Lemma 5.20(1), one can deduce the following relationship between Mellin transforms

M_{Vψ} (z) = M_{IT1ψ} (2 − z) = 1 m M_{Iψ} (1 − z) , z ∈ C (_{dϕ,∞}), (5.71)

where we recall that, for any ψ ∈ N (m) we have ϕ(0) = m > 0, T_1ψ(u) = uϕ(u + 1) ∈ N (ϕ(1)) and M_{Iψ} (1 − z) = E [ I^{−z}_ψ ] . The requirement N_r > 2 is to ensure that the Mellin transform M_{Vψ} (resp. M_{Iψ} ) is absolutely integrable against any polynomial of order k < N_r − 2 on C_a 75

with a > d_ϕ (resp. smaller than 1 − d_ϕ), see (5.3). The estimate is obtained by following a similar line of computation as for the proof of Lemma 5.22. □

Our next Lemma specifies some preliminary properties of the bilateral moment transforms to interval of R. Recall that (u)_n =^{Γ(u+1)}_{Γ(u+1−n)} .

Lemma 5.36. Let ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}(m). For all n ≥ 0, we have, for u > 0, that (5.72) F_{fn} (u) = M_{vn} (u + 1) = m (u)_n M_{Vψ} (u + 1) = (u)_n M_{Iψ} (−u), where M_{vn} is the moment transform of v_n, recalling from (5.56) that f_n(y) = e^yv_n(e^y) = e^{−ny} ^ν^{(n)}(e^{−y}), y ∈ R. Proof. From (5.71) we have that M_{Iψ} ∈ A_{(−∞,1)} and since v_n(x) = x^{−n−1}^ν^{(n)}(x^{−1}) we get that, for u > 0, (5.73) M_{vn} (u + 1) = ∫_∞ 0 y^{−u−1}y^n^ν^{(n)}(y)dy. To use integrations by parts fot the last integral, we need to verify in the process that lim_{x→0} x^{n−u−l+1}^ν^{(n−l)}(x) = lim_{x→∞} x^{n−u−l+1}^ν^{(n−l)}(x) = 0. The first limit follows from (5.38). The second one is deduced from (5.70) since | |x_{n−u−l+1}^ν_{(n−l)}(x) | | ≤ Cx_{−u+1−a} holds for any x > 0, a < 1 − d_ϕ and we choose a ∈ (1 − u, 1 − d_ϕ). Therefore, we get that M_{vn} (u+1) = (u)_nM_{Iψ} (−u) = m(u)_n M_{Vψ} (u+1), where for the latter we have invoked (5.71). Finally, from the definition (5.56) we conclude (5.72) via the computation

F_{fn} (u) = ∫ R e^{uy}f_n(y)dy = ∫_∞ 0 x^{u−n−1}^ν^{(n)}(x^{−1})dx = ∫_∞ 0 x^uv_n(x)dx = M_{vn} (u + 1). □ We now check the asymptotic equivalence of the upper tail of the moment generating functions of f_n and f_{a,n}, see (5.68), which completes the verification of condition (a). Lemma 5.37. Let ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}(m). Then, for any n ≥ 0, we have (5.74) F_{fa,n} (u)^∞∼ F_{fn} (u).

Proof. Set f̄_{a,n}(y) = f_n(y) − f_{a,n}(y), y ∈ R, n ≥ 0, and note that, for u > 0, F_{fn} (u) = F_{fa,n} (u) + F¯_{fa,n} (u) = M_{vn} (u + 1) = ∫_{ān+1} 0 y^{n−1−u}^ν^{(n)}(y)dy + ∫_∞ ā_{n+1} y^{n−1−u}^ν^{(n)}(y)dy, where we recall that ā_n = min ( a_n,^1_2 ) and we have used (5.72) and (5.73) for the second and third identities. Moreover, we get, with u > 2n, that

(5.75) | | | ∫_∞ ā_{n+1} y^{n−1−u}^ν^{(n)}(y)dy | | | ≤ Cā^{n+1−u} n+1 ∫_∞ ā_{n+1} y^{−2}|^ν^{(n)}(y)|dy with C > 0 throughout being a generic constant depending at most on n. However, it is immediate from (5.41) of Lemma 5.21 with p = 0, a = 2 that ∫_∞ ā_{n+1} y^{−2}|^ν^{(n)}(y)|dy ≤ C, and thus from (5.75) we get that

(5.76) | |F¯_{fa,n} (u) | | = | | | ∫_∞ ā_{n+1} x^{n−1−u}^ν^{(n)}(x)dx | | | ≤ Cā^{n+1−u} n+1 . Furthermore, using that ^ν^{(n)} is non-decreasing and positive on (0, a_{n+1}), see Lemma 5.18(1), ^ν^{(n−1)} (0) = 0, see (5.40) with^1_r = 0 and n − 1 − u < −n < 0 when u > 2n, we obtain that F_{fa,n} (u) = ∫_{ān+1} 0 x^{n−1−u}^ν^{(n)}(x)dx ≥ ∫_ā2_{n+1} 0 x^{n−1−u}^ν^{(n)}(x)dx ≥ ā^{2n−2−2u} n+1 ∫_ā2_{n+1} 0 ^ν^{(n)}(x)dx = ā^{2n−2−2u} n+1 ^ν^{(n−1)} ( ā^2_{n+1} ) . Clearly, then, from (5.76), we have that | | | F¯_{fa,n} (u) F_{fa,n} (u) | | | ≤ C ^ν^{(n−1)}(ā^2_{n+1}) ā^{n+1−u} n+1 ā^{2n−2−2u} n+1 = C ^ν^{(n−1)} ( ā^2_{n+1} )ā^{u−n+3} n+1 u→∞= o (1) , since ā_{n+1} ≤^1_2 . Therefore, F_{fn} (u)^∞∼ F_{fa,n} (u). □

5.5.3. Condition (c). Since we have shown that the conditions (a) and (b) hold, we proceed by discussing the asymptotic properties of F_{fn} (u). The next result is in fact a restatement of (5.2) of Theorem 5.1 for f_n.

Lemma 5.38. For any n ≥ 0 and ψ ∈ N (m)

(5.77) F_{fn} (u)^∞∼ C_ψm (u)^+_n √ ϕ(u)e^{G(u)} = β(u)e^{G(u)}, where (u)^+_n = (u)_n ∨ 1, C_ψ > 0 and G(u) = ∫_u 1 ln ϕ(r)dr. Proof. Relation (5.77) follows immediately from (5.72) and (5.2). □

The last lemma shows that the functional form of the asymptotic of F_{fn} (u), u → ∞, is as required in condition (c). In order to check that the terms appearing in the large asymptotic behaviour (5.77) of F_{fn} satisfy the conditions in (c), we need to modify the function G which is simply defined on R_+ . To this end, we note that, for u > 0,

(5.78) G^{(2)}(u) = ϕ^′(u) ϕ(u) . 77

Since G^{(2)}(1) > 0, we may for instance consider the function

G_1(u) = G(u)I_{{u≥1}} + ( G^{(2)}(1) 2 u^2 + ( G^′(1) − G^{(2)}(1) ) u + G(1) − G^′(1) +

G^{(2)}(1) 2 ) I_{{u<1}}, which is strictly convex on the real line. However, since the remaining conditions involve only the large asymptotic behaviour of G_1 or related functionals at ∞, there is no loss of generality of keeping the notation G throughout. In the same vein we simply write

(5.79) s_G(u) = 1 √ G^{(2)}(u) = √ ϕ(u) ϕ^′(u) . We first have the following result.

Lemma 5.39. For any ψ ∈ N (m) it is true that lim_{u→∞} s_G(u) = ∞. Moreover,

Proof. Since ϕ ∈ B_N then Proposition 4.1(8) gives μ(dy) = Π(y)dy. Then, from item (4) and (4.3) of Proposition 4.1 we have that s^{−2}_G (u) =^{ϕ′(u)}_{ϕ(u)} is the Laplace transform on R_+ of the measure ( σ^2δ_0 + μ̃ ) ⋆ Υ with μ̃(dy) = yμ(dy), y > 0. Therefore lim_{u→∞} s^{−2}_G (u) = 0. □

Our first result provides a necessary and sufficient condition in terms of ϕ for s_G to be selfneglecting, see (5.51) for a definition, and β(u) = (u)^+_n √ ϕ(u) to be flat with respect to G, see (5.54). This together with (5.77) will ensure that F_{fn} satisfies (c).

Proposition 5.40. Let ϕ ∈ B_N . Then,

(5.80) lim_{u→∞} ( u^2ϕ^′(u) ϕ(u) ) 1_2 = lim_{u→∞} u s_G(u) = ( Π (0^+) r )^1_2 ∈ (0, ∞] and the latter limit is infinite if and only if ψ ∈ N_∞(m). As a consequence

(5.81) lim_{u→∞} ϕ(u + as_G(u)) ϕ(u) = 1 uniformly for a-compact intervals of ( − ( r Π (0^+)

) 1_2 , ∞ )

and (5.82) lim_{u→∞} ϕ^′(u + as_G(u)) ϕ^′(u) = 1 uniformly for a-compact intervals of R ⇐⇒ ψ ∈ N_∞(m).

Thus, ψ ∈ N_∞(m) is a necessary and sufficient condition for F_{fn} , n ≥ 0, to satisfy the condition (c). Consequently, for any ψ ∈ N_∞(m), (c) is satisfied.

Proof. From (5.79) note that (5.80) is a restatement of Proposition 4.2 which also asserts that the limit of (5.80) is infinite if and only if ψ ∈ N_∞(m). Let a_0 > 0. Then, for any a ∈ (0, a_0),

ϕ (u + as_G(u)) = ϕ(u) + ∫_{u+asG(u)} u ϕ^′(s)ds ≤ ϕ(u) + a_0s_G(u)ϕ^′(u), 78

where the last inequality follows from the fact that ϕ^′ is non-increasing due to Proposition4.1(2). Therefore, as ϕ is also non-decreasing, we have that 1 ≤ ϕ (u + as_G(u)) ϕ(u) ≤ 1 + a_0s_G(u) ϕ^′(u) ϕ(u) = 1 + a_0 s_G(u) . Since from Lemma 5.39, lim_{u→∞} s_G(u) = ∞, we get (5.81) for compact intervals of R_+ . Choose arbitrary but fixed a_0 ∈ ( 0, (_r

Π(0^+)

) 1_2 )

. From (5.51) there exists u_0 = u (a_0) > 0 such that for

all u > u_0, 1 − a_0^{sG(u)}_u < 1. This, together with ϕ^{′′} ≤ 0 on R^+ , see (4.3), which implies that ϕ is a concave function on R_+ , gives for all u > u_0 and a ∈ (0, a_0) that 1 ≥ ϕ (u − as_G(u)) ϕ(u) ≥ 1 − a_0 ϕ^′(u) ϕ(u) s_G(u) = 1 − a_0 s_G(u) and (5.81) follows. Next, s_G > 0 on R_+ and we observe, for any n ≥ 0, that (u + as_G(u))^+_{(n)} u^+_{(n)} ∞∼ ( 1 + a s_G(u) u )_n = ( 1 + a √ ϕ(u) u^2ϕ^′(u) )_n . Hence, ψ ∈ N_∞(m) is necessary and sufficient for β(u) = (u)^+_n √ ϕ(u) to be flat, i.e. that

(5.83) lim_{u→∞}

(u + as_G(u))^+_{(n)} u^+_{(n)} √ ϕ(u + as_G(u)) ϕ(u) = 1 uniformly for a-compact intervals of R.

We proceed by showing that (5.80) is sufficient for s_G to be self-neglecting which by the definition of a self-neglecting function, see (5.51), the form of s_G, see (5.79), and (5.81) is equivalent to showing (5.82). Let us assume that σ^2 > 0. Then (5.82) follows from ϕ(u)^∞∼ σ^2u and ϕ^′(u)^∞∼ σ^2, i.e. Proposition 4.1(3). Let σ^2 = 0. Pick a ∈ (0, a_0). Then we again use that ϕ^′ is non-increasing and the second representation of ϕ^′ in (4.3) to get 1 ≥ ϕ^′(u + as_G(u)) ϕ^′(u) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−y(u+asG(u))}yΠ(y)dy ϕ^′(u) = ( 1 + a s_G(u) u )_{−2} ∫^∞_0 e−uyyΠ (_y (1+au^{−1}s_G(u)) ) dy ϕ^′(u) ≥ ( 1 + a s_G(u) u )_{−2} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}yΠ (y) dy ϕ^′(u) ≥ ( 1 + a_0 s_G(u) u )_{−2} , where we have also used that Π is non-increasing and 1 + au^{−1}s_G(u) > 1. Clearly, then the right-hand side converges to 1 if and only if ψ ∈ N_∞(m). Similar computations give 1 ≤ ϕ^′(u − as_G(u)) ϕ^′(u) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−y(u−asG(u))}yΠ(y)dy ϕ^′(u) ≤ ( 1 − a s_G(u) u )_{−2} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}yΠ(y)dy ϕ^′(u) ≤ ( 1 − a_0 s_G(u) u )_{−2}

and we conclude the proof of (5.82). Therefore, from (5.77), F_{fn} satisfies the condition (c) holds if and only if ψ ∈ N_∞(m). The proof is thus completed. □

5.5.4. End of the proof of Theorem 5.24. Let ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}(m). We apply Proposition 5.26 to the functions f_n via their truncation f_{a,n} > 0 on ( (ln ā_n)^{−1} , ∞ ) , see (5.68). Lemma 5.34 gives the first part of Proposition 5.26(a) that is F_{a,n}(x) = ∫_∞ x f_{a,n}(y)dy and even f_{a,n} are of very thin tail. The fact that F_{fn} (u)^∞∼ F_{fa,n} (u) follows from Lemma 5.37 which proves (a). Condition (b) for f_n follows from the second claim of Lemma 5.27. The first condition of item (c) is Lemma 5.38. When ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}(m) the properties of β, G follow from Proposition 5.40 after observing from Lemma 5.38 that G(u) = ∫_u 1 ln ϕ(r)dr = u ln ϕ(u) − ∫_u 1 rϕ^′(r) ϕ(r) dr − ln ϕ(1) and β(u) = C_ψm (u)_{(n)} √ ϕ(u). Therefore, we conclude that (5.55) holds, that is

f_n(y)^∞∼ 1 √ 2π β^∗(y) s_G∗ (y) e^{−G∗(y)}. To get G^∗ and β^∗ we use the definition of the Legendre transform (5.50). Henceforth, G^∗(y) = sup_{u∈R}{yu − G(u)} = yφ(e^y ) − G(φ(e^y )) = ∫_ey m φ(r) r dr + ∫_m 0 φ(r) r dr + ln ϕ(1),

since the relevant supremum is attained at y = G^′(u) = ln ϕ(u) and φ : [m, ∞) → [0, ∞) is the inverse function of ϕ. To compute s_G∗ we just differentiate twice G^∗ to get

s_G∗ (y) = 1 √ (G^∗)^{(2)}(y) = 1 √ e^yφ^′(e^y) = √ e^{−y}ϕ^′(φ(e^y )). Finally, since β^∗(y) = β(u), y = G^′(u), see Proposition 5.26, we get that

β^∗(y) = β(φ(e^y )) = C_ψm(φ(e^y ))_n √ ϕ(φ(e^y )) = C_ψm(φ(e^y ))_n √ e^y and clearly β^∗(y)^∞∼ C_ψm √ e^yφ^n(e^y). Therefore, collecting all the results so far and applying (5.55) we get that

f_n(y)^∞∼ 1 √ 2π β^∗(y) s_G∗ (y) e^{−G∗(y) ∞}∼ C̃_ψm √ 2π e^yφ^n(e^y) √ φ^′(e^y)e^− ∫_ey m φ(r) r dr.

From (5.56) we know that f_n(y) = e^yv_n (e^y) = e^{−ny} ^ν^{(n)} (e^{−y}) and hence ^ν^{(n)} ( e^{−y} )_∞ ∼ C̃_ψm √ 2π e^{(n+1)y}φ^n(e^y) √ φ^′(e^y)e^− ∫_ey m φ(r) r dr. Thus (5.47) and (5.48) hold. Relation (5.49) then follows from (5.16). This concludes the lengthy proof of Theorem 5.24. 80

5.6. Proof of Theorem 5.5. Let us recall, from Proposition 5.8, that

(5.84) ν(x) = 1 x^2 ^ν_1 ( 1 x ) , with ^ν_1 the density of I_{T1ψ}, where T_1ψ(u) = uϕ_1(u) = uϕ(u + 1) ∈ N (ϕ(1)). Since, from (5.48) of Theorem 5.24, we know the small asymptotic behaviour of any derivative of ^ν_1 an application of the Faa di Bruno formula with k̃_n = ∑_n j=1 jk_j and k̄_n = ∑_n j=1 k_j gives that ( ^ν_1 ( 1 x ))_{(n)} = ∑ k̃_n=n;k̄_n=k

n! ^ν^{(k)}_1 ( x^{−1} ) ∏_n j=1 k_j!^n ∏ j=1 (j!)^{kj} n∏ j=1 ( p_1(x^{−1})^{(j)} )_{kj}

= (−1)^n ∑ k̃_n=n;k̄_n=k

n! ^ν^{(k)}_1 ( x^{−1} ) x^{−n−k} ∏_n j=1 k_j !

(5.85)

∞∼ (−1)^n C̃_{T1ψ}m_1 √ 2π x^{−n+1} √ φ^′_1(x)e^− ∫_x m1 φ1(y) y dy ∑ k̃_n=n;k̄_n=k

n!φ^k_1(x) k_1!k_2! . . . k_n! , where as usual p_1(x) = x, φ_1(ϕ(u + 1)) = u is the inverse function of ϕ_1(u) = ϕ(u + 1), m_1 = ϕ_1(0) = ϕ(1) and we have used that under the sum with k̃_n = n, k̄_n = k, we have n∏ j=1 ( p_1(x^{−1})^{(j)} )_{kj} = (−1)^nx^{−n−k n} ∏ j=1 (j!)^{kj} . Since lim_{u→∞} φ_1(u) = lim_{u→∞} ϕ^{−1} (u + 1) = ∞,

the leading term in (5.85) is for k_1 = n and k_2 = . . . = k_n = 0. Recall that φ(ϕ(u)) = u and m = ϕ(0). Thus, we get that

φ_1(r) = φ(r) − 1^∞∼ φ(r), φ^′_1(r) = φ^′(r), x∫ m_1

φ_1(r) r dr = x∫ m φ(r) r dr − m_1∫

m φ(r) r dr − ln x + ln(m_1).

Plugging these relations in (5.85) we get with C_ψ = C̃_{T1ψ}e ∫_{m1} m φ(y)^{dy}_y that

^ν^{(n)}_1 ( 1 x )_∞ ∼ (−1)^n C_ψ √ 2π x^{−n+2} √ φ^′(x)φ^n(x)e^− ∫_x m φ(r) r dr. (5.86)

Then differentiating n times the relation (5.84), we get employing (5.86) that

ν^{(n)}(x)^∞∼ n∑ k=0 (−1)^k ( n k ) (k + 1)! x^{k+2} ^ν^{(n−k)} 1 ( 1 x ) (5.87)

∞∼ (−1)^n C_ψ √ 2π 1 x^n √ φ^′(x)e^− ∫_x m φ(r) r dr n∑ k=0 ( n k ) (k + 1)!φ^{n−k}(x) ∞∼ (−1)^n C_ψ √ 2π 1 x^n √ φ^′(x)φ^n(x)e^− ∫_x m φ(r) r dr, where for the last sum we have used again the fact that φ^n(x) dominates all other terms. This proves (5.7) of Theorem 5.5. Next, assume that σ^2 > 0, and note that, since ϕ^′(u)^∞∼ σ^2, see 81

Proposition 4.1(3), we have from ϕ^′ (φ(y)) φ^′(y) = 1, y > m, that φ^′(y)^∞∼ σ^{−2} and φ(y)^∞∼ σ^{−2}y. Moreover, from the first expression of (4.2) with μ̄ = Π, since ϕ ∈ B_N , φ solves on (m, ∞)

y = ϕ(φ(y)) = m + σ^2φ(y) + φ(y) ∫_∞ 0 e^{−φ(y)u}Π(u)du = m + σ^2φ(y) + φ(y)H(y), where the last identity sets a notation. Re-expressing σ^2φ(y) = y − φ(y)H(y) − m^∞∼ y, we obtain that H(y) = o (1) and φ_1(y) := φ(y)H(y) = o (y). Thus, (5.8) follows from substituting φ(y) =^1_{σ2} (y − φ_1(y) − m) in the exponent of (5.7) and applying φ^′(y)^∞∼ σ^{−2} and φ(y)^∞∼ σ^{−2}y. Assume in addition that Π ∈ RV_{1+α}(0). We refer to [17] for a detailed account on this set of functions and to (1.35) for their explicit definition. Then a classical Tauberian theorem gives that Π(y)^0∼ αy^{−α}ℓ(y) with ℓ a slowly varying function and subsequently that

H (ϕ(y)) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−yu}Π(u)du^∞∼ αΓ (1 − α) y^{α−1}ℓ(y). Thus φ_1(y) = φ(y)H(y)^∞∼ αΓ (1 − α) φ^α(y)ℓ(φ(y))^∞∼ αΓ (1 − α) σ^{−2α}y^αℓ(y), which concludes the proof of this case. If now Π(0^+) < ∞, then from the identity

φ_1(y) = φ(y)H(y) = φ(y) ∫_∞ 0 e^{−φ(y)u}Π(u)du = ∫_∞ 0 ( 1 − e^{−φ(y)u} ) Π(u)du combined with φ(y)^∞∼ σ^{−2}y we finally get lim_{y→∞} φ(y)H(y) = Π(0^+). Next, we assume that σ^2 = 0 and ψ ∈ N_α with α ∈ (0, 1), that is ψ(y)^∞∼ C_αy^{1+α} and thus ϕ(y)^∞∼ C_αy^α. A standard result from [17] tells us that φ(y)^∞∼ C^{− 1α}_α y^1α . Finally, from the monotone density theorem thanks to the monotonicity of ϕ^′, see Proposition 4.1(2), ϕ^′(y)^∞∼ αC_αy^{α−1} and from the identity 1 = ϕ^′(φ(y))φ^′(y) we conclude the statement as we have φ^′(y)^∞∼ α^{−1}C^{− 1α}_α y^1α^{−1}. This completes the proof of Theorem 5.5.

5.7. End of proof of Theorem 1.6. We proceed by describing the dual semigroup. We start by recalling that for any ψ ∈ N , it is shown in [14, Lemma 2], that, for any f, g ∈ B_b(R_+ ), writing here (f, g) = ∫_∞ 0 f(x)g(x)dx, one has the following weak duality relationship (K_tf, g) = (f, ^K_tg) where ( ^K_t)_{t≥0} is the (minimal) Feller semigroup of the self-similar process (with 0 an accessible absorbing boundary when m > 0) associated via the Lamperti mapping to the dual Lévy process ξ̂ = −ξ with Laplace exponent ^ψ(u) = −ψ(−u), u < 0. Note that, actually, in the aforementioned paper, this duality is stated for m > 0 but the case m = 0 follows from their proof without any modification. In all cases the Lebesgue measure ξ(dx) = dx is an excessive reference measure, i.e. ξ ^K_tg ≤ ξg, g ≥ 0. Then, from (2.18), we deduce the identities (P_tf, g) = e^t(K_{1−e}−t f, d_et g) = e^t(f, ^K_{1−e}−t d_et g) = e^t(f, ^P_tg) (5.88) where the last identity is used to set a notation. By following the same computation than above, one easily shows that ^P is also a Feller semigroup on (0, ∞) and ξ ^P_tg = ξ ^K_{1−e}−t d_et g ≤ e^{−t}ξg. The identity (5.88) combined with the invariance property of the measure ν(x)dx yields e^t(f, ^P_tν) = (P_tf, ν) = (f, ν), 82

that is the positive and continuous function ν on (0, r) is a −1-invariant function for ^P . Thus, we may define for any x ∈ (0, r), P^∗_t g(x) =^{et}_{ν(x)} ^P_tνg(x), i.e. P^∗ is a Doob-h transform of ^P , which defines at least the semigroup of a standard process, see [61]. Then, with the obvious notation, we deduce the weak duality relationship, with ν(x)dx as reference measure, (P_tf, g)_ν = e^t(f, ^P_tgν) = (f, P^∗_t g)_ν , (5.89) and νP^∗_t g = ∫_∞ 0 e^t ν(x) ^P_tgν(x)ν(x)dx ≤ νg. Finally, from Theorem 5.2(2a), we get that ν ∈

C_0(R_+ ) for any N_r ≥ 1. Since ^P is a Feller semigroup on (0, ∞) and, for any g ∈ C_b(R_+ ),

νg ∈ C_0(R_+ ), we deduce that ^P_tνg ∈ C_0(R_+ ) and thus P^∗_t g ∈ C(0, r). Moreover, the inequality, valid for any x ∈ (0, r), |P^∗_t g(x)| ≤ ||g||_∞ e^t ν(x) ^P_tν(x) = ||g||_∞ implies that P^∗ is a Feller-Dynkin semigroup on (0, r) for any N_r > 1. In all cases, by considering in (5.89) the extension P ∈ B(L^2(ν)) gives that P^∗ admits a contraction semigroup extension in L^2(ν) which completes the proof of Theorem 1.6(4). It simply remains to provide the expression of the generator associated to the Feller-Dynkin dual semigroup when N_r > 2 to complete the proof of Theorem 1.6. Proceeding as in (2.19), we get, with the obvious notation, that for any f : R_+ → R such that y → f_e(y) = f(e^y) ∈ C^2([−∞, ∞]), ^Gf(x) = ^G_0f(x) + xf^′(x), x > 0, where ^G_0 is the generator of the self-similar semigroup ^K associated via the Lamperti mapping to ^ψ(u) = ψ(−u) and its expression can be found in [63]. Now, since for N_r > 2, we have from Theorem 5.2 that ν ∈ C^2_0(R_+ ), and thus for any f : R_+ → R such that (fν)_e ∈ C^2([−∞, ∞]), we have G^∗f(x) =^1_{ν(x)} ^Gνf(x). Some easy algebra completes the proof of item (5). Finally the last item follows first from the fact that when Π ≡ 0, then P is the semigroup of a diffusion which is well known to be self-adjoint in L^2(ν), where ν(x)dx is the so-called speed measure, see Example 3.1. Otherwise, the conclusion is obvious as the semigroup P is associated to a process having only negative jumps whereas its adjoint have only positive jumps, see (5.88) and the fact that the direction of jumps is left invariant by h-transform.

6. Bernstein-Weierstrass products and Mellin transforms

In this Chapter, we study in depth the Mellin transform of the variables V_ψ and I_ϕ defining, when ψ ∈ N and ϕ ∈ B_N , the invariant measure and the intertwining operator, respectively. We point out that we shall actually focus on a generalization of these sets of random variables, i.e. for ϕ ∈ B, see (4.1) for definition. Indeed, our approach is comprehensive enough to extend the results without any specific efforts to the most general framework. We also point out that these variables have been the focus of interest of a number of intense studies in the probabilistic and harmonic analysis literature over the last decade, see Section 6.1 below for a review on these classes of variables. This part also complements to the right-half plane, that is C_{(0,∞)}, a very interesting research developed by Webster [103] on the positive real line for functional equations of the form (6.6) below. To state the main results of this Chapter, we introduce the following notation. For a function ϕ : C → C , we write formally the generalized Weierstrass product

(6.1) W_ϕ(z) = e^{−γϕz} ϕ(z) ∞∏ k=1 ϕ(k) ϕ(k + z) e^ϕ ′(k) ϕ(k) z, where also formally

(6.2) γ_ϕ = lim_{n→∞} (_n ∑ k=1 ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) − ln ϕ(n) ) . Note that if ϕ(z) = z, then W_ϕ corresponds to the Weierstrass product representation of the celebrated Gamma function Γ, valid on C \{0, −1, −2, . . .}, and γ_ϕ = γ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant, see e.g. [64], justifying both the terminology and notation. For positive integers we recall (1.18), i.e. for any ϕ ∈ B, W_ϕ(1) = 1 and for any n ≥ 1,

W_ϕ(n + 1) = n∏ k=1 ϕ(k). We point out that the definition (1.19) extends to any ϕ ∈ B, i.e. d_ϕ = sup{u ≤ 0; ϕ(u) = −∞ or ϕ(u) = 0} ∈ (−∞, 0] .

Here are the two main results of this Chapter.

Theorem 6.1. Let ϕ ∈ B.

(1) There exists a positive random variable V_ϕ, whose law is determined by its entire moments (6.3) E [ V^n_ϕ ] = W_ϕ(n + 1), n ∈ N. If in addition ϕ ∈ B_N , then the following identity in law holds

(6.4) V_ϕ^{(d)}= V_ψ,

where ψ(u) = uϕ(u) ∈ N and recall that V_ψ was defined in Proposition 2.6(1) (note that since N ∩ B = ∅ the notation is consistent). 84

(2) The product W_ϕ in (6.1) is absolutely convergent on C_{(dϕ ,∞)} with 0 ≤ γ_ϕ + ln ϕ(1) ≤

ϕ^′(1) ϕ(1) < ∞, and, on C [0,∞) if ϕ(0) > 0 and dϕ = 0. Thus, always Wϕ ∈ A(dϕ,∞) and if

addition ϕ(0) > 0 and d_ϕ = 0 then W_ϕ ∈ A_{[0,∞)}.

(3) Finally, writing M_{Vϕ} (z) = E [ V^{z−1}_ϕ ] for the Mellin transform of V_ϕ, we have on C_{(dϕ ,∞)}

(6.5) M_{Vϕ} (z) = W_ϕ(z),

and, W_ϕ is the unique solution, in the space of Mellin transforms of probability measures, to the following functional equation with initial condition

M_ϕ(z + 1) = ϕ(z)M_ϕ(z) with M_ϕ(1) = 1,

(6.6)

valid on C_{(dϕ ,∞)} and on C_{[0,∞)} provided that ϕ(0) > 0 and d_ϕ = 0.

Since the proof of Theorem6.1(1) is straightforward, we supply it here. The relation (6.3) can be found in [13, Proposition 1] whereas the identity in law (6.4) can be deduced, by moments identification, from the expression (2.20), i.e. M_{Vψ} (n + 1) = W_ϕ(n + 1), n ≥ 0, when ψ ∈ N and hence ϕ ∈ B_N . The remaining claims are proved in Section 6.3.

We proceed by stating bounds on W_ϕ for ϕ ∈ B along with detailed information regarding the asymptotic behaviour of W_ϕ for ϕ ∈ B_N , which, according to (6.4) and (6.5), boils down to the Mellin transform M_{Vψ} with ψ(u) = uϕ(u) ∈ N . We recall that the asymptotic behaviour of M_{Vψ} , on the positive real line has been presented in (5.2) of Theorem 5.1. Another purpose of the next Proposition is to elucidate the role played by the classes N_Θ = { ψ ∈ N ; Θ_ϕ > 0 } , where Θ_ϕ = lim_{|b|→∞} ∫_∞ 0 ln (_{|ϕ(by+ib)|} ϕ(by) ) dy, and N_∞ introduced in the Table 1 and 2 in Chapter

1. More detailed statements about these asymptotic estimates together with further examples are provided in the subsections 6.5–6.8 below, which also contain the proof of the following assertion.

Theorem 6.2. (1) Let ϕ ∈ B. Then, for any a > 0 and b ∈ R, |W_ϕ(a + ib)| ≍ √ ϕ(a)W_ϕ(a) √ |ϕ(a + ib)| e^{−|b|Θϕ(a,|b|)} (6.7)

where Θ_ϕ(a, |b|) = ∫_{∞a} |b| ln (_{|ϕ(|b|y+i|b|)|} ϕ(|b|y) ) dy and for any b ∈ R, 0 ≤ Θ_ϕ(a, |b|) ≤ π 2 . (2) Let ψ ∈ N and hence ϕ(u) =^{ψ(u)}_u ∈ B_N .

(a) For any p = 0, 1, . . ., any real number u ≤ max(N_r − 1, 0), recalling from (1.8) that N_r =

⌈_{Π(0+)} r ⌉ − 1 with N_r = ∞ if Π(0^+) = ∞, and a > d_ϕ, we have that (6.8) lim_{|b|→∞} |b|^u|W_ϕ(a + ib)| = 0. In particular, ψ ∈ N_∞ if and only if (6.8) holds for all u ≥ 0 and a > d_ϕ. 85

(b) We have Θ_ϕ ∈ [ 0,^π_2 ] with the following specific values.

(i) if ψ ∈ N_P then Θ_ϕ =^π_2 and ψ ∈ N_Θ,

(ii) if ψ ∈ N_α, α ∈ (0, 1), then Θ_ϕ =^π_2 α and ψ ∈ N_Θ,

(iii) if Π(y) = y^{−1} |ln y|^2 I_{[0,1/2]}(y) then Θ_ϕ(|b|)^∞∼ ln^3 b and ψ ∈ N_∞ \ N_Θ.

Theorem 6.2(1) is proved in subsection 6.5.1, the proof of Theorem 6.2(2(b)i), 6.2(2(b)ii) and Theorem 6.2(2(b)iii)) is given in subsection 6.8.1, 6.8.2 and 6.8.3) respectively. Finally, the proof of Theorem 6.2(2a) is discussed in the following remark.

Remark 6.3. Identities (6.4) and (6.5) yield that W_ϕ = M_{Vψ} and the necessary and sufficient conditions for the polynomial decay of W_ϕ along imaginary lines stated in (6.8) follows readily from the estimates (5.3) on M_{Vψ} . Recall that (5.3) was obtained by means of the Riemann- Lebesgue Lemma combined with the general theory of the class of self-decomposable variables.

Remark 6.4. We emphasize that our developments on Bernstein-Weierstrass products offer a unified and comprehensive treatment of some well known and substantial special functions. In order to illustrate this fact, without aiming at being exhaustive, we simply mention two examples. First, note that, with σ^2 = m = 0 and μ(dy) =^{δ− ln q (y)}_{1−q} , 0 < q < 1 in (4.2), then ϕ_q(u) =^{1−qu}_{1−q} ∈ B \ B_N , and W_{ϕq} = Γ_q is the q-gamma function, which has been studied intermittently for over a century and originally introduced by Thomae in 1869. Moreover for ϕ(u) = ϕ^R_{α,1− 1α} (_u α ) =^{Γ(u+α)}_{Γ(u)} ∈ B_N , see (1.15) for the definition of ϕ^R_{α,1− 1α} , then W_ϕ boils down to the ratio of the Barnes gamma function. Note also that our work reveals some interesting connections between these special functions and the spectral theory of some non-self-adjoint contraction semigroups.

Remark 6.5. The upper bound for Θ_ϕ(a, |b|) in (6.7), i.e.^π_2 , is attained precisely when ϕ(u) = u and b = ∞. This is the case when ψ(u) = u^2 and V_ϕ is an exponential random variable, whose Mellin transform is simply the gamma function. In this sense the gamma function envelops from below the rate of decay of all Mellin transforms M_{Vϕ} (z) along complex lines.

Remark 6.6. We mention that to obtain the bounds (6.7) valid along imaginary lines, we resort to the Weierstrass representation of W_ϕ and elaborate upon an approach which has been used to derive estimates of the gamma function and can be found for instance in [71, Chap. 8].

The proofs of Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 6.2 are given after a short review on exponential functionals of subordinators which appear in definition (1.13) of the intertwining operator.

6.1. Exponential functional of subordinators. We present here some basic facts on the so-called exponential functional of Lévy processes, a random variable which has been intensively studied during the last two decades, something which seems to be attributed to its close connection to numerous mathematical fields, such as probability theory, harmonic and real analysis and mathematical physics, to name but a few. We refer the interested reader to the survey paper of Bertoin and Yor [16] and the paper by Berg and Durán [8]. Its original study, in the case of subordinators, traces back to the work of Urbanik [98] and the characterization 86

of its distribution through its Mellin transform for the entire class of Lévy processes has been achieved by the authors. This has been announced without proofs in [79] and we refer also to [73] and [78] for previous developments in this direction. We refer to [81] for the detailed proofs of this comprehensive result. Let us now proceed with the definition of this random variable when the Lévy process is a subordinator, that is, a non-decreasing Lévy process, and we mention that the case when it is a spectrally negative was already introduced in Chapter 5(5.1). For any ϕ ∈ B, that is from (4.2),

(6.9) ϕ(u) = m + σ^2u + ∫_∞ 0 ( 1 − e^{−uy} ) μ(dy), u ≥ 0, where m, z, σ^2 ≥ 0 and μ is a Lévy measure such that ∫_∞ 0 (1 ∧ y) μ(dy) < ∞, we write

I_ϕ = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−ηt} dt with (η_t)_{t≥0} a (possibly) killed subordinator with Laplace exponent ϕ (see Chapter 4 for exhaustive information on Bernstein functions). Since from the strong law of large numbers, lim_{t→∞}^{ηt}_t = E [η_1] ∈ (0, ∞] a.s., we have I_ϕ < ∞ a.s., see e.g. [16, Proposition 1]. We now collect some basic known properties that are useful in our context.

Proposition 6.7. Let ϕ ∈ B.

(1) The law of I_ϕ is absolutely continuous with density denoted by ι and with support [ 0, σ^{−2} ] if σ^2 > 0 and [0, ∞) otherwise.

(2) Its Mellin transform M_{Iϕ} satisfies the following functional equation, with initial condition M_{Iϕ} (1) = 1,

M_ϕ(z + 1) = z ϕ(z) M_ϕ(z), M_ϕ(1) = 1,

(6.10)

valid on C_{(0,∞)} and M_{Iϕ} ∈ A_{(0,∞)}.

(3) Its law is moment determinate, and, for any n ≥ 0, we have that

(6.11) M_{Iϕ} (n + 1) = n! W_ϕ(n + 1) .

(4) Finally, E [ e^{uIϕ} ] < ∞, for any u < ϕ(∞), where ϕ(∞) is finite if and only if σ^2 = 0 and μ(0^+) < ∞, see (6.9) for the definition of the measure μ.

Proof. The absolute continuity of the law of I_ϕ is shown in the proof of [78, Theorem 2.4] whereas its support is derived in [54, Lemma 2.1]. The characterization of M_{Iϕ} as a solution

to the functional equation (6.10) is given in [67, Theorem 1]. E [ I^u_ϕ ] = M_{Iϕ} (u + 1) < ∞ for u ∈ (−1, ∞) follows from (6.10). The expression of the integer moments of I_ϕ (6.11) can be found in [16]. Finally, the claim E [ e^{uIϕ} ] < ∞ for any u < ϕ(∞) is immediate from (6.11), W_ϕ(n+1) = ∏_n k=1 ϕ(k), the monotonicity of ϕ, see Proposition 4.1(2), and the Taylor expansion of the exponential function. The very last assertion follows from (6.9) with u = ∞. □ 87

We end this part with the following statement which provides additional insights on the variable I_ϕ and its proof is postponed to subsection 6.3.

Proposition 6.8. Let ϕ ∈ B. Then z → M_{Iϕ} (z) =^{Γ(z)}_{Wϕ(z)} ∈ A_{(0,∞)} is the unique solution in the space of Mellin transforms of probability measures to the functional equation (6.10) valid on the strip C_{(0,∞)} . If, in addition, ϕ(0) = m = 0, ϕ does not vanish on iR \ {0} and ϕ^′(0^+) < ∞, then z → M_{Iϕ} (z) =^{Γ(z)}_{Wϕ(z)} ∈ A_{[0,∞)} is the unique solution on C_{[0,∞)} .

6.2. The functional equations (6.6) and (6.10) on R_+ . We start the proof of the main results of this Chapter with the following result which can be seen as a generalization of the Bohr-Mollerup-Artin classical characterization of the Gamma function. It is essentially due to Webster [103].

Lemma 6.9. Let ϕ ∈ B. Then, we have, for all u > 0,

(6.12) M_{Vϕ} (u) = W_ϕ(u),

with 0 ≤ γ_ϕ + ln ϕ(1) ≤^{ϕ′(1)}_{ϕ(1)} < ∞. Moreover, M_{Vϕ} is the unique positive log-convex solution to (6.6) on R_+ . Similarly, we have, for all u > 0,

(6.13) M_{Iϕ} (u) =

Γ(u) W_ϕ(u) , and, M_{Iϕ} is the unique positive log-convex solution to (6.10) on R_+ .

Proof. From the items (2) and (6) of Proposition 4.1, for any ϕ ∈ B, the mapping u → ϕ(u) is positive and strictly log-concave on (0, ∞) and the limit in (4.6) holds. This means that the multiplier ϕ in (6.6) satisfies the conditions of [103, Theorem 7.1], which states that the limit defining γ_ϕ in (6.2) exists and W_ϕ in (6.1) is the unique positive log-convex solution of (6.6) on R_+ . We complete the proof of (6.12) by observing that M_{Vϕ} (1) = 1, for any n ∈ N \ {0}

(6.14) M_{Vϕ} (n + 1) = W_ϕ (n + 1) = n∏ k=1 ϕ(k) = ϕ(n)M_{Vϕ} (n), and, by recalling that the mapping u → M_{Vϕ} (u), as the moments of order greater than −1 of a positive random variable, is a positive and log-convex function on R_+ . Thus, necessarily M_{Vϕ} (u) = W_ϕ(u) on R_+ . The bounds for γ_ϕ are provided in the comments preceding [103, Theorem 7.1]. Next, note, from (4.6), that lim_{x→∞}^{(x+u)ϕ(x)}_{xϕ(x+u)} = 1, for all u > 0, and from Proposition 4.1(5) that u →^u_{ϕ(u)} is log-concave and positive on R_+ . Thus, we can apply again [103, Theorem 7.1] to the functional equation with initial condition (6.10) to conclude that it has, on R_+ , a unique positive log-convex solution say M_ϕ given by the following infinite product representation

(6.15) M_ϕ(u) = e^−(^{γ−γϕ})^u ϕ(u) u ∞∏ k=1 ϕ(u + k)k ϕ(k)(u + k) e (_1 k −^{ϕ′(k)}_{ϕ(k)} ) u, for any u > 0, 88

where with g(u) = u/ϕ(u), γ_g = γ − γ_ϕ in [103, Theorem 7.1] comes from the computation

γ_g = lim_{n→∞} (_n ∑ k=1 g^′(k) g(k) − ln g(n) ) = lim_{n→∞} (_n ∑ k=1 1 k − ln n − (_n ∑ k=1 ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) − ln ϕ(n) ))

= γ − γ_ϕ. Therefore, one may rewrite (6.15) using (6.1), for any u > 0, as follows

(6.16) M_ϕ(u) =

Γ(u) W_ϕ(u) . By proceeding as in the previous case, we conclude the proof of (6.13) after recalling that M_{Iϕ} (n + 1) =^n_{ϕ(n)} M_{Iϕ} (n) for n ∈ N \ {0}. □

As the Mellin transform of some positive variables which have all momentsof order greater than −1 finite, see (6.12) and (6.13), it is well-known that both M_{Vϕ} and M_{Iϕ} admit an analytical extension to (at least) C_{(0,∞)}. Thus, the uniqueness property stated in Theorem 6.1 (resp. Proposition 6.8), that is W_ϕ = M_{Vϕ} (resp.^Γ_{Wϕ} = M_{Iϕ} ) is the unique solution in the space of Mellin transforms of probability measures of the functional equation (6.6) (resp. (6.10)), is an immediate consequence of an analytical extension argument combined with the uniqueness property established on the positive real line in (6.12) and (6.13) of Lemma (6.9). The next two Sections contain the justification that the Bernstein-Weierstrass representation of M_{Vϕ} and M_{Iϕ} is also valid on C_{(0,∞)}.

6.3. Proof of Theorem 6.1. We start by recalling that the proof of Theorem 6.1(1) was given right after its statement and the proof of Theorem 6.1(3) follows, directly from the discussion above, once the analyticity property stated in Theorem 6.1 (2), that is W_ϕ ∈ A_{(0,∞)}, is justified. To complete the proof of Theorem 6.1, it remains therefore to extend analytically the function W_ϕ to the positive half-plane. Let now ϕ ∈ B, and, for the reader’s convenience, we recall, from Section 4.3, for any a > 0 and b ∈ R, the following notation

Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(a) = ℜ(Δ_bϕ(a)) = ℜ (ϕ(a + ib) − ϕ(a)) = ∫_∞ 0 (1 − cos(by)) e^{−ay}μ(dy), Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(a) = ℑ(Δ_bϕ(a)) = ℑ (ϕ(a + ib) − ϕ(a)) = σ^2b + ∫_∞ 0 sin(by)e^{−ay}μ(dy). For z ∈ C_{(0,∞)}, i.e. z = a + ib, with a > 0 and b ∈ R fixed, we write formally

(6.17) Z_ϕ(z) = ∞∏ k=1 ϕ(k + a) ϕ(k + z) e^ϕ ′(k) ϕ(k) ib, and, for any k ≥ 1, A_k = ϕ(z_k) ϕ(a_k) e^{− ϕ} ′(k) ϕ(k) ib, where, for any number x and integer l, we set x_l = x + l. Then, we get that ϕ(k) ϕ(z_k) e^ϕ ′(k) ϕ(k) z = ϕ(k) ϕ(a_k) e^ϕ ′(k) ϕ(k) aA−1 k . 89

Thus, from (6.1) and W_ϕ solution on R_+ to (6.6), see Lemma 6.9, then on C_{(0,∞)}

(6.18) W_ϕ(z + 1) = ϕ(z)W_ϕ(z) = ϕ(a)W_ϕ(a)e^{−iγϕ b} ∞∏ k=1 A^{−1}_k = ϕ(a)W_ϕ(a)e^{−iγϕb}Z_ϕ(z), provided the last infinite product is absolutely convergent on C_{(0,∞)} which by a standard result in complex analysis will follow if ∑_∞ k=1 | |A^{−1}_k − 1 | | < ∞. To prove the latter it suffices to show that ∑_∞ k=1 |A_k − 1| < ∞. To achieve this, first, observe that

A_k − 1 = ( 1 + Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(a_k) + iΔ^ℑ_b ϕ(a_k) ϕ(a_k) ) e^{−i ϕ} ′(k) ϕ(k) b − 1. (6.19)

Since from (4.25), 0 ≤ Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(a_k) ≤^{b2}_2 |ϕ^{′′}(a_k)| and a → | | ϕ^{′′}(a)_{ϕ(a)} | | is plainly non-increasing on R_+

because ϕ^′ is completely monotone and ϕ is non-decreasing, see Proposition 4.1(2), we get with the help of (4.5) and (4.27) for the last inequality below that ∞∑ k=1 | | | Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(a_k) ϕ(a_k) | | | ≤ b^2 2 ∞∑ k=1 | | | ϕ^{′′}(a_k) ϕ(a_k) | | | ≤ b^2 2 ( |ϕ^{′′}(1 + a)| ϕ(1 + a) + ∫_∞ a+1 | |ϕ^{′′}(u) ϕ(u) | | du ) ≤ 2 (1 + a)^2 + 2 √ 10 1 + a < ∞. (6.20)

Thus, it remains to show that ∑_∞ k=1 | |Ā_k | | < ∞, where

Ā_k = ( 1 + iΔ^ℑ_b ϕ(a_k) ϕ(a_k) ) e^{− ϕ} ′(k) ϕ(k) ib − 1 = (C_k(b) − 1) ( 1 + i

Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(a_k) ϕ(a_k) ) + i ( Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(a_k) ϕ(a_k) − S_k(b) ) + Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(a_k) ϕ(a_k) S_k(b), (6.21)

with C_k(b) = cos (_{ϕ′(k)} ϕ(k) b ) and S_k(b) = sin (_{ϕ′(k)} ϕ(k) b ) . We have, using the estimates (4.25) in the second inequality and (4.4) in the second and third inequality, that ∞∑ k=1 | |(1 − C_k(b)) ( 1 + iΔ^ℑ_b ϕ(a_k) ϕ(a_k) )| | ≤ ∞∑ k=1 b^2 ( ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) )_2 ( 1 + | | Δ^{ℑb} ϕ(a^k) ϕ(a_k) | | )

≤ ∞∑ k=1 b^2 k^2 ( 1 + | |bϕ^′(a^k) ϕ(a_k) | | )

≤ ∞∑ k=1 b^2 k^2 ( 1 + | | b a_k | | ) < ∞. (6.22)

Let us now consider the second term on the right-hand side of (6.21). Since from (4.4) we have that 0 ≤ lim_{a→∞}^{ϕ′(a)}_{ϕ(a)} ≤ lim_{a→∞}^1_a = 0, then for any k ≥ k_0(b) large enough,

S_k(b) = b ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) + O (( ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) )_2) .

Therefore, as from (4.4) ∑_∞ k=1 (_{ϕ′(k)} ϕ(k) )_2 ≤ ∑_∞ k=1 1 k^2 < ∞, to prove the summability of the

second term in (6.21) it remains to prove the finiteness of the sum

(6.23) ∞∑ k=1 | | |Δ^{ℑb} ϕ(a^k) ϕ(a_k) − b ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) | | | ≤ ∞∑ k=1 |b| ( ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) − ϕ^′(a_k) ϕ(a_k) ) + ∞∑ k=1 | Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(a_k) − bϕ^′(a_k) | ϕ(a_k) .

Since from Proposition 4.1(2), u →^{ϕ′(u)}_{ϕ(u)} is non-increasing on R_+ , we get that

∞∑ k=1 ( ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) − ϕ^′(a_k) ϕ(a_k) ) ≤ ∞∑ k=1 ( ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) − ϕ^′(k + ⌈a⌉ + 1) ϕ(k + ⌈a⌉ + 1) )

= ⌈a⌉+1∑

k=1 ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) ≤ 1 + ⌈a⌉ < ∞. (6.24)

On the other hand, the form of Δ^ℑ_b and the second expression for ϕ^′ in (4.3) yield that

| |Δℑ_b ϕ(a_k) − bϕ′(a_k) | | ϕ(a_k) ≤ 1 ϕ(a_k) ∫_∞ 0 |sin(by) − by| e^{−ak y}μ(dy) ≤ 1 ϕ(a_k) ( |b|^3 ∫ 1_{|b|} 0 y^3e^{−ak y}μ(dy) + ∫_∞ 1 |b| (1 + |b|y)e^{−ak y}μ(dy) )

≤ 1 ϕ(a_k) ( b^2 | |ϕ^{′′}(a_k) | | + ∫_∞ 1 |b| (1 + |b|y)e^{−ak y}μ(dy) ) ,

where for the last inequality we have used the upper bound

|b|^3 ∫ 1_{|b|} 0 y^3e^{−ak y}μ(dy) ≤ b^2 ∫ 1_{|b|} 0 y^2e^{−aky}μ(dy) ≤ b^2 ∫_∞ 0 y^2e^{−ak y}μ(dy) = b^2 | ϕ^{′′}(a_k) | . 91

Thus, as a →^{|ϕ′′(a)|}_{ϕ(a)} is non-increasing on R_+ , with the help of (4.5) and (4.27) for the third inequality, we get, recalling that a_k = a + k, ∞∑ k=1 | |Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(a_k) − bϕ^′(a_k) | | ϕ(a_k) ≤ b^2 ∞∑ k=1 |ϕ^{′′}(a_k)| ϕ(a_k) + ∞∑ k=1 ∫_{∞1} |b| (1 + |b|y)e^{−ak y}μ(dy) ϕ(a_k) ≤ b^2 ( |ϕ^{′′}(1 + a)| ϕ(1 + a) + ∫_∞ a+1 |ϕ^{′′}(y)| ϕ(y) dy ) + ∞∑ k=1 ∫_{∞1} |b| (1 + |b|y)e^{−ak y}μ(dy) ϕ(1 + a) ≤ b^2 ( 2 (a + 1)^2 + 2 √ 10 a + 1 ) + ∫_{∞1} |b| (1 + |b|y)e^{−ay e−y}_{1−e−y} μ(dy) ϕ(1 + a) ≤ b^2 ( 2 (a + 1)^2 + 2 √ 10 a + 1 ) + ∫_{∞1} |b| (1 + |b|y)e^{−ay} e^{−y}μ(dy) ϕ(1 + a) ( 1 − e^{− 1|b|} )

≤ b^2 ( 2 (a + 1)^2 + 2 √ 10 a + 1 ) + |b|e^{− |b|−1|b|} ∫_{∞1} |b| e^{−ay}μ(dy) ϕ(1 + a) ( 1 − e^{− 1|b|} ) < ∞. (6.25)

For the third term in (6.21), we have, using the second relation in (4.25) and | sin(y)| ≤ |y|, y ∈ R, in the first inequality and (4.4) in the second, that

(6.26) ∞∑ k=1 | | | Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(a_k) ϕ(a_k) S_k(b) | | | ≤ b^2 ∞∑ k=1 |ϕ^′(a_k)| ϕ(a_k) |ϕ^′(k)| ϕ(k) ≤ b^2 ∞∑ k=1 1 ka_k < ∞.

Then, we put (6.24) and (6.25) in (6.23) which together with (6.22) and (6.26) is used in (6.21) to confirm that ∑_∞ k=1 | |Ā_k | | < ∞. The latter triggers with the help of (6.20) and (6.19) ∑_∞ k=1 |A_k − 1| < ∞ and hence ∑_∞ k=1 | |A^{−1}_k − 1 | | < ∞. An application of Montel’s Theorem in (6.18) yields that the right-hand side of (6.1) defines a holomorphic function on C_{(0,∞)} and since W_ϕ (u + 1) = M_{Vϕ} (u + 1) for u > −1, see (6.12), we have proved Theorem 6.1 for z ∈ C_{(0,∞)}. When ϕ(0) = m > 0, we check that all computations above extend to the imaginary line iR as (6.20), (6.22), (6.24), (6.25) and (6.26) do not explode for a = 0, and W_ϕ(0) = m^{−1} ∈ (0, ∞) thanks to (6.6). Next, if d_ϕ < 0 then plainly ϕ > 0 on (d_ϕ, 0). Clearly, then the infinite product in (6.1) extends holomorphically to C_{(dϕ ,∞)}. Indeed, only at most ⌈−d_ϕ⌉ + 1 of its terms are with argument whose real part is in (d_ϕ, 0) and their product defines an analytic function. The rest of the product is absolutely convergent and defines a holomorphic function as already proved above. Since W_ϕ extends analytically to C_{(dϕ ,∞)} the proof of Theorem 6.1(2) and hence of Theorem 6.1 is therefore completed.

6.4. Proof of Proposition 6.8. Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 6.1, to show that M_ϕ in (6.16) extends to a holomorphic function in C_{(0,∞)}, we set for any z = a + ib, a > 0,

M_ϕ(z) =

Γ(z) Γ(a) ϕ(z) ϕ(a) M_{Iϕ} (a)e^{−iγϕb} ∞∏ k=1 ϕ(z + k) ϕ(a + k) e^{−i ϕ} ′(k) ϕ(k) b

= Γ(z) Γ(a) ϕ(z) ϕ(a) M_{Iϕ} (a)e^{−iγϕb} ∞∏ k=1 A_k. This completes the proof of Proposition 6.8 for z ∈ C_{(0,∞)} since M_ϕ = M_{Iϕ} on R_+ from (6.13) and ∏_∞ k=1 A_k < ∞ from the proof of Theorem 6.1, where the uniqueness argument was also discussed. If ϕ(0) = 0, ϕ does not vanish on iR \ {0} and ϕ^′(0^+) = σ^2 + ∫_∞ 0 μ̄(y)dy < ∞ then since ϕ ≢ 0 we have that ϕ^′(0^+) > 0 and^z_{ϕ(z)} extends to iR. Hence, through (6.10) and (6.15) the left- and right-hand side of M_{Iϕ} (z) =^{Γ(z)}_{Wϕ(z)} extend to C_{[0,∞)}.

We mention that, as from Theorem 6.1, M_{Vϕ} = W_ϕ, the results regarding estimates of the Mellin transform M_{Vϕ} , throughout the rest of this section will be stated in terms of W_ϕ.

6.5. Proof of Theorem 6.2(1): Bounds for W_ϕ. In this part, we derive general bounds for the absolute value of W_ϕ along imaginary lines which provide some bounds for the Mellin transforms M_{Vϕ} and M_{Iϕ} . This will serve us to obtain exact asymptotic estimates along imaginary lines for |W_ϕ| and |M_{Iϕ} |, that we shall exploit to establish smoothness properties of the invariant density as well as existence and smoothness properties of the sequence of co-eigenfunctions. To obtain our results, we resort to the Bernstein-Weierstrass product representation of the Mellin transform and extend an approach which has been used to derive estimates of the gamma function, which can be found for instance in [71, Chap. 8]. Before stating the next result, we revisit and introduce some notation. Let us recall that, for any function ϕ ∈ B and numbers a and b > 0, we write

(6.27) Θ_ϕ(a, b) = ∫_∞ a b ln ( |ϕ(bu + ib)| ϕ(bu) ) du. Furthermore, we set formally, for a, b ∈ R, E_ϕ(a, b) = e^− 1 8 ∞∫ a |ϕ^{′′}(u+ib)| |ϕ(u+ib)| + |ϕ^′(u+ib)|^2 |ϕ(u+ib)|2 du− 1 8 ϕ′(a) ϕ(a) and (6.28) Z^l_ϕ(a, b) = √ |ϕ(a + ib + l)| ϕ(a + l) l−1∏ k=0 |ϕ(k + a + ib)| ϕ(k + a) ,

where we use the convention^{−1} ∏ k=0 = 1. We are ready to state the following result.

Proposition 6.10. Let ϕ ∈ B. For any b ∈ R \ {0} and a > 0, we have

(1) 0 ≤ Θ_ϕ(a, |b|) ≤^π_2 ,

(2) e^{− 19}8a ≤ E_ϕ(a, |b|) ≤ e^{19}8a . 93

(3) Moreover, if a > d_ϕ, l ∈ N such that a + l > 0, E_ϕ(a + l, |b|) W_ϕ(a) Z^l_ϕ (a, |b|) ≤ |W_ϕ (a + i|b|)| e^{−|b|Θϕ(a+l,|b|)} ≤ W_ϕ(a) Z^l_ϕ(a, |b|)E_ϕ(a + l, |b|) . (6.29)

If ϕ(0) = m > 0 and d_ϕ = 0 then (6.29) extends to a = 0. (4) With a > 0 and l ∈ N, we have that W_ϕ(a)Z^l_ϕ (a, |b|) E_ϕ (a + l, |b|) ≤ | M_{Iϕ} (a + i|b|) | e^{|b|Θϕ(a+l,|b|)} |Γ(a + i|b|)| ≤ W_ϕ(a)Z^l_ϕ (a, |b|) E_ϕ (a + l, |b|) . (6.30)

Remark 6.11. The upper bound for Θ_ϕ(a, |b|), that is,^π_2 , is attained when ϕ(u) = u and b = ∞. In this case W_ϕ(z) = Γ(z).

Proof. Note that for ϕ ∈ B, z = a + ib with a, b > 0, and with the usual notation for Δ_b, Δ^ℜ_b and Δ^ℑ_b used in subsection 6.3, we have that

(6.31) |ϕ(a + ib)| ϕ(a) = | | |1 + Δ^bϕ(a) ϕ(a) | | | ≥ ( 1 + Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(a) ϕ(a) ) ≥ 1, since, from (4.25), Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(a) ≥ 0. Thus, we get that Θ_ϕ(a, b) ≥ 0. Next, using the first identity in (4.2), we deduce that |ϕ(bu + ib)| ≤ m + σ^2 |bu + ib| + |bu + ib| ∫_∞ 0 e^{−buy}μ̄(y)dy ≤ √ 1 + 1 u^2 ( m + σ^2bu + bu ∫_∞ 0 e^{−buy}μ̄(y)dy )

= √ 1 + 1 u^2 ϕ(bu). (6.32)

Hence, after performing an obvious change of variables, we get that Θ_ϕ(a, b) ≤ ∫_∞ 0 ln (√ 1 + 1 u^2 ) du = π 2 , which concludes item (1). From (6.18), we have that

(6.33) |W_ϕ(z)| = W_ϕ(a) ϕ(a) |ϕ(z)| ∞∏ k=1 | | | ϕ(a + k) ϕ(z + k) | | | = W^ϕ(a) ϕ(a) |ϕ(z)| |Z_ϕ(z)| . Let in the sequel z = a + ib, b > 0, a > d_ϕ or a ≥ 0, if ϕ(0) = m > 0 and d_ϕ = 0, and l ∈ N such that a_l = a + l > 0. Then, we denote by

(6.34) ϕ(a) |ϕ(z)| |Z_ϕ(z)| = l∏ k=0 | | ϕ (a^k) ϕ (a + k + ib) | | lim_{n→∞} e^Sn^{(a}l^{,b)}, where we recall that a_k = a + k and we have set

S_n (a_l, b) = ln (_n ∏ k=1 ϕ(a_{k+l}) |ϕ(a_{k+l} + ib)| ) . 94

Therefore, from (6.33) and (6.34) it remains to estimate S_n (a_l, b), as n → ∞. For this purpose we rewrite

S_n(a_l, b) = ln (_n ∏ k=1 ϕ(a_{k+l}) |ϕ(a_{k+l} + ib)| )

= − n∑ k=0 (ln |ϕ(a_{k+l} + ib)| − ln ϕ(a_{k+l})) + ln |ϕ(a_l + ib)| ϕ(a_l) . Then the approximation techniques developed in [71, Section 8.2 (2.01)] for the gamma function are valid for any twice differentiable function f such that ∫_n 0 |f^{′′}(u)| du < ∞ and take the form n∑ k=0 f(k) = ∫_n 0 f(u)du + 1 2 f(0) + 1 2 f(n) + ∫_n 0 B_2 − B_2(u − [u]) 2 f^{′′}(u)du, where B_2 is the Bernoulli number and B_2(u) the Bernoulli polynomial as defined in [71, Section 8.1]. Applying this to the sum in S_n(a_l, b) above with f(u) = ln (_{|ϕ(al+ib+u)|} ϕ(a_l+u) ) , u ≥ 0, we get S_n(a_l, b) = − ∫_n 0 ln ( |ϕ(u + a_l + ib)| ϕ(u + a_l) ) du − 1 2 ln ( |ϕ(a_{l+n} + ib)| ϕ(a_l) |ϕ(a_l + ib)| ϕ(a_{l+n}) ) (6.35) +E^B_ϕ (n, a_l) − E^B_ϕ (n, a_l + ib), where formally E^B_ϕ (n, z) = ∫_n 0 B_2−B_2(u−[u])

2 (ln |ϕ(u + z)|)^{′′} du. Next, note that ln ( |ϕ(a_{l+n} + ib)| ϕ(a_{l+n}) ) = ln (| | |1 +

Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(a_{l+n}) + iΔ^ℑ_b ϕ(a_{l+n}) ϕ(a_{l+n}) | | | )

= 1 2 ln ( 1 + 2

Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(a_{l+n}) ϕ(a_{l+n}) + ( Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(a_{l+n}) ϕ(a_{l+n}) )_2 + ( Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(a_{l+n}) ϕ(a_{l+n}) )_2)

≤ 1 2 ln ( 1 + b^2 |ϕ^{′′}(a_{l+n})| ϕ(a_{l+n}) + b^4 4 |ϕ^{′′}(a_{l+n})|^2 ϕ^2(a_{l+n})

+ b^2

(ϕ^′(a_{l+n}))^2 ϕ^2(a_{l+n}) ) , (6.36)

where we have used (4.25) for the inequality. Thus, from (6.31) for the first inequality and (4.4) and (4.5) for the second, we deduce that

(6.37) 0 ≤ lim_{n→∞} ln ( |ϕ(a_{l+n} + ib)| ϕ(a_{l+n}) ) ≤ 1 2 lim_{n→∞} ln ( 1 + 2b^2 (l + n) + b^4 + b^2 (l + n)^2 ) = 0.

Using the same inequality as in (6.36) to the integral term appearing on the right-hand side of (6.35), and the estimates in (4.27), we conclude, thanks to the dominated convergence theorem, that, for any a_l, b > 0,

(6.38) lim_{n→∞} ∫_n 0 ln ( |ϕ(u + a_l + ib)| ϕ(u + a_l) ) du = ∫_∞ 0 ln ( |ϕ(u + a_l + ib)| ϕ(u + a_l) ) du. Since ϕ is log-concave on R_+ , see Proposition 4.1(2), which means that its second derivative does not change sign, then by the estimate [71, Section 8.2, (2.04)] (with m = 1 and f(u) = 95

ln ϕ(a_l + u) in the notation of [71, Section 8.2, (2.04)]), we get that lim_{n→∞} | |E^B_ϕ (n, a_l) | | ≤ −1 8 lim_{n→∞} ∫_n 0 (ln ϕ(a_l + u))^{′′} du = 1 8 ϕ^′(a_l) ϕ(a_l) ≤ 1 8a_l , (6.39)

where, we have used that (4.4) implies lim_{n→∞}^{ϕ′(al+n)}_{ϕ(al+n)} = 0 and the last inequality itself. Next, we focus on E^B_ϕ (n, a_l + ib). Since (ln |ϕ(u + ib)|)^{′′} ≤ | |(ln ϕ(u + ib))^{′′} | | , as (ln ϕ(u + ib))^{′′} = (ln |ϕ(u + ib)|)^{′′} + i (arg(ϕ(u + ib)))^{′′}, we have according to [71, Section 8.2, (2.04)] that lim_{n→∞} | E^B_ϕ (n, a_l + ib) | ≤ 1 8 ∫_∞ 0 | (ln ϕ(u + a_l + ib))^{′′} | du = 1 8 ∫_∞ 0 | | | ϕ (u + a_l + ib) ϕ^{′′} (u + a_l + ib) − (ϕ^′ (u + a_l + ib))^2 (ϕ (u + a_l + ib))^2 | | | du

≤ 1 8 ∫_∞ a_l ( |ϕ^{′′} (u + ib)| |ϕ (u + ib)| + ( |ϕ^′ (u + ib)| |ϕ (u + ib)| )_2) du

≤ 1 8 ∫_∞ a_l ( √ 10 |ϕ^{′′}(u)| ϕ(u) + 10 ( ϕ^′(u) ϕ(u) )_2) du ≤ 2 √ 10 + 10 8a_l , (6.40)

where for the final two inequalities we have employed all the estimates of (4.27). Collecting (6.37), (6.38), (6.39) and (6.40) we immediately deduce the upper bound lim_{n→∞} S_n(a_l, b) ≤ 1 8 ∫_∞ a_l ( |ϕ^{′′} (u + ib)| |ϕ (u + ib)| + ( |ϕ^′ (u + ib)| |ϕ (u + ib)| )_2) du + 1 8 ϕ^′(a_l) ϕ(a_l) − ∫_∞ 0 ln ( |ϕ (u + a_l + ib)| ϕ (u + a_l) ) du + 1 2 ln ( |ϕ (a_l + ib)| ϕ(a_l) ) , = ln ( 1 E_ϕ(a_l, |b|) ) − bΘ_ϕ(a_l, b) + 1 2 ln ( |ϕ (a_l + ib)| ϕ(a_l) ) . The lower bound is the same but with error term ln (E_ϕ(a_l, |b|)). Therefore, from (6.34), the definition of Z^l_ϕ, see (6.28) and the definition of Z_ϕ, see (6.17), we get that (6.41) E_ϕ(a_l, b) e^{−|b|Θϕ(al ,|b|)} Z^l_ϕ(a, z) ≤ ϕ(a) |ϕ(z)| |Z_ϕ(z)| = ϕ(a) |ϕ(z)| ∞∏ k=1 | | ϕ(k + a) ϕ(k + z) | | ≤ 1 E_ϕ(a_l, b) e^{−|b|Θϕ(al,|b|)} Z^l_ϕ(a, z) . Then (6.41) via (6.33) proves (6.29), which establishes the whole item (3) since we have allowed for all possible values of a claimed in item (3). The case when b < 0 is dealt with in the same manner since, for all a > 0 and b ∈ R, (6.42) ℑϕ(a − ib) = −ℑϕ(a + ib) and ℜϕ(a + ib) = ℜϕ(a − ib). Item (2) follows by gathering the very last upper bounds in (6.39) and (6.40). The bounds (6.30) follow from Proposition 6.8, since M_{Iϕ} (z) =^{Γ(z)}_{Wϕ(z)} and the previous result. □

6.5.1. Proof of Theorem 6.2(1). Choosing l = 0 in (6.29) and using the definition of Z^0_ϕ(a, |b|) given in (6.28), one gets, for any b ∈ R and a > 0, E_ϕ(a, |b|)e^{−|b|Θϕ (a,|b|)} √ ϕ(a) |ϕ(a + ib)| W_ϕ(a) ≤ |W_ϕ (a + i|b|)| ≤ √ ϕ(a) |ϕ(a + ib)| W_ϕ(a) E_ϕ(a, |b|) e^{−|b|Θϕ(a,|b|)}. We complete the proof of item (1) by using the bounds for E_ϕ (a, |b|) stated in Proposition 6.10(2).

6.6. Large asymptotic behaviours of W_ϕ along imaginary lines. From the bounds (6.29), which hold for any ϕ ∈ B, we are able to derive precise information regarding the decay of |W_ϕ| and |M_{Iϕ} | along imaginary lines. We emphasize that these asymptotic estimates are interesting in their own right as we offer comprehensive statements for the entire class of Bernstein-Weierstrass products which encompasses many substantial special functions. However, our motivation to investigate in depth and accurately this large asymptotic behaviour comes from several substantial issues that arise later in this work, such as the existence and uniform asymptotic bounds of the sequence of co-eigenfunctions, and, that can be solved by means of Mellin transform techniques.

6.6.1. Necessary and sufficient conditions for exponential decay of W_ϕ. We start by providing necessary and sufficient conditions for the exponential decay of |W_ϕ| along imaginary lines in terms of ϕ ∈ B and its characteristic triplet ( m, σ^2, μ ) . Below the notation f(a + ib)^∞≈ g(a + ib) (resp. f(a + ib)^∞≲ g(a + ib)), for z = a + ib ∈ C means that there exist positive finite constants c_−(a) and c_+(a) (resp. a positive finite constant c_+(a)) such that c_−(a) ≤ lim_{|b|→∞} | | | f(a + ib) g(a + ib) | | | ≤ lim_{|b|→∞} | | | f(a + ib) g(a + ib) | | | ≤ c^+(a)

(6.43)

(resp. lim_{|b|→∞} | | | f(a + ib) g(a + ib) | | | ≤ c^+(a)). Proposition 6.12. Let ϕ ∈ B.

(1) For any a ≥ 0, writing Θ_ϕ(a) = lim_{|b|→∞} Θ_ϕ(a, |b|) and simply Θ_ϕ = Θ_ϕ(0), we have that

Θ_ϕ = Θ_ϕ(a) and

(6.44) Θ_ϕ ∈ [ 0, π 2 ] . (2) For any ϕ ∈ B and a > 0, we have that

(6.45) e^{− π}2^{|b|} |b|^12 ∞ ≲ e^{− π}2^{|b|} √ |ϕ(a + ib)| ∞ ≲ |W_ϕ(a + ib)| .

(3) ψ ∈ N_Θ, i.e. Θ_ϕ > 0, if and only if, for any a > 0 and ϵ > 0, we have that

(6.46) e^{− π}2^{|b|} |b|^12 ∞ ≲ e^{− π}2^{|b|} √ |ϕ(a + ib)| ∞ ≲ |W_ϕ(a + ib)|^∞≲ e^{−(Θϕ−ϵ)|b|} √ |ϕ(a + ib)| . If ϕ(0) = m > 0 and d_ϕ = 0 then the estimate extends to a = 0.

In all cases, we can retrieve, from Proposition 6.10, the positive constants c_−(a) and c_+(a) defined in (6.43).

Remark 6.13. Estimate (6.46) together with M_{Vψ} = W_ϕ being the Mellin transform of ν yield the validity of (1.37) which in turn shows that ν ∈ A(Θ_ϕ), i.e. it is holomorphic in the sector C ( Θ_ϕ ) = { z ∈ C ; | arg z| < Θ_ϕ } and verifies Theorem 5.2(3), i.e. ψ ∈ N_Θ implies that ν ∈ A(Θ_ϕ).

Remark 6.14. We mention that in some statements here and also below we focus on the case, ψ ∈ N , i.e. ϕ ∈ B_N . However, up to some minor and obvious modifications, they can easily be extended to the general case ϕ ∈ B. We also point out that the estimate (6.47) below can serve for more precise study of the asymptotic.

Proof. Recall the definition of Θ_ϕ, (6.27), and put Θ_ϕ(0, |b|) = Θ_ϕ(|b|). First, from (6.31) in the first inequality and (6.32) in the second, we have that Θ_ϕ(|b|) ≥ Θ_ϕ(a, |b|) = Θ_ϕ(|b|) − ∫ a_{|b|} 0 ln ( |ϕ(|b|(u + i))| ϕ(|b|u) ) du ≥ Θ_ϕ(|b|) − ∫ a_{|b|} 0 ln (√ 1 + 1 u^2 ) du = Θ_ϕ(|b|) − a |b| ln ( 1 + b^2 a^2 ) − arctan ( a |b| )_∞ = Θ_ϕ(|b|) − o (1) .

(6.47)

Hence, from Proposition 6.10(1), we deduce that Θ_ϕ = lim_{|b|→∞} Θ_ϕ(a, |b|) = lim_{|b|→∞} Θ_ϕ(|b|) ∈ [ 0, π 2 ] , and, the proof of (6.44) is completed. We prove (6.45) by using the lower bound in (6.29) with l = 0 since from the second claim of Proposition 4.1(3) we have that |ϕ(z)|^∞= σ^2|z| + o (|z|) , as z = a + ib, a > 0 fixed and as |b| → ∞. Next, let Θ_ϕ > 0 then (6.46) follows from the upper bound of (6.29) with l = 0 and (6.47). Since all constants in Proposition 6.10 are explicit we can recover the constants c_±(a). This ends the proof. □

We proceed by providing sufficient conditions for Θ_ϕ > 0, that is for the exponential decay of the Mellin transforms along imaginary lines which are stated in Theorem 1.9(1). 98

6.7. Proof of Theorem 1.9(1). Let us first prove that ψ ∈ N_Θ implies r = ϕ (∞) = ∞. Thanks to (6.29) with l = 0 it will suffice to show that for some a > 0, bΘ (a, b) = o (b) , as b → ∞, since then we get lim_{b→∞} Θ (a, b) = Θ_ϕ = 0, that is a contradiction with the definition

of N_Θ, see Table 2. However, ψ(z) = zϕ(z) with ϕ ∈ B_N , and if ϕ (∞) = Π (0^+) + m = ∫_∞ 0 Π(y)dy + m < ∞, then σ^2 = 0 and for any fixed y > 0 lim_{b→∞} ϕ (by + ib) ϕ(by) = 1 + lim_{b→∞} ∫_∞ 0 ( 1 − e^{ibu} ) e^{−byu}Π(u)du ϕ(by) = 1,

since lim_{b→∞} ϕ(by) = ϕ(∞) < ∞ and lim_{b→∞} | | ∫_∞ 0 ( 1 − e^{ibu} ) e^{−byu}Π(u)du | | ≤ 2 lim_{b→∞} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−byu}Π(u)du = 0. Therefore, from the definition of Θ (a, b), see Theorem 6.2(1) and (6.32) which ensures the application of the dominated convergence theorem we deduct that bΘ(a, b) = o (b). Next, we show that if ψ ∈ N_G, i.e. lim_{u→∞}^Π(^{1u} )_{ψ(u)} > 0 or σ^2 > 0 then Θ_ϕ > 0, i.e. ψ ∈ N_Θ. Let first assume

that σ^2 > 0 and recall that ϕ(ba + ib) − ϕ(ba) = Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(ba) + iΔ^ℑ_b ϕ(ba), see Section 4.3 for more information on these functions. The positivity ofthe integrand that defines Θ_ϕ(a, b), see (6.31) and (6.27), the fact that Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(ba) ≥ 0, the definition of Θ_ϕ, see Proposition 6.12(1) and Fatou’s lemma yield that

2Θ_ϕ = 2 lim_{b→∞} ∫_∞ 0 ln ( |ϕ(b(a + i))| ϕ(ba) ) da ≥ ∫_∞ 1 lim_{b→∞} ln ( 1 + ( Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(ba) ϕ(ba) )_2) da. By means of Proposition 4.1(3) we have that ϕ(ba) = σ^2ba + o (ba). This coupled with the first set of inequalities in (4.28) of Lemma 4.6, which is applicable since ϕ ∈ B_N , gives that for all b big enough and a ≥ 1 Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(ba) ϕ(ba) ≥ σ^2b + ( e^{−πa} − e^{−2πa} ) ∫^π_b 0 sin(by)Π(y)dy 2σ^2ba ≥ σ^2 + C_1e^{−πa} (1 − e^{−πa})

∫^1_b 0 yΠ(y)dy 2σ^2a , where for the second inequality we have used sin(by) ≥ C_1by, for some C_1 > 0 valid on y ∈ ( 0,^1_b ) . Since lim_{b→∞}

∫^1_b 0 yΠ(y)dy = 0, as

∫_1 0 y^2Π(dy) < ∞, see (4.18), we get the bound

(6.48) Θ_ϕ ≥ 1 2 ∫_∞ 1 ln ( 1 + 1 4a^2 ) da > 0. This completes the proof for b → ∞ and σ^2 > 0. If b → −∞, σ^2 > 0, the arguments around (6.42) deduct the same lower bound. Assume that σ^2 = 0, b > 0. Observe that

(6.49) Θ_ϕ = lim_{b→∞} ∫_∞ 0 ln ( |ϕ(ba + ib)| ϕ(ba) ) da ≥ ∫_∞ 0 lim_{b→∞} ln ( 1 + Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(ba) ϕ(ba) ) da, 99

thanks to (6.31) and the Fatou’s lemma. Note that, for any a > 0, bΔ^ℜ_b ϕ(ba) = ∫_∞ 0 (1 − cos(y)) e^{−ay}Π ( y b ) dy. From the inequality 1 − cos(y) = 2 (sin (y/2))^2 ≥ 2 (_y π )_2

valid on y ∈ (0, 1), we get that

(6.50) bΔ^ℜ_b ϕ(ba) ≥ 2 e^{−a} π^2

∫_1 0 y^2Π (y b ) dy ≥ 2 3π^2 e^{−a}Π ( 1 b ) . Recall that Δ^ℜ_b ϕ(ba) ≥ 0. Thus, from (6.49), the positivity of the integrand therein and the fact that ϕ is non-decreasing, we confirm that

Θ_ϕ = lim_{b→∞} Θ_ϕ(|b|) ≥

∫_1 0 lim_{b→∞} ln ( 1 + 2 3π^2 e^{−a} Π (_1 b ) bϕ(b) ) da. (6.51)

Since bϕ(b) = ψ(b) and ψ ∈ N_G with σ^2 = 0, we deduce, with lim_{b→∞}^Π(^{1b} )_{ψ(b)} > C_2 > 0, that the following inequality holds

Θ_ϕ ≥

∫_1 0 ln ( 1 + 2C_2 3π^2 e^{−a} ) da > 0, which gives the proof for b → ∞, ψ ∈ N_G and σ^2 = 0. The case b → −∞ comes from (6.42). Relation (1.16) follows from the global asymptotic (4.7) for ϕ given in Proposition 4.1(7).

6.8. Proof of Theorem 6.2 (2b): Examples of large asymptotic estimates of |W_ϕ|. For the eigenvalues expansions of the gL semigroups, it is important to provide precise bounds for the norm of the sequence of co-eigenfunctions. Among the different strategies we implement to get such estimates is the Mellin transform technique. For this reason, in this part, we deepen our analysis on the asymptotic estimate of |W_ϕ(a + ib)| by either computing Θ_ϕ for substantial subclasses of B_N , or, detailing the exact subexponential decay for some subclasses. The results presented below extend with minor modifications to |W_ϕ(a + ib)| for ϕ ∈ B.

6.8.1. Proof of Theorem 6.2(2(b)i): The case ψ ∈ N_P . In the case σ^2 > 0, i.e. ψ ∈ N_P , we obtain precise bounds particularly when in addition Π(0^+) < ∞, or, if we have a good control on the tail Π. For this purpose we introduce the following notation. For any a > 0, b ∈ R, we set (6.52) L(a, |b|) = 1 σ^2

∫_1 0 e^{−ay} | | |sin ( |b|y 2 )| | | Π(y) dy y and L(a, |b|) ≤ L(|b|) = sup_{r≤|b|} L(0, r). Proposition 6.15. Let ψ ∈ N_P . Fix any a > d_ϕ = sup{u ≤ 0; ϕ(u) = −∞ or ϕ(u) = 0}. Then

(6.53) 1 |b|^12 e^{− π2 |b| ∞}≲ |W_ϕ(a + ib)|^∞≲ |b|^{4m}σ^{2 +a− 12} e^{− π2 |b|+L(|b|)}, 100

with L (|b|)^∞= o (|b|). Moreover, when Π(0^+) < ∞, we have L(|b|)^∞= O (ln(|b|)), and, if for all y ∈ (0, 1), Π(y) ≤ Cy^{−α} with α ∈ (0, 1), then

(6.54) L(|b|)^∞= O (|b|^α) .

The proof of Proposition 6.15 is postponed after the following lemma whose statement requires some further notation. Set ϕ(z) = zg(z) and write formally

(6.55) W_g(z) = e^{−γg z} g(z) ∞∏ k=1 g(k) g(k + z) e^g ′(k) g(k) z, where γ_g = γ_ϕ − γ and γ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. We first show that W_g ∈ A_{(dϕ,∞)} and give bounds on | W_g(z) | . Lemma 6.16. Let ψ ∈ N_P .

(1) Then W_g ∈ A_{(dϕ,∞)} and we have, on C_{(dϕ ,∞)}, that

(6.56) W_ϕ(z) = Γ(z)W_g(z).

(2) There exists k_0 = k_0(m, σ^2) ∈ N \ {0} such that, with z = a + ib, a > 0, e^{−Wk}0^{(a+ib)−L(a,|b|)} C_{k0} (a, |b|) ≤ | |W_g (a + ib) | | W_g(a) ≤ C_{k0} (a, |b|)e^{Wk0 (a+ib)+L(a,|b|)}, (6.57)

where L(a, |b|) is defined in (6.52),

(6.58) W_{k0} (z) = ln | | | k_0∏

k=0 g(k + a) g(k + z) | | | ,

lim |z|→∞ W_{k0} (z) = lim_{|z|→∞} ln | |∏k_{0k=0} g(k+a) g(k+z) | | =^{∏k0}_{k=0} g(k+a) σ^{2k}0^{+2} and C_{k0} (a, |b|) = ( 1 + |b| 1 + a ) 4m_{σ2} e^{4eσ2} ∫_∞ 1 e−(k0+a)y 1−e−y Π(y)dy . Remark 6.17. The mapping z →^1_{g(z)} =^z_{ϕ(z)} has a root at zero if m > 0, which compensates the pole coming from Γ(z) in (6.56) to ensure that W_ϕ(0) = E [ V^{−1}_ϕ ] = ϕ(0) = m. If W_ϕ extends further to the left then a zero of^1_g at zero coming from a term in the product in (6.55) cancels the impact of the poles of Γ(z) at z = −1, −2, · · · .

Proof. Since g(z) =^{ϕ(z)}_z , we get, from (6.1) and the Weirstrass product representation of the gamma function, that (6.56) formally holds provided W_g is holomorphic. Due to its definition in (6.55), this will follow if the involved infinite product is absolutely convergent. However, since the products defining W_ϕ and Γ are both absolutely convergent on C_{(0,∞)} from (6.55), W_g is absolutely convergent on C_{(0,∞)} and the analyticity follows. When d_ϕ < 0, (6.56) follows 101

from an argument involving the recurrent equation (6.6). In the sequel we provide the bounds for | W_g(z) | . To this end put z = a + ib, a > d_ϕ, b > 0, and set

W_g(z) = e^{−γg a} g(a) ∞∏ k=1 g(k) g(k + a) e^g ′(k) g(k) a × g(a)e −iγ_g b g(z) ∞∏ k=1 g(k + a) g(k + z) e^{i g} ′(k) g(k) b = W g(a)W (a) g (z), and, we proceed to estimate | |W^{(a)}_g (z) | |. Since ϕ ∈ BN , then Proposition 4.1(8) gives that μ̄(y) = Π(y), y > 0, and then the first identity of (4.2) gives on C (_{dϕ,∞}) \ {0} that g(z) = ϕ(z) z = m z + σ^2 + ∫_∞ 0 e^{−zy}Π(y)dy. For any u = a + k > 0 and b > 0, g(u) g(u + ib) = 1 + σ^{−2} mib u(u+ib) + ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}(1 − e^{−iby})Π(y)dy 1 + σ^{−2} (_m u+ib + ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy−iby}Π(y)dy ) = 1 + ρ_m(u, b) + ρ_Π(u, b) 1 + ρ̃_m(u, b) + ρ̃_Π(u, b) , where each term ρ or ρ̃ in the last expression matches the corresponding term in the middle one. Set C = mσ^{−2}. We have the following bounds |ρ̃_Π(u, b)| ≤ σ^{−2} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}Π(y)dy, |ρ̃_m(u, b)| ≤ C u + b and |ρ_m(u, b)| ≤ Cb u(u + b) (6.59)

which all tend to zero as u → ∞. Thus, for u ≥ u_0 > 0, where u_0 = u_0(m, σ^2), such that 1 − |ρ̃_m(u, b)| − |ρ̃_Π(u, b)| ≥ 1 2 , we have using | |1 − e−iby | | = 2 | |sin ( by_2 ) | | that | | | g(u) g(u + ib) − 1 | | | ≤ 2Cb u(u + b) + 2 σ^2 ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy} | |1 − e^{−iby} | | Π(y)dy ≤ 4Cb u(u + b) + 4 σ^2 (∫_∞ 1 e^{−uy}Π(y)dy + ∫_1 0 e^{−uy} | |sin ( by 2 )| | Π(y)dy ) . (6.60)

Splitting the product that defines W^{(a)}_g at k_0 = k_0(m, σ^2) = ⌈u_0⌉ + 2 + |a|, using (6.60), (6.58) for the definition of W_{k0} and ln(1 + x) ≤ x, x ≥ 0, we get that ( ln | |W^{(a)}_g (a + ib) | | − ln Wk_0 (a + ib) ) = ∞∑ k=k_0 ln | | | g(k + a) g(k + a + ib) | | | ≤ ∞∑ k=k_0 | | | g(k + a) g(k + a + ib) − 1 | | |

≤ ∞∑ k=k_0 ( 4Cb (k + a)(k + a + b) + 4 σ^2 (∫_∞ 1 Π(y) e^{(k+a)y} dy + ∫_1 0 e^{−(k+a)y} | | |sin ( by 2 )| | | Π(y)dy ))

≤ 4C ∑ k≥2 b (k + a)(k + a + b) + 4e σ^2 (∫_∞ 1 e^{−(k0+a)y} 1 − e^{−y} Π(y)dy + L(a, b) ) , where implicitly in the last term of the inequality to get L(a, b) we have used 1 − e^{−y} ≥ y/e on (0, 1). Furthermore, since ∑ k≥2 b (k + a)(k + a + b) ≤ lim_{A→∞} ∫_A 1 ( 1 r + a − 1 r + a + b ) dr = ln ( 1 + b 1 + a ) ,

we obtain, with C_{k0} (a, b) defined in the statement of the lemma, that e^{−Wk}0^{(a+ib)−L(a,b)} C_{k0} (a, b) ≤ | |W (a)_g (a + ib) | | ≤ C_{k0} (a, b)e_{Wk0 (a+ib)+L(a,b)}.

The bounds (6.57) follow for b > 0. The case b < 0 is dealt with similarly as in (6.42). □

Proof of Proposition 6.15. The lower bound in (6.53) is the lower bound in (6.46). We get from (6.56) that |W_ϕ(z)| = | |Γ(z)W_g(z) | |. For z = a + ib, a > 0 and |b| large enough the upper bound in (6.53) follows from the classical asymptotic for the gamma function, i.e. for a > 0 fixed, (6.61) |Γ(a + i|b|)|^∞∼ C_a|b|^{a− 12} e^{− π2 |b|}, where C_a > 0, combined with (6.57) and taking into account all polynomial dependence on |b|. If d_ϕ < 0 and a ∈ (d_ϕ, 0] then the functional equation (6.6) relates the asymptotic of |W_ϕ(a + ib)| to that of |W_ϕ(a + [−d_ϕ − 1] + ib)|. The polynomial decay in (6.53) is again |b|^{4m}σ^{2 +a− 12} as on each iteration of (6.6) we collect a term of the type, for a fixed a, |ϕ(a + ib)|^∞∼ σ^2|b|, see Proposition 4.1(3). Next, recall the definition of L(a, |b|), see (6.52), and therefore, observe, using | sin(y)| ≤ |y| ∧ 1, that, for any 0 < ϵ < 1, 0 ≤ lim_{|b|→∞} L(a, |b|) |b| ≤ lim_{|b|→∞} sup_{r≤|b|} L(0, r) |b| = lim_{|b|→∞} L(|b|) |b| ≤ ∫_ϵ 0 Π(y)dy + lim_{|b|→∞} ∫_1 ϵ Π(y)^{dy}_y b = ∫_ϵ 0 Π(y)dy, which shows that L(|b|)^∞= o (|b|) since

∫_1 0 Π(y)dy < ∞, see (4.18). Finally, it remains to study L(|b|) for specific instances. First, when Π(0^+) < ∞, we have that

sup_{r≤|b|} L(0, r) = L(|b|) ≤ Π(0^+) ∫_{|b|} 0 | sin(r)| r dr ≤ Π(0^+) ln(|b|).

Then, if for some α ∈ (0, 1), Π(y)^0= O (y^{−α}), then trivially (6.62) L(|b|) ≤ C_1|b|^α ∫_b 0 | |sin ( r 2 )| | dr r^{1+α} ≤ C_2|b|^α, which completes the proof of our Proposition 6.15. □

6.8.2. Proof of Theorem 6.2(2(b)ii): The case ψ ∈ N_α. We continue to apply the theory developed above to functions ψ which are regularly varying at infinity without aiming at the most general case of regular variation. We simply attempt to illustrate the tractability of our approach with the aim to compute explicitly and easily Θ_ϕ. We now show that for ψ ∈ N_α, with α ∈ (0, 1), we have Θ_ϕ =^π_2 α > 0. To this end set C̄ = C_αΓ(α+1). Since ψ ∈ N_α, ϕ ∈ B_N from Proposition 4.1(8) we get that σ^2 = 0, μ̄(y) = Π(y), y > 0, and Π(y)^0∼ C̄y^{−α}, α ∈ (0, 1). The latter and a standard Tauberian theorem imply that Proposition 4.1(7) can be augmented to ϕ(a|b|)^∞∼ C̄Γ (1 − α) a^α|b|^α. Next, for fixed a > 0 and |b| → ∞, we get from the first expression for ϕ in (4.2) and μ̄(y) = Π(y)^0∼ C̄y^{−α} that ϕ(|b|a + i|b|) = m + (|b|a + i|b|) ∫_∞ 0 e^{−i|b|y−|b|ay}Π(y)dy = m + (a + i) (∫_∞ 0 cos(y)e^{−ya}Π ( y |b| ) dy − i ∫_∞ 0 sin(y)e^{−ya}Π ( y |b| ) dy )

∞∼ C̄|b|^α (a + i) (∫_∞ 0 cos(y)e^{−ya} dy y^α − i ∫_∞ 0 sin(y)e^{−ya} dy y^α )

= C̄|b|^α(a + i) ∫_∞ 0 e^{−y(a+i)} dy y^α = C̄Γ(1 − α)(a + i)^α|b|^α. In the last integral we have used Cauchy’s theorem on the closed contour [0, βa + iβ], [βa + iβ, β], [β, 0] with β → ∞ to the function e^{−z}z^{−α} which is holomorphic on C_{(0,∞)}. Since Proposition 6.12(1) holds we compute from (6.27) with a = 1 and the asymptotic relations above

Θ_ϕ = lim_{|b|→∞} ∫_∞ 1 b ln ( |ϕ(bua + ib)| ϕ(ba) ) da = ∫_∞ 0 lim |b|→∞ ln ( |ϕ(ba + ib)| ϕ(ba) ) da = π 2 α. The dominated convergence theorem holds thanks to inequality (6.32)

6.8.3. Proof of Theorem 6.2(2(b)iii): Examples of subexponential decay of |W_ϕ|. We further illustrate our approach by detailing more examples that reveal again that for several important families of Lévy measures, we can derive explicit bounds for the rate of decay of |W_ϕ(z)|. Proposition 6.18. Let ψ ∈ N \ N_P , i.e. σ^2 = 0, and fix a > d_ϕ.

(1) Assume that for some α ∈ (0, 1), lim_{y→0} y^αΠ(y) > 0 and ϕ(∞) = r < ∞. Then, there

exists C_{a,α} > 0 such that |W_ϕ(a + ib)|^∞≲ e^{−Ca,α|b|α} . (2) Let us assume that lim_{y→0} yΠ(y) > 0, then there exists C_a > 0 such that |W_ϕ(a + ib)|^∞≲ e^{−Ca |b|ϕ(b)} . (3) Let us assume that Π(y) = y^{−1} |ln y|^2 1_{[0,1/2]}(y) then |W_ϕ(a + ib)|^∞≲ e^{−(ln b)3} . 104

Proof. First, we observe that by combining (6.50) with (6.51), we get, for b ∈ R, |b|Θ_ϕ(|b|) ≥ |b| ∫_1 0 ln 1 + Ce^{−y} Π (_1 |b| ) |b|ϕ(|b|) dy ≥ |b| ln 1 + C_1 Π (_1 |b| ) |b|ϕ(|b|) , (6.63)

where C_1 = Ce^{−1} > 0. The two first statements are direct applications of (6.63). Indeed, if ϕ(∞) < ∞ then from (4.8) ∞ > Π(0+) ≥ ∫_a 0 Π(y)dy ≥ aΠ(a), for any a ∈ (0, 1). Thus lim_{a→0} aΠ(a) = 0 and so with ln(1+x)^0∼ x in (6.63) we conclude the claim using lim_{y→0} y^αΠ(y) >

0. Item (2) follows from (6.63) and lim_{y→0} yΠ(y) > 0. Item (3) follows similarly by observing that

for u > 1/2, ϕ(u) =^u_{ln(u)} and plugging this expression in (6.63). □

6.8.4. Asymptotic of the Mellin transform in the case ψ ∈ N^c_∞. Finally, we study the case when ψ ∈ N^c_∞, i.e. Π(0^+) < ∞ and σ^2 = 0, which corresponds to the Laplace exponent of a spectrally negative compound Poisson process with a positive drift. Lemma 6.19. Let ψ ∈ N^c_∞. Then, ϕ(u) = − ∫_∞ 0 e^{−uy}Π(y)dy +r, where recall that r = ϕ(∞) = Π(0^+) + m. Then, for z ∈ C (_{dϕ,∞}),

(6.64) W_ϕ(z) = r^z ϕ(z) ∞∏ k=1 ϕ(k) ϕ(k + z) . On the real line W_ϕ(u)r^{−u} is bounded and decreasing, as u → ∞, and for fixed a > 0, (6.65) lim_{|b|→∞} |W_ϕ(a + ib)| = 0.

Proof. Since lim_{n→∞} ln ϕ(n) = ln r then from (6.2) lim_{n→∞} ∑_n k=1 ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) = ln r + γϕ and (6.64) follows

immediately from (6.1). To conclude the other statements we study the product in (6.64). As u → W_ϕ(u) = ∞∏ k=1 ϕ(k) ϕ(k + u) is bounded and decreasing on R_+ ,

we deduce that W_ϕ(u) ∈ [0, 1]. It remains to show (6.65). For any a > 0, we employ (6.29) with l = 0. Substituting the expression ϕ(z) = − ∫_∞ 0 e^{−zy}Π(y)dy + r in (6.27) we get that bΘ_ϕ(a, |b|) = b ∫_∞ a b ln | | | r − ∫_∞ 0 e^{−buy−iby}Π(y)dy r − ∫_∞ 0 e^{−buy}Π(y)dy | | | du

= b ∫_∞ a b ln | | |1 + ∫_∞ 0 e^{−byu} ( 1 − e^{−iby} ) Π(y)dy ϕ(bu) | | | du. Since ϕ is non-decreasing choose a > 0 big enough so that sup_{u≥ a} b | |∫^∞_0 e^{−byu} (1 − e^{−iby}) Π(y)dy | | ϕ(bu) ≤ 2 Π(0^+) aϕ(a) < 1 2 . 105

Using, ln |1 + z| ≥ C|z|, with some C > 0, for all |z| <^1_2 , we get that bΘ_ϕ(a, |b|) ≥ C ϕ(a) b ∫_∞ a b | | | ∫_∞ 0 e^{−byu} ( 1 − e^{−iby} ) Π(y)dy | | | du. From Lemma 4.6 ∫_∞ 0 e^{−byu} sin(by)Π(y)dy = Δ^ℑ_b ϕ(bu) ≥ 0. Therefore, we complete the proof by estimating from below with the real part of the expression above that is lim_{b→∞} b ∫_∞ a b ∫_∞ 0 e^{−byu} (1 − cos(by)) Π(y)dydu = lim_{b→∞} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−ay} (1 − cos(by)) Π(y) dy y = lim_{b→∞} ∫_∞ 0 e^{− ab y} (1 − cos(y)) Π (y b ) dy y = ∞. Thus, lim_{b→∞} bΘ_ϕ(a, |b|) = ∞ and from (6.29) with l = 0 (6.65) holds for all a big enough since all other quantities in (6.29) with l = 0 are bounded when Π(0^+) < ∞. However, from (6.6) we also deduce that (6.65) holds for all a > d_ϕ. □

7. Intertwining relations and a set of eigenfunctions In this section, we elaborate and exploit intertwining relations that relate the entire class of generalized Laguerre semigroups to the classical Laguerre semigroup of order 0. This commutation relation between NSA semigroups and a self-adjoint semigroup is the central concept in our development of the spectral decomposition of these operators. In this perspective, it is proved to be very useful to characterize a set of eigenfunctions of the gL semigroups and to provide properties of this set regarded as a sequence in a Hilbert space. Let us recall that Q = (Q_t)_{t≥0} denotes the classical Laguerre semigroup associated via the Lamperti bijection to ψ(u) = u^2, i.e. σ^2 = 1, m = 0 and Π ≡ 0 in (1.3), and its associate Feller process is a diffusion. Basic facts about this semigroup are reviewed in Example 3.1 where, for instance, one finds that it is self-adjoint in L^2(ε) where ε(x) = e^{−x}, x > 0, is the density of an exponential distribution of parameter 1. We also recall that, for any ϕ ∈ B_N , the Markov multiplicative operator I_ϕ is defined, for at least any f ∈ C_b(R_+ ), by (7.1) I_ϕf(x) = E [f(xI_ϕ)] , x > 0, where, with η = (η_t)_{t≥0} a subordinator with Laplace exponent ϕ, I_ϕ is the positive random variable (7.2) I_ϕ = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−ηt} dt. We have all ingredients to state our first main result of this part.

Theorem 7.1. Let ψ ∈ N and recall that ϕ(u) =^{ψ(u)}_u ∈ B_N . Then, for any t ≥ 0, we have the following intertwining identity (7.3) P_tI_ϕf = I_ϕQ_tf valid for all f ∈ L^2(ε). Moreover, the following properties of the intertwining operator hold.

(1) I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)) ∩ B(C_0(R_+)).

(2) Ran(I_ϕ) = L^2(ν). However, there exists C > 0 such that for all f ∈ L^2(ν), ||I_ϕf||_ν ≥ C||f||_ε if and only if ψ(u) = σ^2u^2, σ^2 > 0.

(3) I_ϕ is a Markov operator determined by its integer moments, and we have, for any z ∈ C_{(−1,∞)} and x > 0, recalling that p_z(x) = x^z,

I_ϕp_z(x) =

Γ(z + 1) W_ϕ(z + 1) p_z(x). (7.4)

Remark 7.2. We point out that the intertwining identity (7.3) generalizes to all ψ ∈ N the relation obtained by Carmona et al. [25] between the so-called saw-teeth process and the Bessel process, that is when ψ(u) = u^{u+1−a}_{u+b} , 0 < a < 1 < a + b. 107

To state the next result concerning the characterization and properties of a set of eigenfunctions, we introduce notions discussed in detail in Chapter 11. We say that a sequence (P_n)_{n≥0} in the Hilbert space L^2(ν) is a Bessel sequence if there exists A > 0 such that the inequality

(7.5) ∞∑ n=0 |⟨f, P_n⟩_ν |^2 ≤ A ||f||_ν holds for all f ∈ L^2(ν). If in addition Span(P_n) = L^2(ν) and there exists B > 0 such that for all finite scalar sequences (c_n)_{n≥0}

(7.6) B ∞∑ n=0 c^2_n ≤ | | | | | | | | ∞∑ n=0 c_nP_n | | | | | | | | 2

ν then (P_n)_{n≥0} is a Riesz basis in L^2(ν). Finally, we recall the notation P_0(x) = 1 and for n ∈ N, P_n is the polynomial defined by

(7.7) P_n(x) = n∑ k=0 (−1)^k (_n k ) W_ϕ(k + 1) x^k, where from (1.18) W_ϕ(n + 1) = ∏_n k=1 ϕ(k). The polynomials (P_n)_{n≥0} can be seen as the Laguerre polynomials perturbed by the Stieltjes moment sequence of the intertwining operator I_ϕ, see (3). To state the next result we need the following terminology which is due to Blumenthal and Getoor [18]. For a Bernstein function ϕ, we define its lower index as follows

ϕ = sup{a > 0; lim_{u→∞} u^{−a}ϕ(u) = ∞} = lim_{u→∞} ln ϕ(u) ln u

∈ [0, 1] ,

(7.8)

with the usual convention sup{∅} = 0. This quantity appears in substantial path properties of the associated subordinators, and, for instance, we point out that ϕ corresponds to the Hausdorff dimension of their range, see e.g. [10, Chap. III].

Theorem 7.3. Let ψ ∈ N .

(1) For any n ≥ 0, t ≥ 0, P_n is an eigenfunction for P_t associated to the eigenvalue e^{−nt}, i.e. P_n ∈ L^2(ν) and

(7.9) P_tP_n(x) = e^{−nt}P_n(x).

We also have, for any n ∈ N, (7.10) ||P_n||_ν ≤ 1. (2) Moreover Span(P_n) = L^2(ν) and (P_n)_{n≥0} is a Bessel sequence but it is not a Riesz basis in L^2(ν).

(3) The sequence of polynomials (P_n)_{n≥0} satisfies, for any n ≥ 2, the following three term perturbed recurrence relation

(7.11) P_n(x) = ( 2 − 1 n ) P_{n−1}(x) − x nϕ(1) P^{(T1 )}_{n−1}(x) − ( 1 − 1 n ) P_{n−2}(x), 108

where P^{(T1 )}_n (x) = ∑_n k=0(−1)^k (^{nk})_{WT1ϕ(k+1)} x^k and the transform T_1ϕ(u) =^u_{u+1} ϕ(u + 1) ∈ B_N is discussed in Proposition 4.1 (9).

(4) The sequence (P_n)_{n≥0} is formed of orthogonal polynomials in some weighted L^2 space if and only if ψ(u) = σ^2u^2 + mu, σ^2 > 0, m ≥ 0, i.e. (P_n)_{n≥0} is the sequence of Laguerre polynomials of order m ≥ 0, see (3.3) and (3.8) for definition.

(5) The polynomials (P_n(−x))_{n≥0} are the Jensen polynomials associated to the entire function I_{Wϕ} (x) = ∑_∞ n=0 1 W_ϕ(n+1) x^n n! , i.e. for any x, t ∈ R, we have that

(7.12) e^tI_{Wϕ} (xt) = ∞∑ n=0 P_n(−x) t^n n! . Moreover, denoting o_ϕ (resp. t_ϕ) the order (resp. the type) of the entire function I_{Wϕ} ,

we have o_ϕ =^1_{1+ϕ} ∈

[_1 2 , 1 ] and t_ϕ ≥ (1 + ϕ)e^− ϕ 1+ϕ 1 lim n→∞ ϕ(n)n^{−ϕ} . Note that oϕ = 1 if and

only if ϕ = 0, and, in this case, t_ϕ =^1_r , with the usual convention^1_∞ = 0. Finally, we have, for large n, any x > 0 and any integer p,

(7.13) P^{(p)}_n (−x) = O ( E_ϕ(nx)e^{−n}(I_Γ(n) + I_Γ(−n)) ) = O ( n^{p+ 12} E_ϕ(nx) ) , where, for any ϵ > 0, we set E_ϕ(x) = e^{tϕxoϕ} I_{{0<tϕ<∞}} + e^{ϵxoϕ} I_{{tϕ=0}} + e^{xoϕ+ϵ} I_{{tϕ=∞}} and I_Γ is the modified Bessel function of order 0.

Remark 7.4. The entire function I_{Wϕ} was introduced by the first author in [75] as the increasing 1-invariant function of the self-similar semigroup K and boils down, when ψ(u) = u^2, i.e. W_ϕ = Γ, to I_Γ, which explains the notation.

Remark 7.5. Although we shall provide another proof, we mention that property (4) regarding the necessary and sufficient conditions for the orthogonality of (P_n)_{n≥0} can be deduced from an elegant result of Chihara [29] stating that the Laguerre polynomials are the only sequence of orthogonal polynomials generating the so-called Brenke type function of the form (7.12).

The remaining part of this Chapter contains the proof of these two statements as well as the uniqueness of the invariant measure.

7.1. Proof of Theorem 7.1.

7.1.1. Factorization of invariant measures. To prove the identity

(7.14) P_tI_ϕf = I_ϕQ_tf, for any f ∈ L^2(ε) and t ≥ 0,

i.e. the intertwining relation of Theorem 7.1(7.3) we proceed in two steps. First, we establish this identity in the space C_0(R_+). Then, we show that it extends to L^2(ε). For the first step, by recalling from Definition 1.1 the notation K_tf = P_{ln(t+1)}d_{t+1}f, t ≥ 0, f ∈ C_0(R_+), i.e. K is the Feller semigroup of a conservative self-similar Markov process on [0, ∞), we observe 109

that relation (7.14) considered on C_0(R_+) is equivalent, because of the deterministic space-time transformation, to the intertwining relation, for any f ∈ C_0(R_+),

(7.15) K_tI_ϕf = I_ϕK^{(0)}_t f, t ≥ 0,

where we recall that K^{(0)} stands for the semigroup of a Bessel process of dimension 2, see (3.7). Now, to prove (7.15) we resort to a criterion which has been provided by Carmona et al. [24, Proposition 3.2]. More precisely, they showed that the intertwining relation (7.15) is valid on

C_0(R_+) whenever the following two conditions are satisfied.

(1) The ensuing factorization of entrance laws, which characterizes the invariant measures in our setting, K_1I_ϕf(0) = K^{(0)}_1 f(0), holds. Since according to (2.22) with t = 1 we have that K_1f(0) = ∫_∞ 0 f(x)ν(x)dx = V_ψf(1), we emphasize that, in our notation, this factorization translates to (7.16) V_ψI_ϕf(1) = Ef(1),

where the Markov operators are defined in Lemma 7.6 below.

(2) The operator associated to the entrance law of the semigroup K is injective in C_0(R_+).

More specifically, by means of the self-similar property of index 1 of the semigroup K, this means that (7.17) for any f, g ∈ C_0(R_+), if for all t > 0, V_ψf(t) = V_ψg(t) then f = g.

Factorization (7.16) is the purpose of Lemma 7.6. Lemma 7.9 provides condition (7.17).

Lemma 7.6. Let ψ ∈ N and recall that ψ(u) = uϕ(u). Then, we have the following factorization of the multiplicative Markov operator E associated to an exponential random variable e of parameter 1, i.e. Ef(x) = E [f(xe)] = ∫_∞ 0 f(xy)e^{−y}dy, f ∈ C_0(R_+), Ef(x) = V_ψI_ϕf(x) = I_ϕV_ψf(x), x > 0, (7.18)

where we have set V_ψf(x) = E [f(xV_ψ)] with V_ψ defined in Proposition 2.6(1). Let g ∈ L^2(ε) then (7.18) holds with f = g^2 at x = 1.

Remark 7.7. We mention that, in the special case ϕ(0) = 0, identity (7.18) can be reformulated as the factorization of the exponential law identified by Bertoin and Yor [15]. We also point out that in Lemma 10.3 below, under some additional conditions, we shall provide another factorization of this type which is useful for proving the completeness property of the sequence of co-eigenfunctions (V_n)_{n≥0} in L^2(ν).

Proof. Since ψ ∈ N , ϕ ∈ B_N , and we know from (6.4) of Theorem 6.1(1) and Proposition 6.7(3) that both operators I_ϕ and V_ψ are moment determinate and more precisely we have, for any n ≥ 0, x ≥ 0, p_n(x) = x^n, using (6.11) and (2.20), that

(7.19) I_ϕp_n(x) = n! W_ϕ(n + 1) p_n(x) and V_ψp_n(x) = W_ϕ(n + 1) p_n(x).

Hence, I_ϕV_ψp_n(x) = V_ψI_ϕp_n(x) = n! p_n(x) = Ep_n(x) 110

and identity (7.18) follows from the fact that the law of the exponential random variable e associated to E is also moment determinate. If g ∈ L^2(ε) then ||g||^2_ε = Eg^2(1) = V_ψI_ϕg^2(1) = I_ϕV_ψg^2(1) follows from elementary application of Fubini’s theorem. □

We proceed with the following corollary which is a consequence of the Bernstein-Weierstrass representation of the Mellin transform developed in Chapter 6.

Corollary 7.8. For any ϕ ∈ B, we have M_{Vϕ} (z) ≠ 0, for any z ∈ C_{(dϕ ,∞)}, and, if in addition ϕ(0) = m > 0, d_ϕ = 0, then M_{Vϕ} (z) ≠ 0, for any z ∈ C_{[0,∞)} . Similarly, M_{Iϕ} (z) ≠ 0 on the strip C_{(0,∞)} . And, if in addition ϕ(0) = m = 0, ϕ does not vanish on C_0 \ {0} and ϕ^′(0^+) < ∞ then M_{Iϕ} (z) ≠ 0 on the strip C_{[0,∞)} .

Proof. The proof follows from the proof of Theorem 6.1 (resp. Proposition 6.8) of the absolute convergence of the complex logarithm of M_{Vϕ} (z) (resp. M_{Iϕ} (z)), see from (6.18) onwards. □

Recall that L^∞(A) stands for the set of measurable a.e. bounded functions on A ⊆ R. The next result proves the second condition, that is (7.17).

Lemma 7.9. For any ψ ∈ N , V_ψ ∈ B(C_0(R_+)) and is one-to-one in L^∞ (R_+ ).

Proof. From the definition of a Markov operator, for any f ∈ L^∞(R_+ ) and y ∈ R, (7.20) V_ψf(e^y) = E [f(V_ψe^y)] = E [f_e (y + ln V_ψ)] = f_e ⋆ ν̃_e(y), where we have set ν̃_e(y) = e^{−y}ν(e^{−y}), f_e(y) = f(e^y) ∈ L^∞(R) and ⋆ stands for the standard additive convolution. Assume that there exists g ∈ L^∞(R_+ ) such that V_ψg(e^y) = g_e ⋆ ν̃_e(y) = 0, for all y ∈ R.

Then, according to the Wiener’s Theorem, see e.g. [17, Theorem 4.8.4(ii)], we have, for some b ∈ R, that (7.21) M_{Vψ} (1 + ib) = ∫_∞ 0 x^{ib}ν(x)dx = ∫ R e^{−iby}ν̃_e(y)dy = 0, which contradicts Corollary 7.8, where it is stated that M_{Vϕ} is zero-free at least on z ∈ C_{(0,∞)} and we know from (6.4) that for ϕ ∈ B_N , V_ϕ^{(d)}= V_ψ and thus M_{Vϕ} = M_{Vψ} . □

Now it remains to show that the intertwining relation (7.14) extends from C_0(R_+) to L^2(ε). To this end, we first prove the following.

7.1.2. Proof of Theorem 7.1 (1). First, observe that I_ϕ is plainly linear. Next, let f ∈ L^2(ε) and using Hölder’s inequality and the very last claim of Lemma 7.6, we get that (7.22) ||I_ϕf||^2_ν ≤ ∫_∞ 0 I_ϕf^2(x)ν(x)dx = V_ψI_ϕf^2(1) = Ef^2(1) = ||f||^2_ε < ∞,

which shows that I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)). The fact that I_ϕ ∈ B(C_0(R_+)) follows immediately by the dominated convergence which completes the proof of Theorem 7.1(1). 111

7.2. End of the proof of the intertwining relation (7.3). We recall that C_c(R_+ ), the space of continuous functions with compact support in R_+ , is dense in L^2(ε) and since I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)), and, from Theorem 1.6(3), for all t ≥ 0, Q_t ∈ B(L^2(ε)) and P_t ∈ B(L^2(ν)), we conclude the extension of (7.14) from C_0(R_+) to L^2(ε) by a density argument.

7.3. Proofs of Theorem 7.1(2) and (3). Let ψ ∈ N and thus ϕ ∈ B_N . Next, we recall that, for any n ≥ 0, p_n(x) = x^n, and from (7.19) we have immediately that p_n ∈ L^2(ν), n ≥ 0. Also from ψ(u) = uϕ(u) and (7.19) the monomials are eigenfunctions for I_ϕ in L^2(ν) and

I_ϕp_n(x) = n! W_ϕ(n + 1) = (n!)^2 ∏_n k=1 ψ(k) p_n(x) = λ_np_n(x),

for all n ≥ 0. Moreover, as the probability measure ν(x)dx of the positive random variable V_ψ is moment determinate, see Theorem 6.1(1), the polynomials are dense in L^2(ν), see [1, Chap. 2, Cor. 2.3.3, p. 45], which proves Ran(I_ϕ) = L^2(ν) in L^2(ν). To prove the last claim of item (2), we check with the notation above and ψ(u) = uϕ(u) that, for all n ≥ 0,

||I_ϕp_n||^2_ν = λ^2_n||p_n||^2_ν = λ^2_nW_ϕ(2n + 1) = Γ(2n + 1) ∏_{2n} k=n+1 (_{ψ(k)} k^2 ) ∏_n k=1 (_{ψ(k)} k^2 ) .

Since ||p_n||^2_ε = Γ(2n + 1), we get that I_ϕ is not bounded from below if and only if

(7.23) lim_{n→∞} ||I_ϕp_n||^2_ν ||p_n||^2_ε = lim_{n→∞} ∏_{2n} k=n+1 (_{ψ(k)} k^2 ) ∏_n k=1 (_{ψ(k)} k^2 ) = lim_{n→∞} ∏_n k=1 (_{ψ(k+n)} (k+n)^2 ) ∏_n k=1 (_{ψ(k)} k^2 ) = 0.

Next, note from (1.3) that an integration by parts yields that ψ(k) k^2

= σ^2 + m k + ∞∫ 0 e^{−ky}Π(y)dy,

where we recall that Π(y) = ∫_∞ y Π(r)dr, see (1.5). If σ^2 > 0, and, assume without a loss of generality that σ^2 = 1, then from (7.23) it suffices to show that

lim_{n→∞} n∑ k=1 ln 1 − mn k(n+k) + φk(n) 1 +^m_k + ∞∫ 0 e^{−ky}Π(y)dy ≍ − lim_{n→∞} n∑ k=1 ( mn k(n + k) + φ_k(n) ) = −∞,

where we have set φ_k(n) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−ky}(1 − e^{−ny})Π(y)dy. If m > 0 the claim is clear. If m = 0, unless Π(dy) ≡ 0dy, y > 0, which holds if and only if Π(0^+) = ∫_∞ 0 yΠ(dy) = 0, we have since Π is non-increasing on R_+ and Π(0^+) > 0 − lim_{n→∞} n∑ k=1 ∫_∞ 0 e^{−ky}(1 − e^{−ny})Π(y)dy = − ∫_∞ 0 e^{−y} 1 − e^{−y} Π(y)dy = −∞. 112

If σ^2 = 0 the claim is obvious by noting that from the first equality in (4.2) of the Proposition 4.1 we get that k^{−2}ψ(k) = k^{−1}ϕ(k) is non-increasing to zero, as k → ∞, and therefore the last product in (7.23) is bounded from above by^{ψ(n+1)}_{(n+1)2ψ2(1)} =^{ϕ(n+1)}_{(n+1)ψ2 (1)}^∞= o (1). Thus I_ϕ is not bounded from below whenever Π is not the zero measure on R_+ or m > 0. Otherwise, ϕ(u) = σ^2u and by moment identification from (7.19) we have that ν(x) = σ^{−2}e^{−σ−2 x}, x > 0, and I_ϕ^{(d)}= σ^{−2}. That is for all f ∈ L^2(ν), we have that ||I_ϕf||^2_ν = ∫_∞ 0 f^2(σ^{−2}x)σ^{−2}e^{−σ−2 x}dx = ||f||^2_ε and the claim follows. This completes the proof of Theorem 7.1 since item (3) is easily deduced from the first identity in (7.19).

7.4. Proof of the uniqueness of the invariant measure. The intertwining relation allows also to prove the uniqueness of the invariant measure, that is ν(x)dx is the unique invariant measure of the Feller semigroup (P_t)_{t≥0}. Indeed, assume that there exists a measure ν̃(dx) ≠ ν(x)dx such that for all f ∈ C_0(R_+), ν̃P_tf = ν̃f = ∫_∞ 0 f(x)ν̃(dx). From Theorem 7.1(1) we have that I_ϕ ∈ B(C_0(R_+)). Since C_0(R_+) ⊆ L^2(ε) then the intertwining relation (7.3) holds in

C_0(R_+) and we obtain that

ν̃I_ϕQ_tf = ν̃P_tI_ϕf = ν̃I_ϕf. Therefore, ν̄(x)dx = ∫_∞ 0 ι(x/y)^{ν̃(dy)}_y dx, where ι is the density of I_ϕ, see Proposition6.7(1), is an invariant measure for the classical Laguerre semigroup Q, and, thus by uniqueness of its invariant measure ν̄(x) = ε(x) = e^{−x}, x > 0. Hence, the factorization (7.18) holds with V_ψ replaced by Ṽ that is the Markov operator associated to the variable Ṽ with law ν̃. By taking Mellin transform on both sides of this new factorization and noting from Corollary 7.8 that M_{Iϕ} (z) =^{Γ(z)}_{Wϕ(z)} is zero-free on C_{(0,∞)} we get that M_{Vψ} (z) = M_{ν̃} (z), i.e. ν̃(dx) = ν(x)dx.

7.5. Proof of Theorem 7.3. Let ψ ∈ N . Using the form of the Laguerre polynomials, see (3.4), the first identity of (7.19) and the linearity of I_ϕ, we first note, for any n ≥ 0, that

(7.24) I_ϕL_n(x) = n∑ k=0 (−1)^k ( n k ) E [ I^k_ϕ ] xk k! = n∑ k=0 (−1)^k (_n k ) W_ϕ(k + 1) x^k = P_n(x).

As, for all n ≥ 0, L_n ∈ L^2(ε) and I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)), we get that P_n ∈ L^2(ν), and, P_tI_ϕL_n(x) = I_ϕQ_tL_n(x) = e^{−nt}I_ϕL_n(x), where we have used successively the intertwining relation (7.14), the eigenfunction property of the Laguerre polynomials, see (3.6), and, again the linearity property of I_ϕ. This proves the first claim of Theorem 7.3 (1). The second one, i.e. the bound (7.10), is obtained by observing that, for any n ∈ N, ||P_n||_ν = ||I_ϕL_n||_ν ≤ ||L_n||_ε = 1, where we used that I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)) is a contraction, see (7.22), and the Laguerre polynomials form an orthonormal basis of L^2(ε). Next, using the fact that V_ψ is moment determinate, see Theorem 6.1(1), the polynomials are dense in L^2(ν), see [1, Chap. 2, Cor. 2.3.3, p. 45], 113

which gives that Span(P_n) = L^2(ν) in L^2(ν). Moreover, for any f ∈ L^2(ν), the Bessel property of the sequence (P_n)_{n≥0} is obtained from the following relations ∞∑ n=0 |⟨f, P_n⟩_ν |^2 = ∞∑ n=0 |⟨f, I_ϕL_n⟩_ν |^2 = ∞∑ n=0 |⟨I^∗_ϕf, L_n⟩_ε|^2 = ||I^∗_ϕf||^2_ε ≤ ||f||^2_ν , (7.25)

where we have used the Parseval identity for the Laguerre polynomials (L_n)_{n≥0} in L^2(ε) and that I^∗_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ν), L^2(ε)) is a contraction as the adjoint of the contraction I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)), see Theorem7.1(1). Next, assume that (P_n)_{n≥0} is a Riesz basis, then being already a complete Bessel sequence it means that for every sequence (s_n)_{n≥0} in ℓ^2(N) there exists a unique f ∈ L^2(ν) such that, for any n ≥ 0, s_n = ⟨P_n, f⟩_ν . Since (L_n)_{n≥0} is an orthonormal basis in L^2(ε), we have that (s_n)_{n≥0} ∈ ℓ^2(N) if and only if there exists a unique g ∈ L^2(ε) such that for each n ∈ N, s_n = ⟨L_n, g⟩_ε. Therefore, s_n = ⟨P_n, f⟩_ν = ⟨I_ϕL_n, f⟩_ν = ⟨L_n, I^∗_ϕf⟩_ε implies that the equation I^∗_ϕf = g must have a unique solution for any g ∈ L^2(ε). In turn this means from the open mapping theorem that, with the obvious notation, I_ϕ = I^{∗∗}_ϕ is bounded from below which from Theorem7.1(2) provides a contradiction and completes the proof of item (2). Next, from the three term recurrence relation satisfied by the Laguerre polynomials, see (3.5), combined with the identity (7.24), we get easily, by linearity, that, for any n ≥ 2,

P_n(x) = I_ϕL_n(x) = I_ϕ (( 2 + −1 − x n ) L_{n−1}(x) − ( 1 − 1 n ) L_{n−2}(x) )

= ( 2 − 1 n ) P_{n−1}(x) − x n n−1∑ k=0 (−1)^k ( n − 1 k ) E [ I^{k+1}_ϕ ] xk k! − ( 1 − 1 n ) P_{n−2}(x). The recurrence relationship (7.11) follows after observing that E [ I^{k+1}_ϕ ] =^1_{ϕ(1)} E [ I^k_{T1ϕ} ] , where the transformation T_1ϕ(u) =^u_{u+1} ϕ(u + 1) ∈ B was introduced in Proposition 4.1(9). Finally, from a classical result in the theory of orthogonal polynomials, see e.g. [95, Theorem 3.2.1], the sequence of polynomials (P_n)_{n≥0} is orthogonal in some weighted L^2 space if and only if there exist real constants A_n, B_n, C_n, n ≥ 2, such that, (7.26) P_n(x) = (A_nx + B_n)P_{n−1}(x) + C_nP_{n−2}(x).

First, equating the coefficients of the monomials x^n, 1 of (7.26) we get, since W_ϕ(n + 1) = ∏_n k=1 ϕ(k), that A_n = −^1_{ϕ(n)} , B_n + C_n = 1. Then, equating the monomials x, x^{n−1} in (7.26) and from the expressions for A_n, C_n we get that B_n = 2 −^{ϕ(1)}_{ϕ(n)} = n −^{ϕ(n−1)}_{ϕ(n)} (n − 1). This allows us to check that relation (7.26) holds if and only if the following equation is satisfied (n − 2)ϕ(n) − (n − 1)ϕ(n − 1) + ϕ(1) = 0.

It is easy to verify that ϕ(n) = σ^2n+m, with σ^2, m ≥ 0, is a solution to this equation. To show that there do not exist other solutions, we set g(u) =^{ϕ(3)−ϕ(1)}_{ϕ(u+2)−ϕ(1)} , u ≥ 0, and, observe that g is a solution to the functional equation g(n + 1) =^{n+1}_{n+2} g(n), n ≥ 1, with g(1) = 1. Hence, g(n) =^{ϕ(3)−ϕ(1)}

ϕ(n+2)−ϕ(1) = 2 n+1 , which completes the proof of (4). Next, from [31, Proposition 114

2.1(ii)], easy algebra yields the identity (7.12), i.e. e^tI_{Wϕ} (xt) = ∑_∞ n=0 P_n(−x)^{tn}_{n!} , for any x, t ∈ R. Furthermore, we observe, for any p = 1, . . . , n − 1, and x ∈ R, and, modifying slightly here the notation to emphasize the dependency on ϕ, that

(P^ϕ_n (−x))^{(p)} = n∑ k=p Γ(k + 1) Γ(k − p + 1) (_n k ) W_ϕ(k + 1) x^{k−p}

= Γ(n + 1) Γ(n − p + 1)W_ϕ(p + 1) n−p∑ k=0 (_{n−p} k ) W_{ϕp} (k + 1) x^k = Γ(n + 1) Γ(n − p + 1)W_ϕ(p + 1) P^{ϕp}_{n−p}(−x), (7.27)

where we recall that since ϕ_p(u) = ϕ(u+p), we have, from (6.14), W_{ϕp} (k+1) = ϕ(k+p)W_{ϕp} (k) =

W_ϕ(k+p+1) W_ϕ(p+1) . The expression oϕ = ( 1 + lim_{n→∞}^{log ϕ(n)}_{log n} )_{−1} =^1_{1+ϕ} ∈

[_1 2 , 1 ] of the order of the entire

function I_{Wϕ} as well as the lower bound for its type t_ϕ ≥ (1 + ϕ)e^− ϕ 1+ϕ 1 lim n→∞ ϕ(n)n^{−ϕ} , have been

found in [5, Proposition 5.2]. We simply reproduce here the proof of the expression of the type when o_ϕ = 1 or equivalently when ϕ = 0. We recall that I_{Wϕ} (x) = ∑_∞ n=0 1 W_ϕ(n+1) x^n n! . From the classical formula of the type of an entire function, see e.g. [65, Chap. 1, Theorem 3], with o_ϕ = 1, using the asymptotic equivalent of W_ϕ(n + 1)^∞∼ C_ϕ √ ϕ(n)e^{G(n)}, G(n) = ∫_n 1 ln ϕ(u)du, in (5.2) and the classical Stirling estimate Γ(n + 1)^∞∼^{1√}_{2π} n^{n− 1}2 e^{−n}, we get that

t_ϕ = 1 e lim_{n→∞} ( n^n Γ(n + 1)W_ϕ(n + 1) ) 1_n = lim_{n→∞} exp ( − ( ln ϕ(n) 2n + G(n) n )) = 1 r , where we have used the fact that ln ϕ(n) = O (ln n) , which follows from Proposition 4.1(3), and, by l’Hôpital’s rule, lim_{n→∞}^{G(n)}_n = lim_{n→∞} ln ϕ(n) = ln ϕ(∞) = ln r. Next, observe that, for any p ≥ 0, with ϕ_p(u) = ϕ(u + p) as above,

o_{ϕp} = ( 1 + lim_{n→∞} log ϕ(n + p) log n )_{−1} = ( 1 + lim_{n→∞} log ϕ(n) log ϕ(n + p) log ϕ(n) log n )_{−1} = o_ϕ,

where the last identity holds when ϕ(∞) = ∞ using ϕ(n) ≤ ϕ(n + p) ≤ (_p n + 1 ) ϕ(n), which follows from (4.4) and Proposition 4.1(2), and is obvious when ϕ (∞) < ∞. Also using [65, Chap. 1, Theorem 3] it can be shown that t_ϕ = t_{ϕp} Next, from (7.12), we get, after performing a change of variables, that, for all n, x > 0, P_n(−x) = n! 2πi ∮ n e^zI_{Wϕ} (zx) dz z^{n+1} = n! 2πi x^n ∮ nx e^{zx} I_{Wϕ} (z) dz z^{n+1} , where the last contour is a circle centered at 0 with radius nx > 0. Then, the definition of the order, see [65, Chapter 1], yields that for any x > 0 and for large n, max |z|=nx |I_{Wϕ} (z)| ≤ E_ϕ(nx), 115

where we recall that, for any ϵ > 0, E_ϕ(x) = e^{tϕxoϕ} I_{{0<tϕ<∞}} + e^{ϵxoϕ} I_{{tϕ=0}} + e^{xoϕ+ϵ} I_{{tϕ=∞}}. Hence, we get, that for large n and for all x > 0, |P_n(−x)| ≤ E_ϕ(nx) n! 2π e^{−n ln n} ∫_{2π} 0 e^{n cos θ}dθ = E_ϕ(nx) n!e^{−n ln n} 2 (I_Γ(n) + I_Γ(−n)) = O ( E_ϕ(nx)e^{12 ln n} ) , where we have used the integral representation of the modified Bessel function I_Γ(n) = 1 π ∫_π 0 e^{n cos θ}dθ, see e.g. [64, (5.7.4) and (5.10.8)], and, for the last inequality the bound n! ≤ e^{1−n}n^{n+ 1}2 . Finally, from (7.27),^{Γ(n+1)}_{Γ(n−p+1)}^∞∼ n^p, t_ϕ = t_{ϕp} and o_{ϕp} = o_ϕ we complete (7.13) since then E_ϕ(x) = E_{ϕp} (x). The proof of Theorem 7.3 is thus concluded.

8. Co-eigenfunctions: existence and characterization

In this Chapter, we initiate our lengthy study, that will also cover the two following Chapters, on the eigenfunctions of the adjoint semigroup P^∗, which we recall is discussed in Theorem 1.6. We also name them the co-eigenfunctions of P . More specifically, we say that, for some t > 0 and n ≥ 0, V_n is a co-eigenfunction for P_t, or equivalently, an eigenfunction for its adjoint P^∗_t in L^2(ν), associated to the eigenvalue e^{−nt} if V_n ∈ L^2(ν) and P^∗_t V_n = e^{−nt}V_n, which can be rephrased as, for any f ∈ L^2(ν), (8.1) ⟨f, P^∗_t V_n⟩_ν = ⟨P_tf, V_n⟩_ν = e^{−nt}⟨f, V_n⟩_ν . The investigation of co-eigenfunctions turns out to be more delicate than the one of eigenfunctions. Indeed, from the adjoint intertwining relation, see (8.3), they are defined, whenever they exist, as the image of the Laguerre polynomials by an unbounded from above operator, see (8.4). This forces us to develop several strategies to provide relevant information regarding the co-eigenfunctions such as existence, characterization, completeness and norm estimates. The next Theorem, which is the main result of this part, deals with the two first issues. Before stating it, we recall, from Chapter 1, that N_∞ = { ψ ∈ N ; σ^2 > 0 or Π(0^+) = ∞ } , r = ∞I_{{σ}2_{>0}} + m + Π(0^+) and N_r =

⌈_{Π(0+)} r ⌉ − 1 with N_r = ∞ whenever Π(0^+) = ∞.

Theorem 8.1. We have that V_n defined for any x > 0 by

V_n(x) = R^{(n)}ν(x) ν(x) = (x^nν(x))^{(n)} n!ν(x) = w_n(x) ν(x) (8.2)

is a co-eigenfunction associated to the eigenvalue e^{−nt} in each of the following cases.

(1) ψ ∈ N_∞ and n ≥ 0, and, in this case, V_n ∈ C^∞ ((0, r)) ,

(2) ψ ∈ N^c_∞ and 0 ≤ n <^{Π(0+)}_{2r} .

If ψ ∈ N^c_∞, we have, for n ≤ N_r, V_n ∈ C^{Nr−n} ((0, r)). Finally, if N_r ≥ 1 then for any n >^{Π(0+)}_{2r} ,

V_n /∈ L^2(ν).

Remark 8.2. Note that the final claim elucidates that V_n /∈ L^2(ν) for all n >^{Π(0+)}_{2r} with N_r ≥ 1. This phenomenon tells us that then the corresponding eigenvalues e^{−nt} of the adjoint semigroup P are part of the residual spectrum. It seems rare in the literature to quantify such a cut-off between the point and the residual spectrum for such a general class of operators.

Remark 8.3. Note that the condition in item (2), for any n <^{Π(0+)}_{2r} , is sharp in the sense that for the existence of co-eigenfunctions of a specific gL semigroups, see Example 3.4, this is a necessary and sufficient condition.

The rest of this Chapter is devoted to the proof of this Theorem. We start with the following claims on the adjoint intertwining relation.

Proposition 8.4. Let ψ ∈ N and recall that ϕ(u) =^{ψ(u)}_u ∈ B_N . 117

(1) For any t ≥ 0 and g ∈ L^2(ν), we have the following intertwining relation

(8.3) Q_tI^∗_ϕg = I^∗_ϕP^∗_t g,

where I^∗_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)) is the adjoint of I_ϕ.

(2) Ker(I^∗_ϕ) = {0}. However, Ran(I^∗_ϕ) = L^2(ε) if and only if ψ(u) = Cu^2.

(3) For any n ∈ N, the equation

(8.4) I^∗_ϕg = L_n

has at most one solution in L^2(ν). Moreover, if, for some n ∈ N, V_n ∈ L^2(ν) is a solution to the equation (8.4) then V_n is a co-eigenfunction for P_t associated to the eigenvalue e^{−nt}.

Proof. First note that the claim I^∗_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)) follows readily from Theorem 7.1(1). Then, from the intertwining relation stated in Theorem 7.1(7.3), and the self-adjoint property of Q_t, we get, for any t ≥ 0, f ∈ L^2(ε) and g ∈ L^2(ν), that ⟨f, I^∗_ϕP^∗_t g⟩_ε = ⟨P_tI_ϕf, g⟩_ν = ⟨I_ϕQ_tf, g⟩_ε = ⟨f, Q_tI^∗_ϕg⟩_ε, (8.5)

which proves identity (8.3). Next, the claim Ker(I^∗_ϕ) = {0} of the second item is obtained from the fact that Span(P_n) = Ran(I_ϕ) = L^2(ν), see Theorem 7.3(2). The fact that Ran(I^∗_ϕ) = L^2(ε) if and only if ψ(u) = Cu^2 follows readily from Proposition 7.1(2). Since Ker(I^∗_ϕ) = {0}, the equation (8.4) has at most one solution in L^2(ν). Hence, if V_n is a solution of (8.4) then V_n = (I^∗_ϕ)^{−1}L_n, where (I^∗_ϕ)^{−1} is the unbounded inverse of I^∗_ϕ. Therefore, since from the intertwining (8.3), we observe that Q_tI^∗_ϕV_n ∈ Ran(I^∗_ϕ), we get that

P^∗_t V_n = (I^∗_ϕ)^{−1}Q_tI^∗_ϕV_n = (I^∗_ϕ)^{−1}Q_tL_n = e^{−nt}(I^∗_ϕ)^{−1}L_n = e^{−nt}V_n,

(8.6)

which concludes the proof. □

The description of the range of I^∗_ϕ and of its unbounded inverse seem to be very difficult problems. Thus, to identify and to provide conditions for the existence of co-eigenfunctions, we implement the following two-steps program. First, by considering the formal adjoint of I_ϕ in L^2(R_+ ), we transfer equation (8.4) defined in L^2(ν) into a Mellin convolution equation that can be studied in L^2(R_+ ) or even in the sense of Mellin distribution, see (8.11) below for a precise statement. Then, by means of Mellin transform techniques we study (8.11) to obtain, in distributional sense, necessary and sufficient conditions for existence, uniqueness and description of its solution. In particular, we get a characterization in terms of the Rodrigues operator acting on the density of the invariant measures ν. Then, applying the variety of results on ν (smoothness, positivity, small and large asymptotic equivalents or bounds) developed in Chapter 5, we obtain (almost) necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a unique solution to the original equation (8.4) considered in the Hilbert space L^2(ν). 118

8.1. Mellin convolution equations: distributional and classical solutions. Let us start by introducing the necessary notation to formulate the distributional setting of Mellin transforms and we refer to [70, Chap. 11] for a concise description. We denote by E_{p,q} (resp. E^′_{p,q}), with p < q reals, the linear space of infinitely differentiable functions f defined on R_+ such that there exist two strictly positive numbers a and a^′ for which, for all k ∈ N,

f^{(k)}(x)^0= o ( x^{p+a−k−1} ) and f^{(k)}(x)^∞= o ( x^{q−a′−k−1} ) , (resp. the linear space of continuous linear functionals on E_{p,q} endowed with a structure of a countably multinormed space as described in [70, p. 231]). We simply write

(8.7) E = ∪_{q>0}E_{0,q}

with E^′ standing for the corresponding linear space of continuous linear functionals on E. We also recall, from Proposition 6.7(1), that P (I_ϕ ∈ dy) = ι(y)dy, y > 0, and, I_ϕf(x) = ∫_∞ 0 f(xy)ι(y)dy for a smooth function f.

Lemma 8.5. Let ψ(u) = uϕ(u) ∈ N .

(1) I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(p_α)) where we recall that p_α(x) = x^{−α}, x > 0, with α ∈ (0, 1). If m = 0 and ϕ^′(0^+) < ∞ then one may choose α = 0. Moreover, denoting by ^I^α_ϕ the adjoint of I_ϕ in L^2(p_α), we have for any f ∈ L^2(p_α) that, for almost every (a.e.) x > 0,

(8.8) ^I^α_ϕ f(x) = ∫_∞ 0 f(xy)^ι(y)p_α(y)dy, where we recall that ^ι(y) = ι(1/y)1/y with ι the density of I_ϕ. The adjoint when α = 0 can be formally defined through the right-hand side of (8.8), in the case m > 0, for any f ∈ L^2(R_+ ) such that ∫_∞ 0 |f(xy)|^ι(y)dy < ∞ for a.e. x > 0. (2) We have that I^∗_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ν), L^2(ε)). It is the linear operator characterized, for any f ∈ L^2(ν) and a.e. x > 0, by

(8.9) I^∗_ϕf(x) = 1 ε(x) ∫_∞ 0 f(xy)ν(xy)^ι(y)dy = 1 ε(x) ^I_ϕfν(x) where ^I_ϕf(x) = ^I^0_ϕf(x) = ∫_∞ 0 f(xy)^ι(y)dy. (3) Moreover, we have ι ∈ E^′_{0,q} for every q > 0 and ^ι ∈ E^′_{p,1}, for all p < 1. Consequently, for any w ∈ E^′_{0,q}, with q > 0, we have that

(8.10) ⟨I √ ϕ w, f⟩_E′_{0,q , E0,q} = ⟨w, I_ϕf⟩_E′_{0,q , E0,q} , ∀f ∈ E_{0,q}, where we have set I √ ϕ w = w √ ι and w √ ι is the Mellin convolution operator in the space of distributions, see [70, Chapter 11.11] for definition and notation.

Remark 8.6. It is worth pointing out that the left-hand side of (8.9) implies ∫_∞ 0 |f(xy)|ν (xy) ^ι(y)dy < ∞ simply by the virtue of the fact that I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)) whereas ^I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(R_+ ), L^2(R_+ )) may not hold, see item (1).

Remark 8.7. Note that for w ∈ L^1(^ι), we have the identities I √ ϕ w(x) = w √ ι(x) = ∫_∞ 0 w ( x y ) ι(y) dy y = ∫_∞ 0 w(xy)^ι(y)dy = ^I_ϕw(x), which justifies the notation above.

Proof. Plainly, I_ϕ is a linear operator. Next, since for any α ∈ (0, 1), M_{Iϕ} (α) = E [ I^{α−1}_ϕ ] < ∞, see Proposition 6.8, we have, from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and a change of variables, that, for any f ∈ L^2(p_α), ||I_ϕf||^2_{pα} ≤ E [∫_∞ 0 f^2(xI_ϕ)p_α(x)dx ] = M_{Iϕ} (α) ∫_∞ 0 f^2(x)p_α(x)dx = M_{Iϕ} (α) ||f||^2_{pα} ,

which proves I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(p_α)). The latter is valid for α = 0 whenever M_{Iϕ} (0) < ∞ which, according to Proposition 6.8, is true if m = 0 and ϕ^′(0^+) < ∞. For any f, g ∈ L^2(p_α), we have, after performing a change of variables and using Fubini’s Theorem, that ⟨I_ϕf, g⟩_{pα} = ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 f(xy)ι(y)dyg(x)p_α(x)dx = ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 g(ry) ι̂(y)dy y^{α−1} f(r)p_α(r)dr = ⟨f, ^I^α_ϕ g⟩_{pα} , which yields (8.8) and item (1) as the last claim is obvious. Since I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)), see Proposition 7.1(1) then I^∗_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ν), L^2(ε)). For any f ∈ L^2(ε), f ≥ 0 and g ∈ L^2(ν), g ≥ 0, ⟨I_ϕf, g⟩_ν = ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 f(xy)ι(y)dyg(x)ν(x)dx = ∫_∞ 0 f(r)ε^{−1}(r) ∫_∞ 0 ι(r/x)g(x)ν(x)/xdxε(r)dr = ∫_∞ 0 f(r)ε^{−1}(r) ∫_∞ 0 g(rv)ν(rv)^ι(v)dvε(r)dr = ⟨f, ε^{−1} ^I_ϕgν⟩_ε. Thus, we conclude (8.9). Let us consider item (3). Since the mapping z → M_ι(z) = M_{Iϕ} (z) = M_{ι̂} (1 − z) ∈ A_{(0,∞)} and |M_{Iϕ} (z)| ≤ M_{Iϕ} (ℜ(z)) < ∞, for z ∈ C_{(0,∞)}, see Proposition 6.8, we deduce from [70, Theorem 11.10.1] that ι ∈ E^′_{0,q}, for every q > 0 and ^ι ∈ E^′_{p,1} for every p < 1. The proof of (8.10) is immediate from [70, 11.11.1] checking that, for any f ∈ E_{0,q}, q > 0, I_ϕf(x) = ∫_∞ 0 f(xy)ι(y)dy = ⟨ι, f(x.)⟩_E′_{0,q , E0,q} , and thus ⟨I √ ϕ w, f⟩_E′_{0,q , E0,q} = ⟨w √ ι, f⟩_E′_{0,q , E0,q} = ⟨w, I_ϕf⟩_E′_{0,q , E0,q} , where the last relation is simply [70, Definition 11.11.1]. □

Recall that the Rodrigues operator is defined as R^{(n)}f(x) =^1_{n!} (x^nf(x))^{(n)}. Proposition 8.8. Let ψ ∈ N , and, for any n ∈ N, we write ε_n(x) = L_n(x)ε(x) = R^{(n)}ε(x). 120

(1) Then, for any n ∈ N the Mellin convolution equation

(8.11) I √ ϕ f̂(x) = ε_n(x) has a unique solution, in the sense of distributions, given by

w_n(x) = R^{(n)}ν(x) = 1 n! (x^nν(x))^{(n)} ∈ E^′.

Its Mellin transform is given, for any z ∈ C_{(0,∞)}, by

(8.12) M_{wn} (z) =

(−1)^n Γ (n + 1)

Γ(z) Γ(z − n) M_{Vψ} (z). (2) In fact, writing p_α(x) = x^{−α}, x > 0, with −∞ < α < 1 − 2d_ϕ,

(a) if ψ ∈ N_∞ then, for any n ≥ 0, w_n ∈ L^2 ( p_α ) ∩ C^∞_0 (R_+ ), and,

(b) if ψ ∈ N^c_∞ we have the following cases.

(8.13) If n ∈ N_2 = { p ∈ N; Π(0^+) r − 1 2 > 0 and 0 ≤ p <

Π(0^+) r − 1 2 } then w_n ∈ L^2 ( p_α ) , whereas,

if n ∈ N_2 = { p ∈ N; Π(0^+) r − 1 2 < 0 and p = 0, or, p >

Π(0^+) r − 1 2 } then w_n /∈ L^2 ( p_α ) . Moreover, for any n ≤ N_r, w_n ∈ C^{Nr−n} ((0, r)) and if in addition N_r ≥ 1 then w_n ∈ C^{Nr−n−1} 0 (R_+ ).

(3) Finally, if N_r > 2 we have, for any n < N_r and x > 0, that

(8.14) ^I_ϕw_n(x) = ∫_∞ 0 w_n(xy)^ι(y)dy = ε_n(x). Remark 8.9. It is possible that n =^{Π(0+)}_r −^1_2 in item (2). Then whether w_n ∈ L^2(R_+ ) or not can be extracted from the behaviour of the slowly varying function l that appears in Theorem 5.2(5.4), and, from [91, (1.9)], which can in turn be expressed in terms of the excursion measure n defined in (5.26). Clearly, though, in any case, w_n /∈ L^2(R_+ ), if n ≥ N_r + 1.

Proof. Let ψ ∈ N . Recall from Lemma 8.5(3) that I √ ϕ w = w √ ι. Take w ∈ E^′_{0,q}, q > 0, and, with z ∈ C_{(0,q)}, note that p_z(x) = x^z ∈ E_{0,q}. Then, we have that M_I^√_{ϕ w}(z) = ⟨w √ ι, p_{z−1}⟩_E′_{0,q , E0,q} = ⟨w, I_ϕp_{z−1}⟩_E′_{0,q , E0,q} = M_{Iϕ} (z)M_w(z), where we have used that I_ϕp_{z−1}(x) = p_{z−1}(x)M_{Iϕ} (z), see (7.19). However, since, for any n ∈ N, L_n(x) =^{R(n)ε(x)}_{ε(x)} , see (3.3), that is ε_n(x) = R^{(n)}ε(x) we get, from [70, 11.7.7], that

M_{εn} (z) =

(−1)^n n! Γ(z) Γ(z − n) Γ(z). 121

Putting pieces together, we get that the Mellin transform of a solution to (8.11) takes the form

M_{f̂} (z) =

(−1)^n n! Γ(z) Γ(z − n) Γ(z) M_{Iϕ} (z) = (−1)^n Γ (n + 1)

Γ(z) Γ(z − n) M_{Vψ} (z), (8.15)

where for the last identity we have used from Proposition 6.8 that M_{Iϕ} (z) =^{Γ(z)}_{Wϕ(z)} , and, from (6.4) and (6.5), that M_{Vψ} (z) = W_ϕ(z). Next, since, from Theorem 6.1(3), we have that, for z ∈ C_{(0,∞)}, z → M_{Vψ} (z) is analytical with |M_{Vψ} (z)| ≤ M_{Vψ} (ℜ(z)) < ∞, we deduce, from [70, Theorem 11.10.1] that ν ∈ E^′_{0,q}, for any q > 0. Hence, by means of [70, 11.7.7], we have that with f̂ = w_n = R^{(n)}ν, f̂ ∈ E^′_{0,q} and f̂ is a solution to (8.11). The uniqueness of the solution and thus (8.12) follow from the uniqueness of Mellin transforms in the distributional sense. For item (2), from the expression of M_{wn} in (8.12), we first observe, from Theorem 6.1(3) again, that for all n ≥ 0, M_{wn} ∈ A_{(0,∞)}. Then, the classical estimates of the gamma function (9.7) combined with the asymptotic behaviour of M_{Vψ} in (5.3), yield for any α < 1 − 2d_ϕ and any u ≤ max(N_r − 1, 0) that, for large |b|, | | |M^wn ( 1 − α 2 + ib )| | | = O ( |b|^n | | |M^Vψ ( 1 − α 2 + ib )| | | ) = o ( |b|^{n−u} ) . Since N_r = ∞ when ψ ∈ N_∞, the proof, in this case, follows easily from this estimate by appealing, for the C^∞_0 (R_+ ) property to a standard Mellin inversion argument, explained in (1.36), and, for the L^2 ( p_α ) property, to the Parseval identity (1.39), since for all n ∈ N, recalling that p_a(x) = x^a, b → | |M_{p− α} 2 w_n (_1 2 + ib )| | = | |M_{wn} ( 1−α_2 + ib) | | ∈ L_2(R) and hence

x → x^{− α}2 w_n(x) ∈ L^2(R_+ ), that is w_n ∈ L^2 ( p_α ) . For ψ ∈ N^c_∞ it can be checked immediately from [81, Theorem 5.2] that b → | |b_nM_{Vψ} ( 1−α_2 + ib) | | ∈ L_2(R) if n < Π(0^+)_r −_{12} and fails to

be square integrable provided n >^{Π(0+)}_r −^1_2 . Therefore, the Parseval identity (1.39) gives the same condition to distinguish whether p_− α_2 w_n belongs to L^2(R_+ ) or not. Next recalling, from Theorem 5.2(2), that ν ∈ C^{Nr} ((0, r)), and, for N_r ≥ 1, ν ∈ C^{Nr−1}_0 (R_+ ), we get the stated equivalent properties for w_n and complete the proof of the item (2). We proceed with item (3) and thus assume that N_r > 2. To prove (8.14) we first note that ∫_∞ 0 |w_n(xy)| ^ι(y)dy = ∫_∞ 0 |w_n(xy)| 1 y ι ( 1 y ) dy. Then (5.46) yields that for any n < N_r −2 and any a > d_ϕ there exists a constant C = C_{n,a} > 0 such that for any x > 0 | |(x^nν(x))^{(n)} | | ≤ Cx^{−a}. Then, choosing a = 1, we get that ^I_ϕ|w_n|(x) ≤ ∫_∞ 0 |w_n(xy)| 1 y ι ( 1 y ) dy ≤ C_{n,1} x ∫_∞ 0 1 y^2 ι ( 1 y ) dy = C_{n,1} x M_{Iϕ} (1) < ∞, since M_{Iϕ} ∈ A_{(0,∞)} in any case, see Proposition 6.8. Hence, ^I_ϕw_n is well defined in the sense of (8.8) with α = 0 and it is a proper product convolution. Clearly, then, for any n < N_r − 2, M_{^Iϕwn} (z) = M_{wn} (z)M_{Iϕ} (z) = M_{εn} (z), where the latter follows precisely as in (8.15) above. □

8.2. Existence of co-eigenfunctions: Proof of Theorem 8.1. From Proposition8.8(2) and ν > 0 on (0, r), Theorem5.2(1), we conclude from the definition of V_n = w_n/ν, see (8.2), that V_n ∈ C^{Nr−n} ((0, r)). Assume for a moment that for some n ∈ N we have that V_n ∈ L^2(ν). Then from (8.9) I^∗_ϕV_n =^1_ε ^I_ϕw_n and ^I_ϕ|w_n| = ∫_∞ 0 |w_n(xy)|ι̂(y)dy < ∞. Hence, (8.14) holds and yields that I^∗_ϕV_n =^{εn}_ε = L_n. Finally, (8.4) implies that V_n is a co-eigenfunction of P_t associated to the eigenvalue e^{−nt}. Therefore, it remains to show that V_n ∈ L^2(ν). This is a difficult question which requires, in particular, several of the very precise estimates developed in Chapter 5. We now observe that, for some n ∈ N, V_n ∈ L^2(ν) if and only if the function

F_n(x) = (n!)^2V^2_n(x)ν(x) = ( (x^nν(x))^{(n)}

)_2 ν(x) = w^2_n(x) ν(x) ∈ L^1((0, r)).

(8.16)

Since ν > 0 on (0, r) with ν ∈ C^{Nr} (0, r), see Theorem 5.2(1), for n ≤ N_r, it suffices to check the integrability of F_n in neighbourhoods of 0 and r. In the case 1 ≤ N_r < ∞, for n > N_r, we shall show, in the cases, by other means that V_n /∈ L^2(ν).

We state the following result after recalling, from bound (5.5) stated in Theorem 5.4, that for any ψ ∈ N and any a < d_ϕ, A ∈ (0, r), there exists C_{a, A} > 0 such that for all x ∈ (0, A) (8.17) ν(x) ≥ C_{a,A} x^{−a}. Lemma 8.10. For ψ ∈ N_∞ and n ∈ N or ψ ∈ N^c_∞ and n ∈ N_2, see (8.13), we have that x → F_n(x)I_{{x<A}} is integrable on R_+ for any A ∈ (0, r). However, if ψ ∈ N^c_∞ and x → xw_n(x)I_{{x<A}} ∉ L^2(R_+ ) for some A ∈ (0, r) then F_n(x)I_{{x<A}} is not integrable on R_+ .

Proof. From (5.12) we have that ν(x) = x^{−2}^ν_1(x^{−1}) with ^ν_1 the density of a self-decomposable random variable which is known to be unimodal and hence ^ν_1 is ultimately non-increasing, see [91, Theorem 1.1]. Therefore, for any x < A < r we have that ν(x) ≤ C^{−1}x^{−2}, for some C = C(A) > 0. This bound and the one recalled in (8.17), yield that, for any n ∈ N, for any a < d_ϕ and x ∈ (0, A), (8.18) Cx^2w^2_n(x)I_{{x<A}} ≤ F_n(x)I_{{x<A}} = w^2_n(x) ν(x) I_{{x<A}} ≤ C_{a,A} x^a w^2_n(x). The upper bound with a ∈ (2d_ϕ − 1, d_ϕ) together with Proposition 8.8(2) gives the first claim for the integrability on R_+ of x → F_n(x)I_{{x<A}}, for any A ∈ (0, r). The lower bound proves the second claim for the non-integrability. □

Upon the classes considered, the study of the integrability property of F_n at r requires different analysis that we split into several parts.

8.3. The case ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}. We start by investigating the case when ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}, that is when N_r = r = ∞, and, from Theorem 5.5, we obtain the following. 123

Lemma 8.11. Let ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}. Then, for any n ∈ N, there exists C_ψ > 0 such that

(8.19) (x^nν(x))^{(n) ∞}∼ (−1)^n C_ψ √ 2π √ φ^′(x)φ^n(x)e^− ∫_x m φ(y)^{dy}_y , where φ(ϕ(x)) = x. Consequently, for any n ∈ N, and A > 0, F_n(x)I_{{x>A}} is integrable on R_+ .

Proof. Recall that (5.7) claims that, for any n ∈ N,

ν^{(n)}(x)^∞∼ (−1)^{−n} C_ψ √ 2π √ φ^′(x) φ^n(x) x^n e^− ∫_x m φ(y)^{dy}_y , (8.20)

from which we deduce that

(x^nν(x))^{(n) ∞}∼ C_ψ √ 2π e^− ∫_x m φ(y)^{dy}_y √φ′(x) n∑ k=0 ( n k ) Γ(n + 1) Γ(n − k + 1) (−1)^{n−k}φ^{n−k}(x). Since lim_{x→∞} φ(x) = ∞, hence φ^n(x) is the leading term and (8.19) holds. From the third equality in (8.16), using the asymptotic relation (8.20) for n = 0 and twice (8.19), we get that

F_n(x)^∞∼ ( (x^nν(x))^{(n)}

)_2 ν(x) ∞∼ C_ψ √ 2π √ φ^′(x)φ^{2n}(x)e^− ∫_x m φ(y)^{dy}_y ∞∼ (x2nν(x))(2n) . Finally, from the upper bound (5.46), we get, with k = 2n and a > 1 therein, that for any x > 0, there exists a constant C = C_{2n,a} > 0 such that | | ( x^{2n}ν(x) )_{(2n)}| | ≤ Cx^{−a}, which shows that F_n(x)I_{{x>A}} is integrable on R_+ and completes the proof of the Lemma. □

Lemma 8.10 and Lemma 8.11 complete the proof of Theorem 8.1(1) when ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}. We proceed with the remaining case of 8.1(1), that is ψ ∈ N_∞ \ N_{∞,∞}.

8.4. The case ψ ∈ N_∞ \ N_{∞,∞}. We now discuss the case r < ∞ and N_r = ∞. Expanding the third expression in (8.16), to obtain the integrability of F_n in a neighbourhood of r < ∞ it suffices to show, for any 0 ≤ i + j < ∞, that

(8.21) lim_{x↑r} ν^{(j)}(x)ν^{(i)}(x) ν(x) = 0.

To this end we introduce the linear space

C^∞_r (R_+ ) =

{ f ∈ C^∞ (R_+ ) ; ∀l ∈ N, r_f (l) < r and Suppf = [0, r] } , where

(8.22) r_f = sup {0 ≤ x < r; f(x) = 0} ∈ [0, r] ,

and prove the following.

Lemma 8.12. If ψ ∈ N_∞ \ N_{∞,∞} then ν ∈ C^∞_r (R_+ ).

Proof. Since from Theorem 5.2(2a), we have ν ∈ C^∞ (R^+ ), we simply need to check that, for all n ∈ N, r_ν(n) < r. From (5.84) and the middle identity of (5.85) on (0, r), we get, recalling that k̃_n = ∑_n j=1 jk_j and k̄_n = ∑_n j=1 k_j , that, for all n ∈ N, (8.23)

ν^{(n)}(x) = ( 1 x^2 ^ν_1 ( 1 x ))_{(n)} = (−1)^n n∑ m=0 ( n m ) (m + 1)! x^{2+m} ∑ k̃n=n−m k̄_n=k (n − m)! ^ν^{(k)}_1 ( x^{−1} ) x^{−n+m−k} ∏_{n−m} j=1 k_j! ,

with ^ν_1 the density of I_{T1ψ} and T_1ψ(u) = uϕ(u+1) ∈ N (ϕ(1)) has associated Lévy measure Π_1. From Proposition 5.8(2), Π_1(0^+) = Π(0^+) = ∞, and clearly r_1 = lim_{u→∞} ϕ(u + 1) = ϕ(∞) = r. Hence ⌈^{Π1(0+)}_{r1} ⌉ − 1 = ∞. From Lemma 5.18(1), for each n ∈ N, there exists a^1_n >^1_r such that, for all 0 ≤ l ≤ n, ^ν^{(l)}_1 > 0 on

(_1 r , a^1_n ) . Thus, from (8.23), r_ν(n) < r for all n ∈ N, which completes the proof. □

Lemma 8.13. If ψ ∈ N_∞ \ N_{∞,∞} then for any i, j ∈ N, we have

(8.24) lim_{x↑r} ν^{(j)}(x)ν^{(i)}(x) ν(x) = 0.

Proof. We work by induction in i+j for the whole class C^∞_r (R_+ ). When i+j = 0, for any f ∈

C^∞_r (R_+ ) (8.24) reduces to lim_{x↑r} f(x) = 0 which holds since by definition C^∞_r (R_+ ) ⊆ C^∞ (R_+ ).

Assume (8.24) is valid for some n = i + j and all f ∈ C^∞_r (R_+ ). Consider i + j = n + 1. Then, by the L’Hôspital’s rule

lim_{x↑r} f^{(i)}(x)f^{(j)}(x) f(x) = lim_{x↑r} ( g^{(i)}(x)g^{(j−1)}(x) g(x) + g^{(i−1)}(x)g^{(j)}(x) g(x) ) , (8.25)

where g = f^′. Since g ∈ C^∞_r (R_+ ) we see by the induction hypothesis that the limit to the right vanishes. This proves (8.24) as ν ∈ C^∞_r (R_+ ) according to Lemma 8.12. □

Lemmas 8.10, 8.12 and 8.13 conclude Theorem 8.1(1) in the remaining case, i.e. ψ ∈ N_∞\N_{∞,∞}. We proceed with Theorem 8.1(2) and the final claim of Theorem 8.1.

8.5. The case ψ ∈ N^c_∞. In this case we have that r < ∞ and N_r < ∞.

Lemma 8.14. Let ψ ∈ N^c_∞. Then, for any A ∈ (0, r), F_n(x)I_{{x>A}} is integrable (resp. not integrable) on R_+ if 0 ≤ n <^{Π(0+)}_{2r} (resp.^{Π(0+)}_{2r} < n ≤ N_r, N_r ≥ 1).

Remark 8.15. The case^{Π(0+)}_{2r} = n depends on the slowly varying function appearing in (8.26).

Proof. From Theorem 5.2(2c), we deduce, after expanding the right-hand side of (8.16) that, for any n = 1, . . . , N_r,

(8.26) F_n(x)^r∼ C_r ( ν^{(n)}(x)

)_2 ν(x) I_{{x<r}}^r∼ C(r − x)^{Π(0} +) r −2n−1l(r − x)I {x<r}, where C_r, C > 0 and l a slowly varying function at 0. This completes the proof. □ 125

Note that always V_0 ≡ 1 ∈ L^2(ν). Next, we assume first that N_r = ⌈^{Π(0+)}_r ⌉ − 1 ≥ 1 which implies that if n ∈ N and n <^{Π(0+)}_{2r} then n ∈ N_2, see (8.13). Then, Lemmas 8.10 and 8.14 give that V_n ∈ L^2(ν) for any 0 ≤ n <^{Π(0+)}_{2r} . Also, Lemma 8.14 shows that V_n /∈ L^2(ν) if

Π(0^+)

2r < n ≤ N_r, N_r ≥ 1. Assume from now on that n ≥ N_r + 1 >^{Π(0+)}_r −^1_2 and N_r ≥ 0. Then necessarily, from Proposition 8.8(2) we have n ∈ N_2 and hence w_n /∈ L^2(R_+ ). The latter may be due to either w^2_n is not measurable and in this case the proof is completed since from (8.2), V^2_n =^{w2n}_ν , or the measurable function w^2_n is not integrable i) on an open set E ⊆ (0, r) with 0, r /∈ E or/and ii) at r or/and iii) at 0. If i) holds then, since ν > 0 and continuous on (0, r), see Theorem 5.2(1), then plainly w_n /∈ L^2(R_+ ) implies that V_n /∈ L^2(ν). If ii) holds, then since from Theorem 5.2(2c)

ν(x)^r∼ C(r − x)^{Π(0} +) r −1l(r − x)I {x<r}, where C > 0 is throughout generic and l a slowly varying function at 0. Then, assuming first that N_r = ⌈^{Π(0+)}_r ⌉ − 1 ≥ 1 leads to^{Π(0+)}_r > 1 and hence there exists C, A > 0 such that ||V_n||^2_ν ≥ ∫_A 0 w^2_n(x) ν(x) dx + C ∫_r A w^2_n(x)dx ≥ C ∫_r A w^2_n(x)dx = ∞, which gives the statement in the case N_r ≥ 1.

The case iii) is dealt with as follows. Since w_n ∉ L^2(R_+ ) then from Proposition 8.8(2) we have that even x → xw_n(x) ∉ L^2(R_+ ) and if x → x^2w^2_n(x) fails to be integrable at 0 then Lemma (8.10) furnishes that V_n /∈ L^2(ν). Otherwise, clearly, at least case i) and/or case ii) must be valid for w_n and hence V_n /∈ L^2(ν). This, completes the proof of Theorem 8.1(2). Next, we discuss the final claim of Theorem 8.1. The claim V_n ∈ C^{Nr−n} ((0, r)) , n ≤ N_r, follows from Proposition 8.8(2), (8.2) and ν > 0 on (0, r), see Theorem 5.2(1).

We close this Chapter with the following additional properties of the adjoint intertwining operator.

Lemma 8.16. Let ψ ∈ N_∞.

(1) Then Ran(I^∗_ϕ) = L^2(ε) and Ker(I_ϕ) = {0}.

(2) For any α ∈ (0, 1) we have that Ran(I_ϕ)_{L2(pα)} = L^2(p_α) whereas when ψ ∈ N_∞ with m = 0 and ϕ^′ (0^+) < ∞, this extends to α = 0, i.e. to L^2(R_+ ).

Proof. From Theorem 8.1(1) and (8.4) we have, for any ψ ∈ N_∞ and n ∈ N, V_n ∈ L^2(ν) and I^∗_ϕV_n = L_n. Hence, Span(L_n) = L^2(ε) entails that Ran(I^∗_ϕ) = L^2(ε) and Ker(I_ϕ) = Ran(I^∗_ϕ)^⊥ = {0}. This proves item (1). Next, let us consider, for any β ≥ 0, the power series

(8.27) f_β(x) = x^β ∞∑ n=0 W_ϕ(n + 1 + β) Γ(n + 1 + β)n!

(−1)^nx^n = x^βf̄_β(x). 126

From (2.20) and Proposition 4.1(3), we get that lim_{n→∞}^{Wϕ(n+1+β)}_{Wϕ(n+β)n(n+β)} = lim_{n→∞}^{ϕ(n+β)}_{n(n+β)} = 0. Thus, f̄_β is an entire function. Clearly, from Theorem 6.1(2) W_ϕ ∈ A_{(0,∞)} and hence

(8.28) M_β(z) = Γ(z)

W_ϕ (−z + 1 + β) Γ (−z + 1 + β) ∈ A_{(0,1+β)}. To show that M_β is the Mellin transform of f̄_β we proceed as follows. First, for any n ∈ N, b ∈ R, the recurrence relation of the gamma function yields | | | Γ ( −n −^1_2 + ib ) Γ ( n +^3_2 + β − ib ) | | | = 1 ∏_{2n} j=0 | |−n −^1_2 + ib + j | | | | | Γ ( n +^1_2 + ib ) Γ ( n +^3_2 + β + ib ) | | | . Then, from the latter and [74, (2.1.16)] applied with z = n +^1_2 + ib we get uniformly for b ∈ R | | | Γ ( −n −^1_2 + ib ) Γ ( n +^3_2 + β − ib ) | | | ≤ 1 ∏_{2n} j=0 | |−n −^1_2 + ib + j | | 1 |n +^1_2 + ib|^{1+β} ≤ Γ^2

(_1 2 ) Γ^2 ( n −^1_2 ) 1 |n +^1_2 + ib|^{1+β} |n −^1_2 + ib| . Moreover, from (6.5), W_ϕ is a Mellin transform of a nonnegative random variable and therefore | W_ϕ ( n +^3_2 + β + ib )| ≤ W_ϕ ( n +^3_2 + β ) . From the estimates above and the fact that M_β in (8.28) extends to a meromorphic function on C_{(−∞,0]}, we obtain

(8.29) | |M_β ( −n − 1 2 + ib )| | ≤ C W^ϕ ( n +^3_2 + β ) Γ^2 ( n −^1_2 ) 1 |n +^1_2 + ib|^{1+β} |n −^1_2 + ib| . Since β ≥ 0 the right-hand side of (8.29) is integrable along any line −n −^1_2 + ib, n ∈ N. Inspection of the steps above shows that similar integrable bound for |M_β |, whose proof is based directly on the decay of W_ϕ since N_r = ∞ > 2, see (5.3), holds even with n = −1. Therefore, by Mellin inversion, a shift of contour and an application of the Cauchy Theorem, we get, for any M ∈ N, that for some function h : R_+ → R h(x) = 1 2π ∫_∞ −∞ x^{− 12 −ib}M_β ( 1 2 + ib ) db

= M∑ n=0 W_ϕ(n + 1 + β) Γ(n + 1 + β)n!

(−1)^nx^n + 1 2π ∫_∞ −∞ x^{M+ 12 −ib}M_β ( −M − 1 2 + ib ) db. (8.30)

To conclude that h = f̄_β, see (8.27), it remains to show that the very last term vanishes as M → ∞. First, we invoke (5.2) and Proposition 4.1(3) to check that for large M W_ϕ ( M +^3_2 + β ) ≲ M^{1/2}e^M(^{ln M+ln σ2+o(1)}). Second, the Stirling asymptotic (9.8) yields Γ^2 ( M +^1_2 ) ≳ e^32^{M ln(M)}.

Hence, for any fixed x > 0 lim M→∞ x^M W_ϕ ( M +^3_2 + β ) Γ^2 ( M +^1_2

) ≤ lim_{M→∞} M^12 x^M e^M(^{ln M+ln σ2+o(1)})^{− 3}2^{M ln(M)} = 0 127

and using (8.29) the integral in (8.30) goes to zero as M → ∞. Thus, M_β is the Mellin transform of f̄_β and M_β ( 1 2 + ib ) = Γ(^1_2 + ib)W_ϕ(1 + β − ib) Γ(1 + β − ib) . From the asymptotic estimates (9.7) for thegamma functions combined with (5.3) with u = 2, since N_r = ∞, we get that, for |b| large enough, |M_β(1/2 + ib)| ≤ C|b|^{−β−2}. Thus, for any β ≥ 0, |M_β(1/2 + ib)| ∈ L^2(R) and from the Parseval identity for Mellin transform, see (1.39), we deduce that f̄_β ∈ L^2(R_+ ). Choosing β = α/2, α ∈ [0, 1), then f_{α/2}(x) = x^{α/2}f̄_{α/2}(x) and therefore f_{α/2} ∈ L^2(p_α). For λ, x > 0, set f^λ_{α/2}(x) = f_{α/2} (λx). Then f^λ_{α/2} ∈ L^2(p_α) since f_{α/2} ∈ L^2(p_α). By dominated convergence, one shows using (8.27) and Proposition 6.8 that

I_ϕf^λ_{α/2}(x) = I_ϕ (_∞ ∑ n=0 W_ϕ(n + 1 + α/2) Γ(n + 1 + α/2)n! (−1)^n (λx)^{n+α/2} ) = (λx)^{α/2}e^{−λx} = p_{α/2}(λx)e^{−λx}. Hence I_ϕf^λ_{α/2} ∈ L^2(p_α) and p_{−α/2}I_ϕf^λ_{α/2} ∈ L^2(R_+ ). Since, with e_{−λ}(x) = e^{−λx}, x > 0, the linear hull of {e_{−λ}, λ > 0} is dense in L^2(R_+ ) and I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(p_α)), α ∈ (0, 1), see Lemma 8.5(1), we get that Ran(I_ϕ)_{L2(pα)} = L^2(p_α). Finally, when ψ ∈ N with m = 0 then I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(R_+ )) and this shows that in this case Ran(I_ϕ)_{L2(R+)} = L^2(R_+ ). □

9. Uniform and norms estimates of the co-eigenfunctions

With the aim of characterizing the domain of the spectral operator, we continue our study on the co-eigenfunctions by focusing on their asymptotic estimates for large n considered in different topologies. We emphasize that the problem of estimating the norm of V_n in L^2(ν) for large n seems extremely delicate as one is dealing with a weighted Hilbert which, in general, should require uniform asymptotic estimates for the co-eigenfunctions V_n(x). We point out that there is a rich and fascinating literature on uniform asymptotic expansions of the Laguerre polynomials which reveals already that this issue even in a simple case with explicit expression and several representation at hand is far from being trivial, see e.g. [95] and [96] for a thorough description. In this direction, we also mention our recent work where such uniform asymptotic analysis is conducted for some generalized Laguerre polynomials leading to the concept of reference semigroup that we elaborate in the next Chapter. We carry out three different approaches that give the bounds for w_n or V_n stated below, two are of complex analytical nature whereas the last one relies on probabilistic arguments. Recall that, with Θ_ϕ = lim_{|b|→∞} ∫_∞ 0 ln (_{|ϕ(by+ib)|} ϕ(by) ) dy, N_Θ = { ψ ∈ N ; Θ_ϕ > 0 } and d_ϕ = {u ≤ 0; ϕ(u) = 0 or ϕ(u) = −∞} .

Theorem 9.1. (1) Let us assume that ψ ∈ N_Θ. Then, we have for any a > d_ϕ (or a ≥ 0 if ϕ(0) > 0 and d_ϕ = 0), for any ϵ > 0 and n large, uniformly on x > 0,

(9.1) x^a|w_n(x)| = O ( n^{12 −a}e^{(TΘϕ +ϵ)n} ) , where we recall that T_{Θϕ} = − ln sin Θ_ϕ. Therefore, recalling that p_α(x) = x^{−α}, x > 0, α ∈ (0, 1), we have, for large n, that ||w_n|| = O ( n^{12 −a}e^{(TΘϕ +ϵ)n} ) , (9.2) | | | | | | w_n p_α | | | | | |_{pα} = O ( n^{12 −a}e^{(TΘϕ +ϵ)n} ) , (9.3)

for any d_ϕ < a <^1_2 in (9.2) and d_ϕ < a <^{α+1}_2 in (9.3).

(2) Let ψ ∈ N_α, i.e. ψ(u)^∞∼ C_αu^{α+1}, α ∈ (0, 1), C_α > 0. Then the following estimates hold.

(a) For any a > d_ϕ and ϵ > 0,

(9.4) | | | | | | w_n ν_γ | | | | | |_{νγ} = O ( n^{12 −a}e^{(Tπα +ϵ)n} ) ,

where we recall that T_{πα} = − ln sin (_π 2 α ) and ν_γ (x) = e^{−x 1γ} , x > 0, γ > 1 + α.

(b) Recalling that T_{πα,ρα} = max ( T_{πα} , 1 +^1_{ρα} ) , where ρ_α is the largest solution to the

equation (1 − ρ)^{1α} cos

(_{arcsin(ρ)} α ) =^1_2 , we have for large n and for any ϵ > 0,

(9.5) ||V_n||_ν = O ( e^{(Tπα,ρα +ϵ)n} ) .

Remark 9.2. We point out that a better pointwise handle of w_n(x) in the scenario of item (2) is attained in (9.19) but this does not allow for the improvement of the norm estimate. Remark 9.3. To derive the estimates (9.5), we resort to the Phragmenn-Lindelöf principle. This approach requires that the asymptotic behaviour of ν is characterized in terms of a conformal mapping forcing us to specialize to the class N_α.

9.1. Proof of Theorem 9.1(1) via a classical saddle point method. Fix n ∈ N, a > d_ϕ, −a /∈ N and z = a + ib. As ψ ∈ N_Θ ⊂ N_{∞,∞}, then N_r = ∞, see (1.8), and there exists a constant C_a > 0 such that for any b ∈ R (9.6) |M_{Vψ} (a + ib)| ≤ C_ae^{−Θϕ|b|+o(|b|)}, with Θ_ϕ ∈ (0,^π_2 ], see Theorem 6.2(2b). Note that (8.12) gives the Mellin transform of w_n

M_{wn} (z) =

(−1)^nΓ(z) Γ(n + 1)Γ(z − n) M_{Vψ} (z). Since M_{Vψ} ∈ A_{(dϕ,∞)}, see Theorem6.1(3), then plainly M_{wn} ∈ A_{(dϕ,∞)}. Thanks to (9.6) and Lemma 5.22 with N_r = ∞, Mellin inversion, see (1.36), yields, for x > 0, that

w_n(x) =

(−1)^n 2πi ∫_{a+i∞} a−i∞ x^{−z} Γ(z) Γ(n + 1)Γ(z − n) M_{Vψ} (z)dz, and, since for the integrand |f(a + ib)| = |f(a − ib)|, we get that |w_n(x)| ≤ Cx^{−a} ∫_∞ 0 |Γ(a + ib)| Γ(n + 1) |Γ(a + ib − n)| |M_{Vψ} (a + ib)|db, where throughout C stands for a generic positive constant. Recalling the formula |Γ(a + ib − n)| |Γ(n + 1 − a + ib)| =^π_{|sin(π(a−n−ib))|} , and the uniform bound |sin(π(a + ib))| ≤ Ce^{π|b|} together with the exponential decay in (9.6) we get, for any a > d_ϕ, that |w_n(x)| ≤ Cx^{−a} ∫_∞ 0 |Γ(a + ib)| |Γ(n + 1 − a + ib)| Γ(n + 1) e(^{π−Θϕ})^{b+o(b)}db. Next, using the asymptotic relation (9.7), we get, for any 0 < ϵ < Θ_ϕ, that |w_n(x)| ≤ Cx^{−a} ∫_∞ −∞ |Γ(n + 1 − a + ib)| Γ(n + 1) e(^{π2 −Θϕ+ϵ})^bdb. Hence, using [74, Lemma 2.6], we obtain, for large n, that |w_n(x)| ≤ Cx^{−a}n^{1−a} e^{n ln n−n} Γ(n + 1) sec (π 2 − Θ_ϕ + ϵ

)_{n+} 3_{2 −a} . The Stirling approximation for Γ (n + 1) in (9.8) shows that (9.1) holds. To prove (9.2) it suffices to integrate (9.1) for a >^1_2 in a neighbourhood of infinity and to integrate (9.1) for d_ϕ < a <^1_2 in a neighbourhood of zero. Finally, it is trivial to extend our estimate (9.1) for a = 0. Similar arguments give (9.3) completing the proof of Theorem 9.1(1). For the convenience of the reader, we recall the following auxiliary well-known result on the asymptotic of the gamma function that was used in the previous proof, see e.g. [74, (2.1.8)]. 130

Lemma 9.4. For any fixed a ∈ R (9.7) |Γ(a + ib)|^∞∼ C_a|b|^{a− 12} e^{− π2 |b|}, where C_a > 0. We also have the Stirling approximation

(9.8) Γ(n + 1)^∞∼ √ 2πn^{n+ 12} e^{−n}. 9.2. Proof of Theorem 9.1(2) via the asymptotic behaviour of zeros of the derivatives of ν. We start with the following useful Lemma.

Lemma 9.5. Let ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}. Then, with the notation of Lemma 5.18, there exists a sequence ā_ν = (ā_n = a^{−1}_n > 0)_{n≥0}, such that for any n ∈ N, for any D ∈ (0, 1) and x > D^{−1}ā_{n+1} > 0 | |ν^{(n)}(x) | | ≤ ( D^n (1 − D)^n ∨ 1 ) (n!)^2e^{o(n)}x^{−n}ν (xD) , (9.9) | |(x_nν(x))(n) | | ≤ ( D^n (1 − D)^n ∨ 1 ) (n!)^2e^{o(n)}ν (xD) .

(9.10)

Proof. Let ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞}, i.e. r = ϕ(∞) = ∞. Recall that (5.84) states ν(x) = x^{−2}^ν_1 ( x^{−1} ) . Then, from (5.85), we get, recalling the notation k̄_n = ∑_n j=1 k_j and k̃_n = ∑_n j=1 jk_j , that ( ^ν_1 ( 1 x ))_{(n)} = (−1)^nx^{−n} ∑ k̃_n=n;k̄_n=k n! k_1!k_2! . . . k_n!

x^{−k} ^ν^{(k)}_1 (x^{−1}).

Next, we use the estimates (5.39) applied to ^ν_1 with 1/r = 0. Therefore, for x > (Da_{n+1})^{−1} = D^{−1}ā_{n+1} > D^{−1}ā_{k+1}, with D =^D_{1−D} and D ∈ (0, 1),

^ν^{(k)}_1 ( x^{−1} ) ≤ k!D^kx^k ^ν_1 ( (Dx)^{−1} ) , and thus we obtain with p(n) the partition function, that, for all x > D^{−1}ā_{n+1},

(9.11) | |(^ν_1(x_{−1}))(n) | | ≤ (Dn ∨ 1) (n!)_2p(n)x_{−n}^ν_1 ((Dx)_{−1}) . Thus, for x > D^{−1}ā_{n+1}, from (9.11) and ν(x) = x^{−2}^ν_1 ( x^{−1} ) we get (9.9) via | |ν_{(n)}(x) | | ≤ ^ν_1 ((Dx)_{−1})^n∑ m=0 ( n m ) (m + 1)! x^{m+2} x^{−n+m} ( D^{n−m} ∨ 1 ) ((n − m)!)^2 p(n − m)

≤ x^{−n}ν(xD)D^2 ( D^n ∨ 1 )^n∑ m=0 ( n m ) (m + 1)!((n − m)!)^2p(n − m) ≤ x^{−n}ν(xD) ( D^n ∨ 1 ) (n!)^2n^2p(n) = x^{−n}ν(xD) ( D^n ∨ 1 ) (n!)^2e^{o(n)}, 131

where we have used the celebrated asymptotic formula p(n)^∞∼^{eπ} √_{2n/3} 4n √ 3 , which can be found in [99]. Similarly, for x > D^{−1}ā_{n+1}, using (9.11) again, we get, for n ≥ 2, that | |(x_nν(x))(n) | | = | |(x_{n−2}^ν_1(x_{−1}))(n) | |

≤ ^ν_1 ( (Dx)^{−1} ) x^2 n−2∑ m=0 ( n m ) (n − 2)! (n − 2 − m)! ( D^{n−m} ∨ 1 ) ((n − m)!)^2 p(n − m)

≤ D^2ν(xD) ( D^n ∨ 1 ) n!p(n) n−2∑ m=0 (n − m)! m! (n − 2)! (n − 2 − m)! ≤ ν(xD)p(n)(n!)^2 ( D^n ∨ 1 )^{n−2}∑ m=0 1 m! ≤ eν(xD) ( D^n ∨ 1 ) (n!)^2e^{o(n)},

which completes the proof of (9.10). When n = 1 a similar inequality holds. □

We are ready to prove Theorem 9.1(2). Recall from Lemma 5.14 that ^κ(y) = n (∫_ζ 0 e^{es} ds > y ) , for y > 0,

with ^κ defined in Proposition 5.10 and n, e, ζ in (5.2.1). Note that, for 0 < ϵ < 1, n(ζ > y) ≤ n (∫_ζ 0 e^{es} ds > y )_0

= O (n(ζ > ϵy)) ,

where the first inequality is absolute since e_s ≥ 0. For the second observe that n (∫_ζ 0 e^{es} ds > y ) ≤ n ( sup 0≤s<ζ e_s > − ln ϵ ) + n (ζ > ϵy) , (9.12)

and, note that since ψ ∈ N_α ⊂ N_{∞,∞} then lim_{y→0} n (ζ > ϵy) = ∞, see Lemma 5.14(2), whereas n ( sup_{0≤s<ζ} e_s > − ln ϵ ) < ∞. Next, recall, from (5.26), that n(ζ > y) is the tail of the Lévy measure associated to ϕ ∈ B and ψ(ϕ(u)) = ϕ(u)ϕ ( ϕ(u) ) = u, u > 0. Put α_1 = α + 1.

Since ψ ∈ N_α, ψ(u)^∞∼ C_αu^{α1} from a classical result, see e.g. [17, Proposition 1.5.15], we have ϕ(u)^∞∼ C^{−α1}_α u^{1α}1 and thus ^κ(y) = n(ζ > y)^0∼ C^{−α1}_α^α_{α1} y^{− 1α}1 . Since ψ ∈ N_{∞,∞} then r = ∞ in Lemma 5.18(1) and with a_n > β_n = sup{y > 0; ^κ(y) ≥ n} therein, we deduce that a_n > β_n ≍ n^{−α1} . We also have, from (9.10), that, for any fixed D < 1 and x > D^{−1}a^{−1}_{n+1},

(9.13) |w_n(x)| = | |(x_nν(x))(n) | | n! ≤ ( D^n (1 − D)^n ∨ 1 ) n!e^{o(n)}ν(Dx). Thus, recalling that ν_γ (x) = e^{−x} 1 γ , x > 0, with γ > α_1 = α + 1, and, since a_n > β_n ≍ n^{−α1} we can assume that a^{−1}_n ≤ n^{α1} for all n big enough to get that ∫_nα_1 0 w^2_n(x) ν_γ (x) dx ≤ ||w_n||^2 ν_γ (n^{α1} ) = e^{o(n)}||w_n||^2. 132

Next, the bound (9.13) with D =^1_2 and the asymptotic equivalent (5.9) for ψ ∈ N_α, yield for large n and with some generic constant C > 0 that ∫_∞ n^α1

w^2_n(x) ν_γ (x) dx ≤ 1 (n!)^2 ∫_∞ n^α1 ( (x^nν(x))^{(n)}

)_2

ν_γ (x) dx ≤ (n!)^2 ∫_∞ n^α1

ν^2 (_x 2 ) ν_γ (x) dx ≤ (n!)^2 ∫_∞ n^α1 e^{−Cx 1α +x} 1 γ dx ≤ (n!)^2e^{− C2 n} α1 α ≤ e^{− C3 n1+ 1α} , Therefore, | | | |_{wnνγ} | | | |^2 ν_γ ≤ e^{o(n)}||w_n||^2 + o (1) and (9.2) provides (9.4).

9.3. Proof of Theorem 9.1(2b) through Phragmén-Lindelöf principle. This part aims to provide norm estimates of the co-eigenfunctions V_n in the weighted Hilbert space L^2(ν) when ψ ∈ N_α. The approach we develop here is based on the Phragmén-Lindelöf principle which allows us to obtain precise bounds on a sector of the complex plane for the invariant density ν and its derivatives. In this vein we denote by θ_ν the angle of analyticity of ν, i.e. ν ∈ A(θ_ν ). We first state the following bound, which is an extension of (5.46).

Lemma 9.6. Let ψ ∈ N_Θ. Then, for all n, k ∈ N and a > d_ϕ (or a ≥ 0 if d_ϕ = 0 and ϕ(0) > 0), we have, for all z ∈ C (Θ_ϕ), that | |(z^nν(z))^{(k)} | | ≤ C(| arg z|) |z|^{n−k−a}, (9.14)

where C(| arg z|) = C(n, k, a, | arg z|) > 0 is increasing in | arg z| for fixed n, k, a.

Proof. Recall that since ψ ∈ N_Θ then ν ∈ A(Θ_ϕ) from Theorem 5.2(3), and, from Proposition 6.1(2) combined with the upper bound in (6.46), that, for all ϵ > 0 and a as in the statement, its Mellin transform is for large b, | |M_{Vψ} (a + ib) | | = |W_ϕ(a + ib)| = O ( e^−(^{Θϕ−ϵ})^{|b|} ) . This enables to use the inversion formula (1.38), to get that for all n, k ∈ N, a as above and x > 0,

(x^nν(x))^{(k)} =

(−1)^k 2πi ∫_{a+n−k+i∞} a+n−k−i∞ x^{−s}(s − k)_k M_{Vψ} (s + n − k)ds = (−1)^k 2πi x^{n−k} ∫_{a+i∞} a−i∞ x^{−s}(s − n)_k M_{Vψ} (s)ds. (9.15)

Let now z ∈ C (Θ_ϕ) and choosing ϵ > 0 above such that θ_ϵ = Θ_ϕ − ϵ − arg z > 0, we get that | | | ∫_{a+i∞} a−i∞ z^{−s}(s − n)_k M_{Vψ} (s)ds | | | ≤ |z|^{−a} 2π ∫_∞ −∞ |(a + ib − n)_k| e^{−θϵ|b|}db < ∞. The upper bound (9.14) is then easily derived by means of this latter bound combined with an obvious extension of the identity (9.15). Finally, the monotonicity in | arg z| of |z^{−a−ib}| = |z|^{−a}e^{| arg z||b|} yields the same property for C(n, k, a, | arg z|) for fixed n, k, a. □

We proceed with the following estimates. 133

Lemma 9.7. Let ψ ∈ N_α, i.e. ψ(u)^∞∼ C_αu^{α+1}, α ∈ (0, 1). Then, for any n ≥ 0, z ∈ C (_{απ} 2 ) , we have that for any 0 < ϵ <^π_2 , there exists C = C(ϵ, n) > 0, such that with c_α = αC^{− 1α}_α

(9.16) | |ν^{(n)} (1 + z) | | ≤ Ce^{−cα cos}(^{arg zα +ϵ})^{|z|} 1 α . Proof. We first consider the case n = 0 and we set, for 0 < ϵ <^π_2 and x > 0,

V_ϵ(x) = ν (1 + x^α) e_ϵ(x) = ν (1 + x^α) e^{cαxeiϵ} .

Then, the asymptotic bound (5.9) entails, that, for large x > 0, |V_ϵ(x)| = |ν (1 + x^α) e_ϵ(x)| ≤ e^{−cα(1−cos ϵ)x+o(x)}. Therefore since ν ∈ C_0(R_+ ), see Theorem 5.2(2a), there exists a constant C_ϵ > 0 such that

(9.17) sup_{x≥0} |V_ϵ(x)| < C_ϵ.

On the other hand, Theorem 6.2(2(b)ii) implies that ψ ∈ N_Θ with Θ_ϕ =^π_2 α and, thus thanks to Theorem 5.2(3), ν ∈ A (_π 2 α ) . Hence, V_ϵ ∈ A (_π 2 ) . If z_ϵ ∈ C with arg z_ϵ =^π_2 − ϵ, then 1 + z^α_ϵ ∈ C (α^π_2 ). Thus, estimate (9.14) applied to ν (1 + z^α_ϵ ) with a > 0, k = n = 0, yields

|V_ϵ (z_ϵ)| = |ν (1 + z^α_ϵ ) e_ϵ (z_ϵ)| = |ν (1 + z^α_ϵ )| ≤ C_ϵ |1 + z^α_ϵ |^{−a} ≤ C̃_ϵ,

(9.18)

where C_ϵ = C_ϵ (_π 2 − ϵ ) , C̃_ϵ = C̃_ϵ (_π 2 − ϵ ) > 0. Therefore, we deduce from the bounds (9.17) and (9.18) that the function V_ϵ is bounded on the boundary of the sector

C^+ (π 2 − ϵ ) = { z ∈ C ; 0 < arg(z) < π 2 − ϵ } . It is obvious, again from estimate (9.14), that, for any z ∈ C^+ (_π 2 − ϵ ) , we have that |V_ϵ(z)| = | |ν (1 + z^α) e^{cα|z|ei(arg z+ϵ)} | | ≤ Ce^{cα cos(arg z+ϵ)|z|} where C = C(a, α (_π 2 − ϵ ) ) > 0. Thus |V_ϵ(z)| ≤ Ce^{cα cos(arg z+ϵ)|z|} for all z ∈ C^+ (_π 2 − ϵ ) . Since, clearly for any 0 < ϵ <^π_2 , 1 <^ππ_{2 −ϵ} , an application of the Phragmen-Lindelöf principle, see e.g. [97], yields that, for any z ∈ C^+ (_π 2 − ϵ ) , |V_ϵ(z)| ≤ C_ϵ where C_ϵ = max(C_ϵ, C̃_ϵ) > 0. Thus, for any z ∈ C^+ (_π 2 − ϵ ) , |ν (1 + z^α)| ≤ C_ϵe^{−cα cos(arg z+ϵ)|z|}, and we conclude that

|ν (1 + z)| ≤ C_ϵe^{−cα cos}(^{arg zα +ϵ})^{|z| 1α} .

The case arg z ∈ ( − (_π 2 − ϵ ) , 0 ) is identical. This proves the statement for n = 0. The case n ≥ 1 follows similarly using the asymptotic equivalent (5.9) valid for ν^{(n)} for all n ≥ 1. □

Our next lemma gives the bounds to complete the proof of the estimates in Theorem 9.1(2b). 134

Lemma 9.8. Let ψ ∈ N_α. Then, for every x > 2, we have that for any ρ ∈ ( 0, arcsin (_π 2 α )) , ϵ > 0 and n ≥ 0, there exists C = C(ρ, ϵ) > 0 such that (9.19) |w_n(x)| ≤ CR^n_ρ (x − 1)e^{−C α,ρ(x−1) 1α} where R_ρ(x) = 1 +^1_ρ +^1_{ρ(x−1)} and C_{α,ρ} = c_α (1 − ρ)^{1α} cos

(_{arcsin(ρ)} α + ϵ ) . Proof. Recall that since ψ ∈ N_α then ν ∈ A (_π 2 α ) . Then, with ρ ∈ ( 0, arcsin (_π 2 α )) , an application of the Cauchy integral representation yields, for any x > 1 and x_1 = x − 1, that |w_n(x)| = | | | (x^nν(x))^{(n)} n! | | | = | | | 1 2πi ∮ ζ^nν(ζ) (ζ − x)^{n+1} dζ | | | ≤ |x + ρx_1|^n ρ^nx^n_1 sup θ∈[0,2π] | |ν ( 1 + x_1 ( 1 + ρe^{iθ} ))| | , where the integral is over the circle C = {z ∈ C ; |z − x| < ρx_1} ⊂ C (_{απ} 2 ) . Next, observe on

the one hand, that | |^{x+ρx1}_{ρx1} | |^n ≤ R^n_ρ (x1) and, on the other hand that sup θ∈[0,2π] | |ν ( 1 + x_1 ( 1 + ρe^{iθ} ))| | ≤ sup_{z∈C} |ν (1 + z)| ≤ sup_{z∈C ρ,x} 1 |ν (1 + z)| where C ⊆ C_{ρ,x1} = {z ∈ C ; ℜ(z) > (1−ρ)x_1 and | arg z| < arcsin ρ}. To complete the proof, one bounds the last term by means of estimate (9.16) with |z| = (1−ρ)x_1 and arg z = arcsin (ρ). □

We are now ready to derive the bound Theorem 9.1(2b). To this end, for any A > 2, n ∈ N, we write V_n(x) = V_n(x)I_{{0<x≤A}} +V_n(x)I_{{x>A}} = v_n(x)+v_n(x). Next, choose ρ ∈ ( 0, arcsin (_π 2 α )) such that (1 − ρ)^1α cos

(_{arcsin(ρ)} α ) =^1_2 + h, for some h ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , and ϵ > 0 small enough such that (1 + 2h) cos (ϵ) − (1 + ϵ) − sin (ϵ) > 0. Since from (5.9) there exist C_A > 0 such that for x > A, ν(x) ≥ C_A e^{−cα(x−1) 1α (1+ϵ)}, x > A, the bound (9.19) combined with an expansion of cos(x + y) gives, for some C = C_{h,ϵ,A,ρ} > 0, that ||v_n||^2_ν = ∫_∞ A w^2_n(x) ν(x) dx ≤ CR^{2n}_ρ (A − 1) ∫_∞ A e^{−cα(x−1)} 1 α ( 2(1−ρ)^{1α} cos

(_{arcsin(ρ)} α +h ) +(1+ϵ) ) dx ≤ CR^{2n}_ρ (A − 1) ∫_∞ A e^{−cα(x−1) 1α ((1+2h) cos(ϵ)−(1+ϵ)−sin(ϵ))}dx ≤ C^′R^{2n}_ρ (A − 1),

since R^n_ρ (x) is decreasing in x. Thanks to (9.1), for any x > 0, a > d_ϕ and ϵ ∈ ( 0,^π_2 α ) , w^2_n(x) = O ( n^{1−2a} sin (π 2 α − ϵ )_{−2n} x^{−2a} ) , where recall that d_ϕ ≤ 0, see (1.19). Theorem 5.4(5.5) yields that for x < A and any a = −d_ϕ+ϵ, ν(x) ≥ C_ax^a and henceforth ∫_A 0 w^2_n(x) ν(x) dx = O ( n^{1−2a} sin (π 2 α − ϵ )_{−2n} ∫ A 0 x^{−2dϕ−2ϵ+dϕ−ϵ}dx )

as long as ϵ < 1/3. Therefore, we conclude in this case as well that

||v_n||^2_ν = O ( n^{1−2a} sin (π 2 α − ϵ )_{−2n}) . 135

Combining the estimates for ||v_n||^2_ν and ||v_n||^2_ν we complete the proof of (9.5).

10. The concept of reference semigroups: L^2(ν)-norm estimates and completeness of the set of co-eigenfunctions

We develop here the concept of reference semigroups whose main underlying idea can be explained as follows. It consists in identifying gL semigroups P which satisfy the following two criteria. First, their special structure permits to study their spectral decomposition in detail. In particular, one has accurate information on their sequence of co-eigenfunctions such as precise norm estimates and completeness. Furthermore, there should exist a subclass of gL semigroups such that for each element P in this class we have the adjoint intertwining relation P^∗_t Λ^∗ = Λ^∗P^∗_t , where Λ^∗ is the adjoint of a bounded operator. Indeed, under these conditions one has, with the obvious notation, V_n = Λ^∗V_n, providing readily the existence as well as bounds of the norms of V_n in the L^2(ν) topology. Another delicate issue that is of great interest concerns the completeness properties of the sequence (V_n)_{n≥0}. Assuming that this property holds for the sequence of co-eigenfunctions of the reference semigroup P , one may deduce this property for (V_n)_{n≥0} as soon as the bounded operator Λ^∗ has a dense range. Although this approach may be extended to more general classes, we present below two different reference semigroups, namely the one-parametric class of self-adjoint Laguerre semigroups and the two-parameter family of Gauss-Laguerre semigroups whose detailed spectral analysis has been conducted by the authors in [80] and are reviewed in Example 3.3 above. In particular, this approach enables us to deal with the spectral expansion in the full Hilbert space of the perturbation class N_P , that is when σ^2 > 0. It is worth pointing out that one of the main technical difficulty in implementing this approach is to identify intertwining operators which are bounded in the appropriate Hilbert spaces. One of the key steps in achieving this aim is the new development on Bernstein functions presented in Proposition 4.4, namely that a subset of the cone of Bernstein functions is invariant under multiplication. Recalling the notation c_n(a) =^{Γ(n+1)Γ(a+1)}

Γ(n+a+1) , for n ∈ N and a > 0, we are now ready to state the following.

Theorem 10.1. (1) Let ψ ∈ N_P . Then, for any ϵ > 0 and large n, ||V_n||_ν = O (e^{ϵn}) . (10.1)

If in addition Π(0^+) < ∞ then, recalling that m =^{m+Π(0+)}_{σ2} , we have for large n,

(10.2) ||V_n||_ν = O (n^m) ,

and the sequence ( √ c_n(m)V_n)_{n≥0} is a Bessel sequence in L^2(ν). Finally, if −d_ϕ > 0,

then for any ϵ > 0 such that d_ϵ = −d_ϕ − ϵ > 0, the sequence ( P_n √_{cn(dϵ)} ) n≥0 is a Bessel

sequence in L^2(ν).

(2) Let ψ ∈ N_{α,m} with (α, m) ∈ R = {(α, m); α ∈ (0, 1] and m ≥ 1 −^1_α }. Then, for large n, with T_α = − ln(2^α − 1), we have that ||V_n||_ν = O ( e^{Tαn} ) . (10.3)

(3) Recall from (1.34) that N^{dϕ}_{α,m} = { ψ ∈ N_{α,m}; d_ϕ < 1 −^m_2 −^1_{2α} } and assume that ψ ∈ N_P ∪ N^{dϕ}_{α,m}. Then, Span(V_n) = L^2(ν). 137

The rest of the chapter is devoted to the proof of this Theorem and is structured as follows. Estimates (10.1) and (10.3) are settled in 10.1.2; the completeness of V_n, i.e. item (2) is proved in 10.2; estimate (10.2) and the succeeding claims of (1) are proved in 10.1.1.

10.1. Estimates for the L^2(ν) norm of V_n.

10.1.1. The small perturbation case. Recall that, for any α ∈ (0, 1] and m ≥ 1 −^1_α u → ϕ^R_{α,m}(u) = Γ(αu + αm + 1) Γ(αu + αm + 1 − α) ∈ B_N , see (1.15), and, put ϕ^R_m(u) = ϕ^R_{1,m}(u) = u + m. Note also that, for any z ∈ C_{(−m−} 1_{α ,∞)},

(10.4) W_ϕR_{α,m} (z + 1) =

Γ(αz + αm + 1) Γ(αm + 1) . Lemma 10.2. Let ψ ∈ N_P with Π(0^+) < ∞. Then, for any m > m =^{m+Π(0+)}_{σ2} , ϕ_m(u) = ϕ(u) u+m ∈ B. With V_{ϕm} (resp. E_m) denoting the Markov operator associated to the variable V_{ϕm} (resp. V_ϕR_m ), we have the following factorization of multiplicative Markov operators

(10.5) E_mV_{ϕm} = V_{ϕm} E_m = V_ψ.

Moreover, V_{ϕm} ∈ B(L^2(ν), L^2(ε_m)), ε_m(x) =^{xm}_{Γ(m+1)} e^{−x}dx, x > 0, and the following intertwining relation

(10.6) Q^{(m)}_t V_{ϕm} = V_{ϕm} P_t

holds on L^2(ν) for all t ≥ 0, where Q^{(m)} = (Q^{(m)}_t )_{t≥0} is the classical Laguerre semigroup of order m, see Chapter 3. Consequently, the sequence ( √ c_n(m)V_n)_{n≥0}, where c_n(m) =^{Γ(n+1)Γ(m+1)}

Γ(n+m+1) , is

a Bessel sequence in L^2(ν) with bound 1 and for any n ≥ 0,

(10.7) 1 ≤ ||V_n||_ν ≤ c^{−1}_n (m)^∞= O (n^m) .

Proof. Note that ϕ_m ∈ B is given in Proposition 4.4. Next, observing, from (7.19), (6.3), (10.4) with α = 1 and E [ V^n_{ϕm} ] = W_{ϕm} (n + 1) = ∏_n k=1 ϕ(k) m+k that for any n ≥ 0 with p_n(x) = x^n,

E_mV_{ϕm} p_n(1) = E [ V^n_{ϕm} ] E [ V^n_{ϕRm} ] = Γ(n + 1 + m)

Γ(m + 1) n∏ k=1 ϕ(k) m + k

= W_ϕ(n + 1) = V_ψp_n(1),

we get factorization (10.5) by moment determinacy of the involved operators. Replicating the bound (7.22) in the proof of Proposition 7.1, we get that V_{ϕm} ∈ B(L^2(ν), L^2(ε_m)) and V_{ϕm} is a contraction. To prove (10.6) note, with the help of (3.8) and (7.7), that

(10.8) V_{ϕm} P_n(x) = n∑ k=0 (−1)^k E [ V^k_{ϕm} ] (_n k ) W_ϕ(k + 1) x^k = n∑ k=0 (−1)^k

Γ(m + 1) (_n k ) Γ(m + k + 1) x^k = c_n(m) L^{(m)}_n (x). 138

We refer to Example 3.1 in Chapter 3 for a detailed description of the Laguerre semigroup of order m ≥ 0. Then, from the eigenfunction property of P_n, we have, for any t, x > 0,

V_{ϕm} P_tP_n(x) = e^{−nt}V_{ϕm} P_n(x) = e^{−nt}c_n(m)L^{(m)}_n (x) = Q^{(m)}_t c_n(m)L^{(m)}_n (x) = Q^{(m)}_t V_{ϕm} P_n(x).

Since V_ψ is moment determinate, see Theorem 6.1, we have Span(P_n) = L^2(ν), see [1]. Thus, the intertwining (10.6) holds on a dense subset, and, by continuity of the involved operators, on L^2(ν). Finally, repeating the computation (8.5) with (10.6) and using that Q^{(m)} is self-adjoint with coeigenfunctions ( L^{(m)}_n ) n≥0 , see Example 3.1, we deduce, with the obvious notation,

that V^∗_{ϕm} L^{(m)}_n (x) = V_n(x). The last relation concludes that the sequence ( √ c_n(m)V_n)_{n≥0} is a Bessel sequence and that (10.7) holds by replicating the computation (7.25) and utilizing that ( √ c_n(m)L^{(m)}_n )_{n≥0} is an orthonormal sequence in L^2(ε_m), V^∗_{ϕm} ∈ B(L^2(ε_m), L^2(ν)) is a contraction and m > m. □

We proceed by an additional factorization of the entrance law. It will be useful for getting a better upper bound for the spectral operator norm and also later in this section to prove completeness of the sequence of co-eigenfunctions. Recall that ε_m(x) =^{xm}_{Γ(m+1)} e^{−x}, x > 0, m ≥ 0, and E_mf(x) = E [f (xe_m)], with simply E = E_0, is the Markov operator associated to e_m, that is the gamma random variable with density function ε_m. Let

(10.9) L_af(x) = ∫_∞ 0 f(y)y^ae^{−yx}dy stand for the weighted Laplace transform with weight a ∈ R and write simply L = L_0.

Lemma 10.3. Let ψ ∈ N with −d_ϕ > 0. Then, for any ϵ ∈ (0, −d_ϕ), writing d_ϵ = −d_ϕ −ϵ > 0, we have that ϕ_{dϵ} (u) =^u_{u+dϵ} ϕ(u) ∈ B. For every function f : R_+ → R and x > 0 such that E_{dϵ} |f|(x) < ∞, we have that E_{dϵ} f(x) = V_ψI_{ϕdϵ} f(x) = I_{ϕdϵ} V_ψf(x), (10.10)

g_x(v) = V_ψf(xv) is ι_{dϵ} (v)dv−a.e. finite, where ι_{dϵ} is the density of I_{ϕdϵ} and

(10.11) E_{dϵ} f(x) = ∫_∞ 0 f(xy) y^{dϵ} e^{−y} Γ(d_ϵ + 1) dy = x^{−1−dϵ} ∫_∞ 0 f(y) y^{dϵ} e^{− y}x Γ(d_ϵ + 1) dy = x^{−1−dϵ} L_{dϵ} f

(_1 x ) Γ(d_ϵ + 1) . All claims above hold with d_ϵ = 0 if d_ϕ = 0.

Proof. Since ψ ∈ N with −d_ϕ = − sup{u ≤ 0; ϕ(u) = −∞ or ϕ(u) = 0} > 0 then m = ϕ(0) > 0, ϕ > 0 on (d_ϕ, 0) and thus, for any ϵ ∈ (0, −d_ϕ), the mapping u → ϕ̃(u) = ϕ(u − d_ϵ) ∈ B since ϕ̃(0) = ϕ (−d_ϵ) ≥ 0 and clearly ϕ̃^′ is completely monotone. Hence, ϕ_{dϵ} (u) =^u_{u+dϵ} ϕ(u) = u u+d_ϵ ϕ̃(u + d_ϵ) ∈ B, see Proposition 4.1(9). On the other hand, as, for all n ≥ 0, W_{ϕdϵ} (n + 1) = ∏_n k=1 k k+d_ϵ ϕ(k) =

Γ(d_ϵ+1) Γ(n+d_ϵ+1) n!Wϕ(n + 1), we deduce that

V_ψI_{ϕdϵ} p_n(x) = n! W_{ϕdϵ} (n + 1)

W_ϕ(n + 1) p_n(x) =

Γ(n + d_ϵ + 1) Γ(d_ϵ + 1) p_n(x) = E_{dϵ} p_n(x). 139

The latter by moment determinacy completes the proof of (10.10) since we conclude that

ε_{dϵ} (x) = x^{dϵ} Γ (d_ϵ + 1) e^{−x} = ∫_∞ 0 ν ( x y ) ι_{dϵ} (y) dy y . All other claims, by a Fubini argument, follow via the classical decomposition f = f_+ − f_− provided that E_{dϵ} |f|(x) < ∞, for some x > 0. The case d_ϕ = 0 is the same. □

Lemma 10.4. Let ψ ∈ N_P with Π(0^+) < ∞. Then −d_ϕ ∈ [ 0,^m_{σ2} ] with −d_ϕ =^m_{σ2} only when Π(0^+) = 0. Moreover, if −d_ϕ > 0, then for any 0 < ϵ such that d_ϵ = −d_ϕ − ϵ > 0, with the notation of Lemma 10.3, I_{ϕdϵ} ∈ B(L^2(ν), L^2(ε_{dϵ} )) and, the following intertwining

(10.12) I_{ϕdϵ} Q^{(dϵ)}_t = P_tI_{ϕdϵ}

holds on L^2(ε_{dϵ} ) for all t ≥ 0, where Q^{(dϵ)} = (Q^{(dϵ)}_t )_{t≥0} is the classical Laguerre semigroup of order d_ϵ, see Chapter 3. Consequently, ( c^{− 12}_n (d_ϵ)P_n ) n≥0 , is a Bessel sequence in L^2(ν).

Proof. The fact that −d_ϕ ∈ [ 0,^m_{σ2} ] follows directly from Proposition 4.4(1) and ϕ > 0 on (d_ϕ, 0), see (1.19). By using the factorization (10.10) and following a line of reasoning similar to the proof of Lemma 10.2 and Theorem 7.3 we settle easily the claims. □

10.1.2. The large perturbation case and beyond.

Lemma 10.5. Let ψ ∈ N_{α,m} with (α, m) ∈ R and Φ_{α,m}(u) =^{ϕ(u)}_{ϕRα,m(u)} .

(1) Then, there exists a Markov operator V_{Φα,m} associated to the variable V_{Φα,m} , such that the factorization of operators V_{Φα,m} V_ϕR_{α,m} = V_ψ

holds. Moreover, V_{Φα,m} ∈ B(L^2(ν), L^2(e_{α,m})) and the following intertwining relation P^{(α,m)} t V_{Φα,m} = V_{Φα,m} P_t

holds on L^2(ν) for all t ≥ 0, where P^{(α,m)} = (P^{(α,m)}_t )_{t≥0} is the Gauss-Laguerre semigroup described in Example 3.3.

(2) Consequently, we have the following estimate, for large n, (10.13) ||V_n||_ν = O ( e^{nTα} ) . In particular, if ψ ∈ N_P , then for any ϵ > 0 and large n, (10.14) ||V_n||_ν = O (e^{ϵn}) .

(3) For any (α, m) ∈ R, N_{α,m} ⊂ N_Θ with^π_2 α ≤ Θ_ϕ ≤^π_2 .

Proof. Since ψ ∈ N_{α,m}, by definition, see Table 2 in Chapter 1, the mapping u →^1_{Φα,m(u)} is completely monotone. Thus, according to [8, Theorem 1.3], the sequence (a_n)_{n≥0}, where a_0 = 1 and a_n = ∏_n k=1 Φ_{α,m}(k), n ≥ 1, is a Stieltjes moment sequence, which entails that there exists a unique Markov operator V_{Φα,m} such that, for n, x ≥ 0,

(10.15) V_{Φα,m} p_n(x) = E [ V^n_{Φα,m} ] p_n(x) =

W_ϕ(n + 1)Γ(αm + 1) Γ(αn + αm + 1) p_n(x) =

W_ϕ(n + 1) W_ϕR_{α,m} (n + 1) p_n(x) where we used for the last equality (10.4). From this characterization, by following a line of reasoning similar to the proof of Lemma 10.2, we easily derive the factorization of Markov operators, the continuity of V_{Φα,m} , the intertwining relation as well as its dual version. Estimate (10.13) is deduced from the dual intertwining relation which yields in this case that ||V_n||_ν = ||V^∗_{Φα,m} V^{(α,m)}_n ||_ν ≤ ||V^{(α,m)}_n ||_{eα,m} = O ( e^{nTα} ) , where the last bound can be found in Example 3.3,(3.11). For the second item, since according to Proposition 4.4(2), we have for any ψ ∈ N_P with Π(0^+) = ∞, that for any 0 < α < 1, there exists m > 0 such that Φ_{α,m} =^ϕ_{ϕα,m} ∈ B and hence V_{Φα,m} is a Markov operator. We deduce (10.14) from (10.13) which holds for all α ∈ (0, 1) in this case and lim_{α↑1} T_α = lim_{α↑1} ln(2^α − 1) = 0. The case ψ ∈ N_P with Π(0^+) < ∞ was treated in Lemma 10.2. Finally, from (10.15), we deduce that, for any z ∈ C_{(dΦα,m ,∞)} with d_{Φα,m} = d_ϕ ∨ (−m −^1_α ), V_{Φα,m} p_z(x) =^{Wϕ(z+1)}_{WϕRα,m (z+1)} p_z(x). Thus,

since V_{Φα,m} is a Markov operator, we have for any z = a + ib with a > d_{Φα,m} , | | |^{Wϕ(z+1)} W_{ϕRα,m} (z+1) | | | ≤ W_ϕ(a+1) W_{ϕRα,m} (a+1) or equivalently |Wϕ(z + 1)| ≤

W_ϕ(a+1) W_{ϕRα,m} (a+1) | |W_{ϕRα,m} (z + 1) | |. Next, note that the ex-

pression (10.4) combined with the Stirling approximation (9.7) yield that, for any a > −m −^1_α , | |W_{ϕRα,m} (a + ib + 1) | | ∞∼ C_a|b|_{a+αm+}^1_2 e_−^π_{2 α|b|}, C_a > 0, and hence, from the condition (6.46), we get

that W_ϕR_{α,m} ∈ N π_{2 α} which completes the proof as from Theorem 6.2(2b), we have Θ_ϕ ≤^π_2 . □

10.2. Completeness of (V_n)_{n≥0} in L^2(ν). We shall take two different paths to prove the completeness of (V_n)_{n≥0} in L^2(ν). The first one, when ψ ∈ N_P , i.e. σ^2 > 0, is based on the factorization identity (7.18) which allows to derive a non-trivial injectivity property of the operator V_ψ in the weighted Hilbert space L^2(ν). As we can not show this property beyond this case, we resort to another approach for the case ψ ∈ N_R \ N_P , for which an analytical extension property for the Mellin transform of the invariant density is needed. However, we stress that both approaches stem from the concept of reference semigroup as they require the precise estimate of ||V_n||_ν derived in the previous section.

10.2.1. The case ψ ∈ N_P . We split the proof into several intermediate results. We start with a general statement, that will also be used later in Chapter 12, which provides, in particular, pointwise bounds for |w_n(y)| which depend solely on the analyticity of ν.

Proposition 10.6. (1) Let ν ∈ A(Θ) with Θ ∈ ( 0,^π_2 ] , i.e. ν is analytic in C (Θ) = {z ∈ C ; | arg z| < Θ}. Then, writing z =^1_{1−z} and T_Θ = − ln sin Θ, we have, for any 141

y > 0, that

z d_zν (y) = 1 1 − z ν ( y 1 − z ) = ∞∑ n=0 w_n(y)z^n, |z| < e^{−TΘ} , (10.16)

where we recall that d_cf(x) = f(cx). Moreover, for any t > T_Θ, y > 0, there exists F (y, t) > 0 such that, for any n ≥ 1, |w_n(y)| ≤ F (y, t)e^{tn}. (10.17)

Finally, as a function (y, t) → F (y, t) is locally uniformly bounded on R_+ × (T_Θ, ∞).

(2) Let ψ ∈ N_P . Then, for any f ∈ L^2(ν) and any |z| < 1,

V_ψf(1 − z) = ∞∑ n=0 ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν z^n.

Proof. Let 0 < θ < Θ and let C = C_y (y sin θ) be the circle with centre y > 0 and radius y sin θ < y sin Θ enclosing the ball C̊. Then C ⊂ C (Θ). Thus, for any y > 0 and , we have zy ∈ C̊ if and only if |zz| < sin θ. Choosing such z, for any y > 0, using twice Cauchy’s theorem over C, we get, for any M ∈ N, that M∑ n=0 w_n(y)z^n = M∑ n=0 (−1)^n

(y^nν(y))^{(n)} n! z^n = 1 2πi M∑ n=0 (∮ ζ^nν(ζ) (ζ − y)^{n+1} dζ ) z^n

= z 2πi ∮ ( 1 − ( zζ ζ − y )_{M+1}) ν(ζ) ζ − zy dζ

= z d_zν (y) − z 2πi ∮ ( zζ ζ − y )_{M+1} ν(ζ) ζ − zy dζ, where^z_{2πi} ∮_{ν(ζ)} ζ−zy dζ = z dzν (y) merely because zy ∈

C̊. However, if furthermore, |z| <^{sin θ}_{1+sin θ}

then | |^{zζ}_{ζ−y} | | < 1, ζ ∈ C, and letting M tend to ∞ we conclude (10.16) for |z| <^{sin θ}_{1+sin θ} . Next, since ν ∈ A (Θ) then z d_zν (y) is analytic for |z| < e^{−TΘ} , that is when |arg(yz)| = |arg(z)| < Θ, and the convergence of the series ∑_∞ n=0 w_n(y)z^n extends on this region via (10.16). Then, (10.17) follows by trivially estimating the representation |w_n(y)| = 1 2π | | | ∮ zd_zν (y) z^{n+1} dz | | | , over the circle C_0 ( e^{−t} ) , t > T_Θ. The final claim of the first item follows since ν ∈ A(Θ).

When ψ ∈ N_P , i.e. σ^2 > 0, (10.16) holds with T_Θ = 0 because thanks to Theorem 6.2(2(b)i) and Lemma 9.6 we have that ν ∈ A (_π 2 ) , that is ν is analytic in C_{(0,∞)}. Moreover, the bound (10.14) yields that, for any f ∈ L^2(ν) and any ϵ > 0, ∫_∞ 0 |f(y)||w_n(y)|dy = ⟨|f|, |V_n|⟩_ν ≤ ||f||_ν ||V_n||_ν ≤ Ce^{ϵn}. 142

Thus, we get by an application of Fubini’s Theorem that, for any |z| < 1,

V_ψf(1 − z) = z ∫_∞ 0 f(y)ν (zy) dy = ∫_∞ 0 f(y) ∞∑ n=0 w_n(y)z^ndy = ∞∑ n=0 ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν z^n. □ Before proving the main ingredient for the completeness of the sequence (V_n)_{n≥0} in L^2(ν) we collect additional information.

Proposition 10.7. Let ψ ∈ N_P and fix x ∈ ( 0, 2σ^2 ) . If d_ϕ = 0 then for any f ∈ L^2(ν), E|f|(x) < ∞ and if d_ϕ < 0 then, with d_ϵ = −d_ϕ − ϵ, E_{dϵ} |f|(x) < ∞ if ϵ ∈ ( 0,^{1−dϕ}_3 ) . Proof. Let ψ ∈ N_P , f ∈ L^2(ν) and choose d^∗ ≥ 0. From (10.11)

(10.18) L_d∗ |f| ( 1 x ) = ∫_∞ 0 |f(y)| y^{d∗} e^{− yx} dy < ∞ ⇐⇒ E_d∗ |f|(x) < ∞. Let 0 <^1_x =^1_{2σ2} + h, for some h > 0, that is x ∈ ( 0, 2σ^2 ) . Then (∫_∞ 1 |f(y)| y^{d∗} e^{− yx} dy )_2 ≤ ∫_∞ 1 f^2(y)e^{− y}σ^{2 −hy}dy ∫_∞ 1 y^{2d∗} e^{−hy}dy < ∞ since from (5.8) ν(y)^∞∼ e^{− y}σ^{2 +o(y)} and f ∈ L^2(ν). From ν > 0 on R_+ , see Theorem 5.2(1), (∫_1 0 y^{d∗} |f(y)| dy )_2 ≤ ∫_1 0 f^2(y)ν(y)dy ∫_1 0 y^{2d∗} ν(y) dy ≤ ||f||_ν ∫_1 0 y^{2d∗} ν(y) dy. Since ν(y) ≥ C_{a,1}y^{−a} where a < d_ϕ, see (5.5) of Theorem 5.4, then^{y2d∗}_{ν(y)} ≤ C^{−1}_{a,1} y^{2d∗+a}. Putting

d^∗ = d_ϵ = −d_ϕ − ϵ the last integral is finite if ϵ ∈

( 0,^{1−dϕ}_3 ) and a is close to −d_ϕ. □

Lemma 10.8. Let ψ ∈ N_P and f ∈ L^2(ν). If V_ψf(x) = 0 for any x ∈ (0, 2) then, for a.e. y > 0, f(y) = 0. Proof. Let ψ ∈ N_P with d^∗ = 0 when d_ϕ = 0 and d^∗ = d_ϵ = −d_ϕ − ϵ, for some ϵ ∈ ( 0,^{1−dϕ}_3 ) , when d_ϕ < 0. Next, fix x < 2σ^2. Therefore, from Proposition 10.7 we get that E_d∗ |f|(x) < ∞. Recall that ϕ_d∗ (u) =^u_{u+d∗} ϕ(u) ∈ B, see Lemma 10.3. Since Ψ ∈ N_P then ϕ(u)^∞∼ σ^2u, see Proposition 4.1(3). Hence, ϕ_d∗ (u)^∞∼ σ^2u and we conclude that σ^2_d∗ = σ^2. Thus, from (10.10)

E_d∗ f(x) =

∫ 1_{σ2} 0 V_ψf(xy)ι_{ϕd∗} (y) dy = 0, since ι_d∗ has support on [0, σ^{−2}], see Proposition 6.7(1), and by assumption V_ψf(xy) = 0 when xy < 2σ^{2 1}_{σ2} = 2. Therefore, from (10.11), for all x >^1_{2σ2} , L_d∗ f(x) = 0. Choose x_0 >^1_{2σ2} . The same arguments as in the proof of Proposition 10.7 lead to f̃(y) = y^{d∗} e^{−x0y}f(y) ∈ L^2(R_+ ) 143

if f ∈ L^2(ν). Since for all x > x_0, Lf̃(x − x_0) = L_d∗ f(x) = 0, the injectivity property of the Laplace transform L entails that for a.e. y > 0, f(y) = f̃(y) = 0, which completes the proof. □

Next we finish the proof of the completeness of the sequence (V_n)_{n≥0} in L^2(ν). Assume that f ∈ L^2(ν) and ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν = 0, ∀n ≥ 0. From Proposition 10.6 we deduce that V_ψf = 0 on (0, 2). The statement follows by invoking Lemma 10.8 and the fact that in a separable Hilbert space, the concept of total sequence and complete sequence coincide.

10.2.2. The case ψ ∈ N^{dϕ}_{α,m} \ N_P . Assume that ψ ∈ N^{dϕ}_{α,m} \ N_P , i.e. σ^2 = 0 and from (1.34), ψ ∈

N_{α,m} with d_ϕ < 1 −^m_2 −^1_{2α} . Recall that e_{α,m}(x) =^{xm+ 1α −1e−x} 1 α Γ(αm+1) , x > 0, see Example 3.3(3.10).

To prove the completeness of the sequence (V_n)_{n≥0} in L^2(ν), we argue as follows using the notation and results of Lemma 10.5. First, note that from V^∗_{Φα,m} V^{(α,m)}_n (x) = V_n(x), n ≥ 0, then (V_n)_{n≥0} ⊂ V^∗_{Φα,m} ( L^2(e_{α,m}) ) . Second, Span(V^{(α,m)}_n ) = L^2(e_{α,m}), see [80, Proposition 2.1 (2)], and V^∗_{Φα,m} ∈ B(L^2(e_{α,m}), L^2(ν)). Third, if Ran(V^∗_{Φα,m} ) = L^2(ν) then classical approximation yields the completeness of (V_n)_{n≥0} in L^2(ν). It remains to prove the latter. By linearity and density of the set of polynomials in L^2(ν), it is furnished if there exist F_n ∈ L^2(e_{α,m}), for all n ≥ 0, such that V^∗_{Φα,m} F_n(x) = p_n(x) = x^n. We consider the following convolution equation,

(10.19) ^V_{Φα,m}F̂_n(x) = ν(x)p_n(x).

Following a reasoning similar to the proof of (8.9) of Lemma 8.5 , we have, for a.e. x > 0 and integrable f, f̂ = fe_{α,m}, that (10.20)

V^∗_{Φα,m} f(x) = 1 ν(x) ^V_{Φα,m} fe_{α,m}(x) = 1 ν(x) ^V_{Φα,m}f̂(x) = 1 ν(x) ∫_∞ 0 f(xy)e_{α,m}(xy)ν_{α,m}(y) dy y , with ν_{α,m} the density of the variable V_{Φα,m} . We solve (10.19) from the perspective of Mellin distributions as described in Proposition 8.8. Henceforth, by means of Mellin transform of (10.19) and the functional equation (6.6) satisfied by W_ϕ, that is W_ϕ(z + 1) = ϕ(z)W_ϕ(z), one gets, for ℜ(z) > d^{α,m}_ϕ = max(d_ϕ, 1 −^1_α − m),

M_{F̂n} (z) =

W_ϕ(z + n) W_ϕ(z) W_{Φα,m} (z) = n−1∏ j=0 ϕ(z + j) Γ(αz − α + αm + 1) Γ(αm + 1) ,

where W_ϕ(z + n) = ∫_∞ 0 x^{z−1}ν(x)p_n(x)dx and ∫_∞ 0 x^{z−1}ν_{α,m}(x)dx = W_ϕ(z)^{Γ(αm+1)}

Γ(αz−α+αm+1) , see

(10.15) for the latter. Thus, for any ϵ > 0, a > d^{α,m}_ϕ and large |b|, since |ϕ(z)| = O (|z|) for |z| = |a + ib|, |b| large enough and a fixed, see Proposition4.1(3), we have that |M_{F̂n} (a + ib)| ≤ |ϕ(a + n + ib)|^n|Γ(α(a + ib) − α + αm + 1)| ≤ C_{a,n}|b|^ne^{− π2 (α−ϵ)|b|} for some C_{a,n} > 0. Hence, by the Parseval identity for the Mellin transform, see (5.42), we have that there exists F̂_n ∈ L^2(R_+ ) a solution to the convolution equation (10.19) above. From 144

(10.20) it remains to show that, for any n ≥ 0, F_n =^{F̂n}_{eα,m} ∈ L^2(e_{α,m}). However, by Mellin inversion, we get, for all x > 0 and a > d^{α,m}_ϕ , that

F̂_n(x) = 1 2πi ∫_{a+i∞} a−i∞ x^{−z} W_ϕ(z + n) W_ϕ(z) Γ(αz − α + αm + 1) Γ(αm + 1) dz. Thus, for all x > 0, a > d^{α,m}_ϕ and ϵ < α, (10.21) |F̂_n(x)| ≤ Cx^{−a} ∫_∞ −∞ e^{ϵ|b|}|Γ(αib + (a − 1)α + αm + 1)|db ≤ C_ax^{−a}. Moreover, after an obvious change of variables in [74, Lemma 2.6] we get that |F̂_n(x)| ≤ Cx^M e^{− cos( ϵα )x 1α} for some M > 0, ϵ small and all x ≥ 1. From this estimate and the notation e_{α,m}(x) =

x^{m+ 1}α^{−1}e^{−x} 1 α Γ(αm+1) , x > 0,

F̂_n(x) e_{α,m}(x) I{x≥1} ∈ L 2(e_{α,m}) if ϵ <^{απ}_3 . For^{F̂n(x)}_{eα,m(x)} I_{{x≤1}} ∈ L^2(e_{α,m}) consider (10.21) with ϵ small enough that a = 1−^m_2 −^1_{2α} −ϵ > d^{α,m}_ϕ . Then F̂^2_n (x)e^{−1}_{α,m}(x) ≤ x^{−1+ϵ}, x ≤ 1, and thus, we deduce that^{F̂n}_{eα,m} ∈ L^2(e_{α,m}), which completes the proof.

11. Hilbert sequences, intertwining and spectrum

This part, which ends by the proof of Theorem 1.22, aims at establishing some interesting and new connections between three different concepts: intertwining relation, Hilbert sequences arising in non-harmonic analysis and spectrum of non self-adjoint operators. We present and prove several results, sometimes in a slightly more general context than the one of the current work. For sake of clarity, we proceed by recalling a few definitions that were introduced in Section 11, concerning the spectrum of linear operators. First, a complex number λ ∈ S(P ) belongs to the spectrum of the linear operator P ∈ B(L^2(ν)), if P −λI does not have an inverse in L^2(ν) with the following three distinctions. λ ∈ S_p(P ), the point spectrum, if Ker(P − λI) ≠ {0}, λ ∈ S_c(P ), the continuous spectrum, if Ker(P − λI) = {0} and Ran(P − λI) = L^2(ν) but Ran(P − λI) ⊊ L^2(ν), and, finally λ ∈ S_r(P ), the residual spectrum, if Ker(P − λI) = {0} and Ran(P − λI) ⊊ L^2(ν). Clearly, S(P ) = S_p(P ) ∪ S_c(P ) ∪ S_r(P ). Let λ ∈ S_p(P ) be an isolated eigenvalue. Then its geometric multiplicity, denoted by M_g(λ, P ) is computed as follows

(11.1) M_g(λ, P ) = dim Ker(P − λI),

that is the dimension of the corresponding eigenspace. Its algebraic multiplicity, denoted by M_a(λ, P ) is defined by

(11.2) M_a(λ, P ) = dim ∞⋃ k=1 Ker(P − λI)^k. Note that always M_g(λ, P ) ≤ M_a(λ, P ). Next, keeping notation similar to the rest of the paper, let us assume that there exists I ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)), such that for any f ∈ L^2(ν), (11.3) P If = IQf, where P ∈ B(L^2(ν)) and Q ∈ B(L^2(ε)) is self-adjoint. Moreover, we suppose that S(Q) = S_p(Q) = (λ_n ∈ C )_{n≥0} and write (L_n)_{n≥0} for the associated sequence of eigenfunctions, with Span(L_n) = L^2(ε). Although most of the results presented below may also hold in a more general settings, for sake of clarity, we focus on the conditions of the present work. We say that I is an intertwining operator. It is immediate that the adjoint intertwining relation holds, that is with I^∗ ∈ B(L^2(ν), L^2(ε)) the adjoint of I, we have that, for any g ∈ L^2(ν)

(11.4) I^∗P^∗g = QI^∗g

where P^∗ ∈ B(L^2(ν)) stands for the adjoint of P . There is a substantial literature devoted to the study of intertwining relations. A natural problem is to understand how the spectral properties of an operator are preserved under such type of transformation. In our context, this issue is still unclear since without any additional assumptions one can find examples where the spectrum of one operator may not intersect the spectrum of the other one. A natural requirement is that the intertwining operator I is an affinity, that is a bounded operator admitting a bounded inverse. In such case, Q and P are called similar and the two spectra coincide. In this direction, we mention the recent paper of Inoue and Trapani [56] where it is proved that a closed operator admits a non-self-adjoint resolutions of the identity if and only if it is similar to a self-adjoint operator. There exists an intermediate notion, called quasisimilarity, that is when I ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)) is one-to-one and has a dense range, which was first introduced by Sz.-Nagy and Foias, see [94], in their theory considering an infinite dimensional 146

analogue of the Jordan form for certain classes of operators; it replaces the familiar notion of similarity which is the appropriate equivalence relation to use with finite dimensional Jordan forms. However, two operators can be quasi-similar and yet have unequal spectra, see e.g. [55]. For normal operators this cannot happen: it follows from the Putnam-Fuglede commutativity theorem that if two normal operators are quasisimilar, they are actually unitary equivalent, see [45, Lemma 4.1], and therefore have equal spectra. Finally, we refer to [2] for a recent account of similar and quasi-similar operators.

We are now ready to state the following relations between point spectra and multiplicity of eigenvalues, recalling that S(Q) = S_p(Q) = (λ_n)_{n≥0} and we write (L_n)_{n≥0} the associated set of eigenfunctions.

Proposition 11.1. Assume that the intertwining relation (11.3) holds with I ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)).

(1) If for some n ≥ 0, L_n /∈ Ker(I), then λ_n ∈ S_p(P ).

(2) Finally, if I is one-to-one with I1 ≡ 1 then S_p(Q) ⊆ S_p(P ) and for any n ≥ 0, M_g(Q, λ_n) ≤ M_g(P, λ_n) and M_a(Q, λ_n) ≤ M_a(P, λ_n).

Remark 11.2. Note that it is possible that S_p(Q) ⊊ S_p(P ). Indeed there may exist P_n ∈ L^2(ν) \ Ran(I) an eigenfunction of P associated to the eigenvalue λ̄_n ∈ C \ S_p(Q).

Proof. Since by assumption P_n = IL_n ≠ 0, we deduce from (11.3) together with the linearity of I that P P_n = IQL_n = λ_nIL_n = λ_nP_n, which completes the proof of the first statement. Both facts S_p(Q) ⊆ S_p(P ) and for any n ≥ 0, M_g(Q, λ_n) ≤ M_g(P, λ_n) follow by a similar line of reasoning and employing the fact that I is one-to-one. Finally, if for some n ∈ N, there exists an integer p and L_n ≠ 0 ∈ L^2(ε) such that (Q − λ_n1)^{p+1}L_n = 0 and (Q − λ_n1)^pL_n ≠ 0 then, since I is one-to-one with with I1 ≡ 1, (P − λ_n1)^{p+1}IL_n = 0 and (P − λ_n1)^pIL_n ≠ 0, which completes the proof of the fact that M_a(Q, λ_n) ≤ M_a(P, λ_n). □

The next result discusses the consequence of the completeness property of a set of eigenfunctions on the residual spectrum and on the (geometric and algebraic) multiplicity of the eigenvalues of the adjoint operator. Note that the proof of the latter result is based on a substantial property of biorthogonal sequences in Hilbert space that we had recalled above, namely that a complete sequence in a separable Hilbert space admits at most one biorthogonal sequence. We also recall that a sequence that admits a biorthogonal sequence is said to be minimal and a sequence that is both minimal and complete, in the sense that its linear span is dense in L^2(ν), will be called exact.

Proposition 11.3. Let us assume that there exists a sequence of eigenfunctions (P_n)_{n≥0} of P associated to the sequence of distinct eigenvalues (λ_n)_{n≥0} such that Span(P_n) = L^2(ν).

(1) S_r(P ) = ∅. If in addition (P_n)_{n≥0} is minimal, then for all n ≥ 0, λ_n ∈ S_p(P^∗) and

M_a(λ_n, P^∗) = M_g(λ_n, P^∗) = 1.

(2) If for all n, IL_n = P_n and for some n̄, L_{n̄} /∈ Ran(I^∗) then λ_{n̄} ∈ S_r(P^∗).

Proof. Let us assume that there exists a complex number q ∈ S_r(P ), that is P − q1 is one-to-one but does not have a dense range. Since q /∈ S_p(P ), we have for all n ≥ 0, (P − q1)P_n = (λ_n −q)P_n ≠ 0, which yields to a contradiction as Span(P_n) = L^2(ν) and proves the first claim. Next, for any n, m ≥ 0, using that (V_n)_{n≥0} is biorthogonal to (P_n)_{n≥0} and that V_n ≠ 0, we have that ⟨P^∗V_n − λ_nV_n, P_m⟩_ν = ⟨V_n, P P_m⟩_ν − λ_nδ_{nm} = (λ_m − λ_n)δ_{nm} = 0. (11.5)

That is P^∗V_n − λ_nV_n ∈ Span(P_n)^⊥ = {0} since by assumption Span(P_n) = L^2(ν). Thus, we deduce that λ_n ∈ S_p(P^∗). Assume now that there exists n_0 ∈ N such that M_g(λ_{n0} , P^∗) = 2. That is there exists v_{n0} ∈ L^2(ν) such that v_{n0} ≠ 0, v_{n0} ≠ V_{n0} and P^∗v_{n0} = λ_{n0} v_{n0} . Thus, for all m ≥ 0, we have

λ_{n0} ⟨P_m, v_{n0} ⟩_ν = ⟨P_m, P^∗v_{n0} ⟩_ν = ⟨P P_m, v_{n0} ⟩_ν = λ_m⟨P_m, v_{n0} ⟩_ν

(11.6)

that is for some C ∈ R, ⟨P_m, v_{n0} ⟩_ν = Cδ_{mn0} . Note that we may choose v_{n0} such that C = 1. Indeed as P^∗ is linear, C ≠ 0 because otherwise v_{n0} = 0 as Span(P_n) = L^2(ν). Thus the sequence (ṽ_n)_{n≥0} defined by ṽ_{n0} =^1_2 v_{n0} +^1_2 v_{n0} and otherwise ṽ_n = v_n is another biorthogonal sequence to (P_n)_{n≥0}. However, as mentioned before the statement, this is impossible as Span(P_n) = L^2(ν) which implies the uniqueness of the biorthogonal sequence. Hence for all n ≥ 0, M_g(λ_n, P^∗) = 1. Next, let n ≥ 0 and note that if dim Ker(P^∗ − λ_n1)^2 = 1 then M_a(λ_n, P^∗) = lim_{k→∞} dim Ker(P^∗ − λ_n1)^k = dim Ker(P^∗ − λ_n1) = 1. Indeed, assume that there exists V_n ∈ L^2(ν) such that (P^∗ − λ_n1)^3V_n = 0, then necessarily (P^∗ − λ_n1)V_n = 0, that is V_n ∈ Ker(P^∗ − λ_n1), since the converse inclusion always holds, this gives the statement for k = 3. A recurrence argument yields the claim for all k ≥ 2. Hence it remains to show that Ker(P^∗ − λ_n1)^2 = Ker(P^∗ − λ_n1). To this end, assume that there exists V_n ≠ V_n ∈ Ker(P^∗ − λ_n1)^2, that is since we have dim Ker(P^∗ − λ_n1) = M_g(λ_n, P^∗) = 1, (P^∗ − λ_n1)V_n = CV_n for some real constant C ≠ 0. Thus ⟨P^∗V_n, P_n⟩_ν − λ_n⟨V_n, P_n⟩_ν = C⟨V_n, P_n⟩_ν . Using the eigenfunction property of P_n and the biorthogonality property, we get 0 = λ_n⟨V_n, P_n⟩_ν − λ_n⟨V_n, P_n⟩_ν = C ≠ 0, which completes the proof of the first item through a contradiction argument. To prove the second item we assume that λ_{n̄} ∈ S_p(P^∗), that is there exists V_{n̄} ∈ L^2(ν) such that P^∗V_{n̄} = λ_{n̄}V_{n̄}. Next, since IL_n = P_n, for all n ≥ 0, we easily deduce that I has dense range in L^2(ν) and thus I^∗ is one-to-one in L^2(ν). Thus, we deduce from the intertwining relation (11.4) and Proposition 11.1 that I^∗V_{n̄} = L_{n̄} which yields to a contradiction as it is assumed that L_{n̄} /∈ Ran(I^∗). Hence λ_{n̄} ∈ S_p(P ) \ S_p(P^∗) which implies that Ker(P^∗ − λ_{n̄}1) = {∅} with Ran(P^∗ − λ_{n̄}1)^⊥ = Ker(P − λ_{n̄}1) ≠ {∅}, that is, λ_{n̄} ∈ S_r(P^∗), which completes the proof. □

We complete this part with the following result which provides, in the context of intertwining relation, a set of sufficient conditions for the characterization of the point and residual spectra. Note that this type of condition seems to be weaker than the one appearing in the intertwining literature. Indeed, we are able to extract this information without the assumption that either the intertwining operator has a bounded inverse or the linear operators P belong to some special classes of linear operators. 148

Proposition 11.4. Assume that the intertwining relation (11.3) holds with I ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)), Ran(I_ϕ) = L^2(ν) and assume that there exists a sequence (P_n)_{n≥0} of eigenfunctions for P associated to the set of distinct eigenvalues (λ_n)_{n≥0}. If in addition the sequence (P_n)_{n≥0} is exact and its biorthogonal sequence (V_n)_{n≥0} is complete, then S_p(P^∗) = S_p(Q) = S_p(P ), S_r(P^∗) = S_r(Q) = S_r(P ) = ∅ and M_a(λ_n, P ) = M_g(λ_n, P ) = M_a(λ_n, P^∗) = M_g(λ_n, P^∗) = 1.

Proof. Since Ran(I_ϕ) = L^2(ν) and thus Ker(I^∗_ϕ) = {∅}, we get, by means of the intertwining relation (11.3), its adjoint version (11.4), the minimality of (P_n)_{n≥0} and Proposition 11.1 that S_p(P^∗) ⊆ S_p(Q) ⊆ S_p(P ). Moreover, as both sequences (P_n)_{n≥0} and (V_n)_{n≥0} are complete we have from Proposition 11.3 that S_r(P ) = S_r(P^∗) = ∅. Next, from the identity Ker(P − λ1) = Ran(P^∗ − λ1)^⊥, we easily deduce the inclusions S_r(P^∗) ⊆ S_p(P ) ⊆ S_r(P^∗) ∪ S_p(P^∗), which provides that S_p(P^∗) = S_p(P ) and completes the proof of the first two claims. Finally the last one follows from Proposition 11.3. □

11.1. Proof of Theorem 1.22. We recall that the item (1) was stated in Theorem 7.3(2) and proved in that Chapter. Let now ψ ∈ N_∞. Then, from Theorem 8.1 we have that, for all n ≥ 0, V_n ∈ L^2(ν) and the equation (8.4) in Proposition 8.4 entails that L_n = I^∗_ϕV_n. Hence, since from (7.24), P_m = I_ϕL_m, m ≥ 0, we get that ⟨P_m, V_n⟩_ν = ⟨I_ϕL_m, V_n⟩_ν = ⟨ L_m, I^∗_ϕV_n ⟩ ε = ⟨L_m, L_n⟩_ε = δ_{nm}, which proves that (V_n)_{n≥0} is minimal. Its uniqueness property follows since the sequence (P_n)_{n≥0} is exact which itself is a direct consequence of item (1). We complete the proof of this item (2) by means of item (1) combined with the fact that a sequence which is biorthogonal to a Bessel sequence is a Riesz-Fischer sequence, see e.g. [27, Proposition 2.3(ii)]. Assume now that ψ ∈ N_P ∪ N^{dϕ}_{α,m}. Then, the claims of item (3) follow readily from the fact that Span(V_n) = L^2(ν) which is found in Theorem 10.1(3). For the last item (4), assuming first that ψ ∈ N , the inclusion E_t ⊆ S_p(P_t) is given in Theorem 7.3(1), whereas the last claim of (4a), i.e. S_r(P_t) = ∅, is deduced from Proposition 11.3(1). Theorem 8.1 (resp. Proposition 11.3(1)) gives the first (resp. second) claim of the item (4b). Item (4c) follows by combining the previous item (3) with Proposition 11.4. Finally, the last item (4d) is immediate from Theorem 8.8.

12. Proof of Theorems 1.11, 1.17 and 1.18

Let first ψ ∈ N . Then the expressions of P_n as stated in (1.21) have been derived in Theorem 7.3(1). Next, from the intertwining relationship (7.3) and the expansion (3.2) of the Laguerre semigroup of order m = 0, we get, in the L^2(ν) topology, that for any g ∈ L^2(ε), t > 0,

P_tI_ϕ g = I_ϕ Q_tg = I_ϕ ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}⟨g, L_n⟩_ε L_n = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}⟨g, L_n⟩_ε P_n, where the last identity is justified by the Bessel property of the sequence (P_n)_{n≥0} combined with (⟨g, L_n⟩_ε)_{n≥0} ∈ ℓ^2(N), for any f ∈ L^2(ε). Next, since from Theorem 7.1(1) I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)) and from Theorem 7.1(2), Ran(I_ϕ) = L^2(ν), we have that its pseudo-inverse I^†_ϕ, see [7, p.234] for definition, is densely defined from L^2(ν) into L^2(ε). Thus, for any f ∈ Ran(I_ϕ), t ≥ 0, P_tf = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}⟨I^†_ϕ f, L_n⟩_ε P_n in L^2(ν),

(12.1)

and, the two linear operators in (12.1) coincide on a dense subset of L^2(ν).

12.1. Proof of Theorem 1.11(2). We have here ψ ∈ N^c_∞ and in particular r < ∞. First, note that identity (12.1) proves (1.24) of Theorem 1.11(2). Next, from (7.13) and the notation there, we get that, for all p∈N and large n | |P^{(p)}_n (x) | | ≤ P^{(p)}_n (−x) ≤ n^{p+ 12} Eϕ(nx) = O ( n^{p+ 12} e^{xr n} ) . (12.2)

Then, writing c^†_n(f) = ⟨I^†_ϕ f, L_n⟩_ε, we get, with x ∈ (0, K), for any K > 0, any f ∈ Ran(I_ϕ) and t ≥ 0 | | | | ∞∑ n=p e^{−nt}c^†_n(f) P^{(p)}_n (x) | | | | ≤ C ∞∑ n=p n^{p+ 12} e^{−n}(^{t− xr} )c^†_n(f) ≤ C ∞∑ n=p n^{p+ 12} e^{−n}(^{t− Kr} )c^†_n(f).

where C > 0. Since, from the discussion above, (c^†_n(f))_{n≥0} ∈ ℓ^2(N) for all f ∈ Ran(I_ϕ), we get that for all k, p ∈ N d^k dt^k (P_tf)^{(p)}(x) = ∞∑ n=p (−n)^ke^{−nt}c^†_n(f) P^{(p)}_n (x), where the series is locally uniformly convergent in C_r = { (t, x) ∈ R^2_+ ; x ≤ rt } , which completes the proof of Theorem 1.11(2).

12.2. Proof of Theorem 1.11(1). We prove Theorem1.11(1a) for the domain

(12.3) D_T = D^{NP}_0 (L^2(ν)) ∪ D^{NΘϕ}_{TΘϕ} (L^2(p_α)) ∪ D^{Nα}_{Tπα} (L^2(ν_γ )) ∪ D^{Nα}_{Tπα,ρα} (L^2(ν)) ∪ D^{NR}_{Tᾱ} (L^2(ν)).

We make the following observations first. For any t > 0 consider the linear space D(S_t) = { f ∈ L^2(ν); ⟨P_tf, V_n⟩_ν ∈ ℓ^2(N) } . Let S_t : D(S_t) → L^2(ν) be the spectral operator defined 150

by S_tf(x) = ∞∑ n=0 ⟨P_tf, V_n⟩_ν P_n(x) = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt} ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν P_n(x). Note that P_t = S_t on Ran(I_ϕ) ⊂ D(S_t) and thus D(S_t) = L^2(ν). Indeed, ψ ∈ N_∞ implies V_n ∈ L^2(ν), n ≥ 0, see Theorem 8.1(1) with I^∗_ϕV_n = L_n. Then, for any f ∈ Ran(I_ϕ), ⟨I^†_ϕ f, L_n⟩_ε = ⟨ f, V_n⟩_ν and from (12.1), for any f ∈ Ran(I_ϕ), t > 0,

(12.4) P_tf(x) = S_tf(x) = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}⟨f, V_n⟩_ν P_n(x) in L^2(ν). This incidentally proves (1.20) of Theorem 1.11(1a) for D^{N∞}_0 (Ran(I_ϕ)). Since Ran(I_ϕ) = L^2(ν), by the bounded linear transformation theorem, we get that P_t is the unique linear continuous extension of S_t in L^2(ν). In order to characterize the domain of the spectral operator and show that each member of D_T in (12.3) is a subset of this domain, we present several methodologies to show that for some L a linear subspace of L^2(ν) we have, for all f ∈ L, (⟨P_tf, V_n⟩_ν )_{n≥0} ∈ ℓ^2(N) and as a consequence P_tf = S_tf in L^2(ν). Although, we know that P_t = S_t on Ran(I_ϕ) and Ran(I_ϕ) = L^2(ν), it may not be trivial to show, even when S_tf ∈ L^2(ν) for f ∈ L, that S_t is also continuous in L^2(ν) on this subspace.

12.2.1. Hilbert sequence argument. Recall that ψ ∈ N_∞. The following statement holds. Proposition 12.1. Write V^⊥ = Span(V_n)^⊥. Then, for any t ≥ 0, P_tV^⊥ ⊆ V^⊥ and Ker(P_t) ⊆ V^⊥ = Ker(S_t). Moreover, if Span(V_n) = L^2(ν) then Ker(P_t) = {0} and for any f ∈ L^2(ν) and t > 0 such that (⟨P_tf, V_n⟩_ν )_{n≥0} ∈ ℓ^2(N) we have that P_tf = S_tf in L^2(ν).

Proof. If f ∈ V^⊥ then from (8.1), we have for any n ∈ N, ⟨P_tf, V_n⟩_ν = e^{−nt} ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν = 0 that is P_tf ∈ V^⊥. A similar argument yields Ker(P_t) ⊆ V^⊥. With still f ∈ V^⊥, we have that S_tf = ∞∑ n=0 ⟨P_tf, V_n⟩_ν P_n = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt} ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν P_n = 0 ∈ L^2(ν),

that is V^⊥ ⊆ Ker(S_t). Next, let f ∈ Ker(S_t). Then, as (V_n, P_n)_{n≥0} is a biorthogonal sequence, see Theorem 1.22(2), we have, for any m ≥ 0, that 0 = ⟨S_tf, V_m⟩_ν = e^{−mt} ⟨f, V_m⟩_ν , that is Ker(S_t) ⊆ V^⊥. Assume now that Span(V_n) = L^2(ν) and f, t are such that (⟨P_tf, V_n⟩_ν )_{n≥0} ∈ ℓ^2(N). Since (P_n)_{n≥0} is a Bessel sequence, see Theorem 7.3(2), then S_tf = ∞∑ n=0 ⟨P_tf, V_n⟩_ν P_n ∈ L^2(ν). Thus, as (V_n, P_n)_{n≥0} is a biorthogonal sequence, we have, for any m ≥ 0, that ⟨S_tf, V_m⟩_ν = ⟨P_tf, V_m⟩_ν , which provides the statement as in a Hilbert space the notions of complete and total sequences coincide, i.e. V^⊥ = {0} if and only if Span(V_n) = L^2(ν). □

12.2.2. A density argument via the intertwining operator. As we can prove the completeness of the sequence of co-eigenfunctions for some classes and thus invoke Proposition 12.1, in this part we develop another technique, which relies on a density argument, to show that the two operators coincide on a subspace. More specifically, consider the Hilbert space L with norm ||.||_L generated by a non-negative measure on R^+ with density L and L ⊆ L^2(ν) such that I_ϕ ∈ B(L) with Ran(I_ϕ)_{||.||L} = L. Note that in this case L ⊆ L^2(ν) implies that ν is absolutely continuous with respect to L and the C||.||_L ≥ ||.||_ν , for some C ∈ (0, ∞). Assume further that for any f ∈ L, we have, for some functions V_n ∈ L, that (12.5) ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν ≤ ||f||_L ||V_n||_L with ||V_n||_L = O ( n^ae^{nT} ) , for some T, a > 0 and n large. This implies that, for all t > T , (e^{−nt} ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν )_{n≥0} ∈ ℓ^2(N). Since (P_n)_{n≥0} forms a Bessel sequence with Bessel bound 1, see Theorem 7.3(2) and (7.25), then for all f ∈ L and t > T , S_tf = ∞∑ n=0 ⟨P_tf, V_n⟩_ν P_n = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt} ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν P_n = S ( (e^{−nt} ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν )_{n≥0} ) ∈ L^2(ν),

where S : (c_n)_{n≥0} ∈ ℓ^2(N) → ∑_∞ n=0 c_nP_n ∈ L^2(ν), see (1.31), is norm bounded by 1. We aim to show that S_tf = P_tf. From the assumption Ran(I_ϕ)_{||.||L} = L there is (f_m)_{m≥0} ∈ L such that lim_{m→∞} I_ϕf_m = f in L. Putting for any n, m∈ N, g ∈ L^2(ν), c_{n,t}(g) = e^{−nt} ⟨g, V_n⟩_ν , we have, from (12.4), for all t > 0, and in particular for all t > T and m ≥ 0, that

P_tI_ϕf_m(x) = ∞∑ n=0 c_{n,t}(I_ϕf_m) P_n(x) in L^2(ν).

Therefore, we get that ‖P_tI_ϕf_m − S_tf‖^2_ν = ‖S(c_{n,t}(I_ϕf_m − f))‖^2_ν ≤ ∞∑ n=0 c^2_{n,t}(I_ϕf_m − f) ≤ ‖I_ϕf_m − f‖^2_L ∞∑ n=0 e^{−2nt}||V_n||^2_L ≤ C_t‖I_ϕf_m − f‖^2_L, where ∞ > C_t > 0 and we have used (12.5) for the two last inequalities. Thus lim_{m→∞} P_tI_ϕf_m = S_tf in L^2(ν). However, as P_t is a contraction in L^2(ν) and lim_{m→∞} I_ϕf_m = f in L^2(ν), we conclude that P_tf = S_tf

We now apply the previous results to all domains in (12.3).

First, if ψ ∈ N_P (resp. ψ ∈ N_R) , since from (10.1) (resp. (10.3)), we have for large n and ϵ > 0, ||V_n||_ν = O (e^{ϵn}) (resp. ||V_n||_ν = O ( e^{Tᾱn} ) ), we deduce, from the density argument presented in 12.2.2 with L = L^2(ν), the convergence in L^2(ν) of the spectral operator for the domain D^{NP}_0 (L^2(ν)) ∪ D^{NR}_{Tᾱ} (L^2(ν)) and thus (1.20) of Theorem1.11(1a) for those. If, furthermore, ψ ∈ N^{dϕ}_{α,m}, see (1.34) for the definition, the Hilbert sequence approach developed in 12.2.1 can be used as in this case Span(V_n) = L^2(ν), see Theorem 1.22(3). We continue with ψ ∈ N_α and hence the domains D^{Nα}_{Tπα} (L^2(ν_γ )) ∪ D^{Nα}_{Tπα,ρα} (L^2(ν)) from (12.3). Note that for any f ∈ L^2(ν_γ ), ν_γ (x) = max ( ν(x), e^{−x 1γ} ) , x > 0, γ > α + 1, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields that with V_nν = w_n, n ≥ 0, |⟨f, V_n⟩_ν | = | | | ⟨ f, w_n ν_γ ⟩ ν_γ | | | ≤ ||f||ν_γ | | | | | | w_n ν_γ | | | | | |_{νγ} = O ( e^{(Tπα +ε)n} ) , where, for large n, we have used the estimate (9.4) with a >^3_2 and any ε > 0. Moreover as plainly^{νγ (x)}_{Γ(γ+1)} dx is a probability measure on R_+ with ∫_∞ 0 e^{ϵx}ν_γ (x)dx < ∞ for some ϵ > 0, we have that it is moment determinate and thus the set of polynomials is dense in L^2(ν_γ ), see [1]. Hence Ran(I_ϕ)_{||.||νγ} = L^2(ν_γ ). By resorting again to the density argument outlined in 12.2.2 with L = L^2(ν_γ ) ⊆ L^2(ν) or L = L^2(ν) and using in this latter case the estimate (9.5), we get that P_t = S_t thus (1.20) of Theorem 1.11(1a) for the domains D^{Nα}_{Tπα} (L^2(ν_γ )) and D^{Nα}_{Tπα,ρα} (L^2(ν)) with T_{πα} = − ln sin (_π 2 α ) ≤ T_{πα,ρα} = max ( T_{πα} , 1 + ρ^{−1}_α ) , see Theorem 9.1(2b).

Note that often T_{πα,ρα} > T_{πα} which makes the two different domains valuable.

Finally, by a similar token, for any ψ ∈ N_{Θϕ} and f ∈ L^2(p_α), p_α(x) = x^{−α}, x > 0, α ∈ (0, 1), using the estimate (9.2), we get, for any ε > 0, that |⟨f, V_n⟩_ν | = | | | ⟨ f, w_n p_α ⟩ p_α | | | ≤ ||f||p_α | | | | w^n p_α | | | | p_α = O ( e ( T_{Θϕ} +ε ) n ) . This combined with the fact that Ran(I_ϕ)_{||.||pα} = L^2(p_α), see Lemma 8.16 (2), and L^2(p_α) ⊆ L^2(ν), thanks to Lemma 5.22 being applicable with n = k = 0, a = α, yield the validity of (1.20) of Theorem1.11(1a) for the domain D^{NΘϕ}_{TΘϕ} (L^2(p_α)) and hence we have established the whole of Theorem 1.11(1a). Theorem 1.11(1b) is a direct consequence of (12.4) and (12.2). Theorem 1.11(1c) also follows the same way noting that when r = ∞, (12.2) gives that | |P^{(p)}n (x) | | = O (e^{ϵn}) , for all ϵ > 0. Theorem 1.11(1d) is then trivial.

12.3. Heat kernel expansion. This part is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.11(3). To this end, we assume that ψ ∈ N_Θ and recall, from Theorem 1.9(1) that, in this case, r = ∞, and, from Theorem 1.9(3c), that N_R ⊂ N_Θ. Moreover, we set

T = T_{Θϕ} = − ln sin Θ_ϕ if ψ ∈ N_Θ or T = T_ᾱ ∧ T_{Θϕ} if ψ ∈ N_R,

where we recall that T_ᾱ = − ln(2^ᾱ − 1) with where for any ψ ∈ N_R we have defined ᾱ = sup { 0 < α ≤ 1; ∃ m >^1_α − 1 and ψ ∈ N_{α,m} } . With this notation, we introduce the linear operator S_t defined formally, for any t > T , by S_tf(x) = ∫_∞ 0 f(y) (_∞ ∑ n=0 e^{−nt}P_n(x)w_n(y) ) dy = ∫_∞ 0 f(y)S_tδ_y(x). Our ultimate aim is to show that S_tf = P_tf for functions f with compact support in order to obtain the expression of the heat kernel. To do so we first recall the pointwise bounds for 153

|w_n(y)|, which depend solely on the analyticity of ν, that were stated in Proposition 10.6(10.17). It says that if ν ∈ A(Θ) then for any t > T_Θ, y > 0, and n ≥ 1, |w_n(y)| ≤ F (y, t)e^{tn}, (12.6) where the function (y, t) → F (y, t) is locally uniformly bounded on R_+ × (T_{Θϕ} , ∞). The next result shows that for f ∈ C_c(R_+ ), we have that S_tf = S_tf for all t big enough. Proposition 12.2. Let ν ∈ A(Θ) then for |z| < e^{−TΘ} , with T_Θ = − ln sin Θ, we have that, for any f ∈ C_c(R_+ ),

S_tf(x) = S_tf(x) = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt} ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν P_n(x), where the series converges locally uniformly in (t, x) on (T_Θ, ∞) × R_+ . Finally, S_tf ∈ L^2(ν) for t > T_Θ.

Proof. We show that for any f ∈ C_c(R_+ ), we have, for t > T_Θ, S_tf(x) = S_tf(x). Let K = Suppf ⊊ (0, ∞). Then, since r = ∞, from (12.2), which gives that | |P^{(p)}n (x) | | = O (e^{ϵn}) , for all ϵ > 0, and (12.6) we deduce that for any t > t_0 > T_Θ, with t_0 fixed, and any ϵ ∈ (0, t − t_0) ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt} ∫_∞ 0 |f(y)||w_n(y)|dy |P_n(x)| ≤ sup_{y∈K} C(y, t_0) ∞∑ n=0 e^{−n(t−t0 )} ∫ K |f(y)|dy|P_n(x)|

≤ C ∞∑ n=0 e^{−n(t−t0 )}|P_n(x)|

≤ C ∞∑ n=0 e^{−n(t−t0 −ϵ)} < ∞. (12.7)

Then an application of Fubini’s theorem yields, that for any f ∈ C_c(R_+ ) and t > T_Θ, S_tf(x) = ∫_∞ 0 f(y) ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}P_n(x)w_n(y)dy = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}P_n(x) ∫_∞ 0 f(y)w_n(y)dy = S_tf(x). Finally, S_tf ∈ L^2(ν), for t > T_Θ, follows from (P_n)_{n≥0} being a Bessel sequence and ( e^{−nt} ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν ) ∈ ℓ^2(N) which in turn is a consequence of the first computation in (12.7). □

From the proof of Theorem 1.11(1) we have that P_tf = S_tf for the domain D^{NΘϕ}_{TΘϕ} (L^2(p_α)) that is for all f ∈ L^2(p_α), t > T_{Θϕ} , when ψ ∈ N_Θ. However, as in the proof of Lemma 9.6, ν ∈ A ( Θ_ϕ ) and therefore from Proposition 12.2 we have that S_tf = S_tf, for t > T_{Θϕ} and f ∈ C_c(R_+ ). As C_c(R_+ ) ⊆ L^2(p_α) we conclude that the semi-group is absolutely continuous with density P_t(x, y) = ∑_∞ n=0 e^{−nt}P_n(x)w_n(y), for t > T_{Θϕ} , (x, y) ∈ R^+ × R^+ . Then the expression (1.25), that is^{dk}_{dtk} P^{(p,q)}_t (x, y) = ∑_∞ n=p(−n)^ke^{−nt} P^{(p)}_n (x)w^{(q)}_n (y) follows from (12.2) with r = ∞, which gives that | | |P^{(p)}n (x) | | | = O (e^{ϵn}) , for all ϵ > 0, and an easy extension of (10.17) which yields |w^{(q)}_n (y)| ≤ F_q(y, t)e^{tn}, t > T_ᾱ, where F_q has the same properties of F . For 154

the final part of the proof of Theorem 1.11(3) assume that ν ∈ A (_π 2 ) . Therefore, Proposition 12.2 gives that S_tf = S_tf ∈ L^2(ν), for all t > 0 and f ∈ C_c(R_+ ). We prove the following result which relates S to the semigroup P .

Proposition 12.3. Assume that S_tf = S_tf ∈ L^2(ν), for all t > 0, f ∈ C_c(R_+ ) and that, for t > t_0(f), P_tf = S_tf. Then P_tf = S_tf = S_tf, for all t > 0.

Proof. Fix a > 0, write, for any M ∈ N, S^M_t f = ∑_M n=0 e^{−nt} ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν P_n and S̃^M_t f = S_tf −S^M_t f. Let now f ∈ C_c(R_+ ) and note that with any t > 0, M ∈ N, ||P_tS_af − S_{a+t}f||_ν ≤ ||P_tS^M_a f − S^M_{a+t}f||_ν + ||S̃^M_{a+t}f||_ν + ||P_tS̃^M_a f||_ν = ||S̃^M_{a+t}f||_ν + ||P_tS̃^M_a f||_ν since P_tS^M_a f = P_t M∑ n=0 e^{−na} ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν P_n = M∑ n=0 e^{−n(a+t)} ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν P_n = S^M_{a+t}f. Now, as P_t ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)), we get that ||P_tS_af − S_{a+t}f||_ν ≤ ||S̃^M_{a+t}f||_ν + ||S̃^M_a f||_ν . Letting M → ∞ and using the fact that S_af, S_{a+t}f ∈ L^2(ν) we conclude that P_tS_af = S_{a+t}f, for all t > 0. Therefore, from the assumptions, for t + a > t_0(f) we have that S_{a+t}f = P_{a+t}f and thus P_tP_af = P_tS_af and hence P_af − S_af ∈ Ker(P_t). However, if we conclude that P_af − S_af ∈ D(G_ν ), the domain of the infinitesimal generator (in L^2(ν)) G_ν of P , then a classical result of strongly continuous semigroups yields P_af = S_af. Choose furthermore f ∈ C^∞_c (R_+ ). Then, since the gL processes are Feller processes, see Definition 1.1, we know that f ∈ D(G) ⊂ C_0(R_+), where G is the generator of the Feller semigroup of the gL process, as a semigroup in C_0(R_+). However, from (1.6) and f ∈ C^∞_c (R_+ ) it can be easily seen that ||Gf||_∞ < ∞ and hence f ∈ D (G_ν ) ⊂ L^2(ν), where D (G_ν ) is the domain of the extension of G to G_ν . Therefore, P_af ∈ D(G_ν ) ⊂ L^2(ν). It remains to show that S_af ∈ D(G_ν ). Clearly,

lim_{t→0} P_tS_af − S_af t = lim_{t→0} S_{a+t}f − S_af t = lim_{t→0} ∞∑ n=0 e^{−na} ( 1 − e^{−nt} ) t ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν P_n and we can take the limit under the sum to verify that S_af ∈ D(G_ν ) ⊂ L^2(ν) thanks to

(P_n)_{n≥0} is a Bessel sequence and ( e^{−na} (^{1−e−nt})_t ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν ) n≥0 ∈ ℓ^2(N) since S_af ∈ L^2(ν).

Thus, S_af = P_af for f ∈ C^∞_c (R_+ ). For, f ∈ C_c(R_+ ) we can approximate. □

We can now conclude the claim of Theorem 1.11(3). Indeed, from Proposition 12.2 S_tf = S_tf, t > 0, for any f ∈ C_c(R_+ ), since ν ∈ A (_π 2 ) . However, since when ψ ∈ N_Θ and (ψ, t, f) ∈ D_T , for t > T_{Θϕ} , we have that P_tf = S_tf. Thus, Proposition 12.3 implies that P_tf = S_tf = S_tf, for all t > 0, and the kernel expansion follows immediately. Besides, when ψ ∈ N_P then ν ∈ A (_π 2 ) , see Lemma 9.6, Lemma 12.4 gives the second such condition in item (3).

12.3.1. Laguerre type expansions of the invariant density. 155

Lemma 12.4. Let ψ ∈ N \ N_P . Then, writing R_ϕ = − lim_{n→∞} ln | | | ∑_n k=0(−1)^k (^n_k)^{Wϕ(k+1)}

Γ(k+1) (_{Wϕ} Γ )| | | 2 √ n , we

have that ν is holomorphic in the parabolic domain C_{PR ϕ} = {z = a+ib ∈ C ; b^2 < 4R^2_ϕ(a+R^2_ϕ)}. In particular, if R_ϕ = ∞, then ν ∈ A (_π 2 ) . Proof. We first prove that when σ^2 = 0 then^{ν2}_ε ∈ L^2(R_+ ) and hence^ν_ε ∈ L^2(ε). The fact that

ν^2

ε is integrable on (0, 1) is clear from Theorem 5.22 applied with n = k = 0 and a ∈ (0, 1). For the interval (1, ∞) we use Theorem 5.5(5.7), that is ν(x)^∞∼^{Cψ√}_{2π} √ φ^′(x)e^− ∫_x m φ(y)^{dy}_y . Since σ2 =

0 then Proposition 4.1(3) gives that ϕ(x)^∞= o (x) , ϕ^′(x) = o (1) and thus lim_{x→∞} x^{−1}φ(x) = ∞. Then, for x > 1 with some constant C > 0 ν^2(x) ≤ Cφ^′(x)e^{−2} ∫_x m φ(y)^{dy}_y ≤ Cφ′(x)e− ∫_x m φ(y)^{dy}_y ε(x). Hence the integrability on (1, ∞) of^{ν2}_ε follows easily. Thus, in L^2(ε), ν(x) ε(x) = ∞∑ n=0 ⟨ν ε , L_n ⟩ ε L_n(x). Next, observe that, for any n ≥ 0, ⟨ν ε , L_n ⟩ ε = ∫_∞ 0 ν(x)L_n(x)dx = V_ψL_n(1) = n∑ k=0 (−1)^k ( n k ) W_ϕ(k + 1) Γ(k + 1) , where we have used the linearity of the Markov operator V_ψ and the expression (2.20) of its moments. The statement regarding the analyticity of ν follows from [86] and the last claim follows readily. □

12.4. Expansion of the adjoint semigroup: Proof of Theorem 1.17. Let ψ ∈ N_Θ, from (1.25) and the duality property, we have, for any t > T_Θ = − ln sin (Θ), that

P^∗_t (y, x) = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}V_n(y)P_n(x)ν(x) where the convergence is locally uniform on R_+ × R_+ . Next, note that for any g ∈ L^2(ν), an application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields, for any n ∈ N, (12.8) |⟨|g|, |P_n|⟩_ν | ≤ ||g||_ν ||P_n||_ν ≤ ||g||_ν , where ||P_n||_ν ≤ 1 from (7.10). This combined with bound (12.6) allows an application of Fubini’s theorem to get, for any t > T_Θ, that

(12.9) P^∗_t g(y) = ∫_∞ 0 g(x) ∞∑ n=0 e^{−nt}V_n(y)P_n(x)ν(x)dx = ∞∑ n=0 ⟨g, P_n⟩_ν e^{−nt}V_n(y), where the series converges uniformly on R_+ and completes the proof of item (1). For item (2), as ψ ∈ N_P ⊂ N_Θ with 0 < m =^{m+Π(0+)}_{σ2} < ∞, from Theorem 10.1(1), we have that ( √ c_n(m)V_n)_{n≥0} is a Bessel sequence, where c_n(m) =^{Γ(n+1)Γ(m+1)}_{Γ(n+m+1)}^∞= O (n^{−m}). Hence, with

(12.8), we have that (√ c_n(m)^{−1}e^{−nt} ⟨g, P_n⟩_ν ) n≥0 ∈ ℓ^2 (N) for all g ∈ L^2(ν). Therefore, from

the synthesis operator S : (c_n)_{n≥0} → S((c_n)) = ∑_∞ n=0 c_n (√ c_n(m)V_n ) associated to the Bessel

sequence ( √ c_n(m)V_n)_{n≥0}, see (1.31), we get that the expansion (12.9) converges in L^2(ν) and coincides with P^∗_t g, for all t > 0.

12.5. Proof of of Theorem 1.18: Rate of convergence to equilibrium. Let first ψ ∈ N . Then, note that for any f ∈ Ran(I_ϕ), writing f = I_ϕf, f ∈ L^2(ε), we have from the factorization (7.18), that for any x > 0,

νf = νI_ϕf = V_ψI_ϕf(1) = Ef(1) = εf = I_ϕεf(x),

where the last identity follows from the facts that εf is a constant and I_ϕ is a Markov operator. Hence, assuming in addition that f is not a constant, we have, for any t > 0, ||P_tf − νf||^2_ν = ||I_ϕ (Q_tf − εf)||^2_ν ≤ |||I_ϕ|||^2 ||Q_tf − εf||^2_ε ≤ |||I_ϕ|||^2 ||f − εf||^2_ε ||f − νf||^2_ν e^{−2t} ||f − νf||^2_ν , where we have used successively the intertwining relationship (11.3), the fact that I_ϕ ∈ B(L^2(ε), L^2(ν)) is a contraction, see (7.22), and the exponential decay of the Laguerre semigroup, see [3, Chap. 4]. Moreover since ||f − νf||^2_ν ≤ |||I_ϕ|||^2||f − εf||^2_ε, we get the inequality |||I_ϕ|||^{2 ||f−εf||2ε} ||f−νf||^2_ν ≥ 1. This ends the proof of item (1). We proceed with item (2). Next, for any

(ψ, f, t) ∈ D_T such that there exists, for any n ≥ 0, V_n ∈ L, | ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν | ≤ ||f||_L||V_n||_L with ||V_n||_L = O ( n^ae^{nT} ) , we have, for any t > T > 0, writing c̄_{n,t}(f) = ⟨P_tf, P_n⟩_ν for n ≥ 1 and c̄_{0,t}(f) = 0, and k = [2a], ||P_tf − νf||^2_ν = | | | | | | ∞∑ n=1 ⟨P_tf, V_n⟩_ν P_n(x) | | | | | | 2

ν = ||S(c̄_{n,t}(f))||^2_ν

≤ ∞∑ n=1 | ⟨P_tf, V_n⟩_ν |^2 = ∞∑ n=1 e^{−2nt}| ⟨f, V_n⟩_ν |^2 = ∞∑ n=1 e^{−2nt}| ⟨f − νf, V_n⟩_ν |^2

≤ ||f − νf||^2_L ∞∑ n=1 e^{−2nt}||V_n||^2_L ≤ C_L||f − νf||^2_L ∞∑ n=1 n^ke^{−2n(t−T )}

≤ 2^{k2} C_L √( 1 e^{2(t−T )} − 1 )_{(k)} ||f − νf||^2_L, where C_L > 0 and we used the synthesis operator associated to the Bessel sequence (P_n)_{n≥0}, see (1.31). When ψ ∈ N_R note from (10.13) that ||V_n||_L ≤ C_ν e^{nTᾱ} , k = 0 and we conclude the proof of Theorem 1.18(2). The first inequality of Theorem 1.18(3) follows similarly from (10.14) with C_L = C_{ν,ϵ}, for any t > ϵ > 0 and any ϵ > 0. Finally, let ψ ∈ N_P with Π(0^+) < ∞ and from, Lemma 10.4, recall that m =^{m+Π(0+)}_{σ2} > d^+_ϵ = d_ϵI_{{−dϕ>0}}, where d_ϵ = −d_ϕ − ϵ > 0, for some ϵ > 0. Then, from Lemma 10.2 and when −d_ϕ > 0, Lemma 10.4, we have that both sequences 157

( P_n √_{cn(d+ϵ )} ) n≥0 and ( √ c_n(m)V_n)_{n≥0}, where c_n(m) =^{Γ(n+1)Γ(m+1)}

Γ(n+m+1) , are Bessel sequences in L

2(ν)

with bound 1. Next, observe that since^{e−2(n−1)tcn(d+ϵ )c1(m)}

c_1(d^+_ϵ )c_n(m) = ∏_{n−2} j=0 e^{−2t} (_{n+m−j} n+d_ϵ−j )

(12.10) sup_{n≥1} e^{−2(n−1)t}c_n(d^+_ϵ )c_1(m)

c_1(d^+_ϵ )c_n(m) ≤ 1 ⇐⇒ e^{−2t} ( m + 2

d_ϵ + 2

) ≤ 1, which holds if and only if t > T_m =^1_2 ln

(_{m+2}

d_ϵ+2

) . Hence, for any f ∈ L^2(ν) and t > T_m = 1 2 ln

(_{m+2}

d_ϵ+2

) , we have ||P_tf − νf||^2_ν = ||S_tf − νf||^2_ν = ||S(c̄_{n,t}(f))||^2_ν ≤ ∞∑ n=1 c_n(d^+_ϵ ) c_n(m) | |⟨P_tf, √c_n(m)V_n⟩ ν | |^2

= e^{−2t} ∞∑ n=1 e^{−2(n−1)t}c_n(d^+_ϵ ) c_n(m) | | ⟨ f, √ c_n(m)V_n ⟩ ν | |^2

= e^{−2t}c_1(d^+_ϵ )

c_1(m) ∞∑ n=1 e^{−2(n−1)t}c_n(d^+_ϵ )c_1(m) c_1(d^+_ϵ )c_n(m) | | ⟨ f − νf, √ c_n(m)V_n ⟩ ν | |^2

≤ m + 1

d^+_ϵ + 1 e^{−2t} ∞∑ n=1 | |⟨f − νf, √c_n(m)V_n⟩ ν | |^2

≤ m + 1

d^+_ϵ + 1 e^{−2t}||f − νf||^2_ν where we used, for the third equality, the biorthogonality of the sequences (P_n)_{n≥0} and (V_n)_{n≥0} and the fact that P_0 ≡ 1, the equivalence (12.10) for the second inequality and the synthesis operator associated to the Bessel sequence ( √ c_n(m)V_n)_{n≥0} to obtain the last bound. This proves (1.28) for t > T_m. Finally, since for any t ≤ T_m,^{m+1}_{d+ϵ +1} e^{−2t} ≥^{d+ϵ +2}_{d+ϵ +1}^{m+1}_{m+2} ≥ 1 as m > d^+_ϵ , invoking that P_t is contractive, we complete the proof of this statement and hence of Theorem 1.18.

References

[1] N.I. Akhiezer. The Classical Moment Problem. Oliver and Boyd, 1965.

[2] J.-P. Antoine and C. Trapani. Partial inner product spaces, metric operators and generalized Hermiticity.

J. Phys. A, 46(2):025204, 21, 2013.

[3] D. Bakry, I. Gentil, and M. Ledoux. Analysis and geometry of Markov diffusion operators, volume 348 of Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences]. Springer, Cham, 2014.

[4] A A. Balkema, C. Klüppelberg, and U. Stadtmüller. Tauberian results for densities with gaussian tails.

Journal of London Mathematical Society, 51(2):383–400, 1993.

[5] C. Bartholmé and P. Patie. Generalized Caputo operators and their invariant functions. Preprint, 2014. [6] F. Baudoin. Bakry-Emery meet Villani. Arxiv preprint, http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.4938, 2013. [7] A. Ben-Israel and T. N. E. Grenville. Generalized Inverses: Theory and Applications. Springer- Verlag, Berlin, 2002.

[8] C. Berg and A. J. Durán. A transformation from Hausdorff to Stieltjes moment sequences. Ark. Mat., 42(2):239–257, 2004.

[9] S. Bernstein. Sur les fonctions absolument monotones. Acta Math., 52:1–66, 1928. [10] J. Bertoin. Lévy Processes. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1996.

[11] J. Bertoin and R. A. Doney. Cramér’s estimate for Lévy processes. Statist. Probab. Lett., 21(5):363–365, 1994.

[12] J. Bertoin and M. Savov. Some applications of duality for Lévy processes in a half-line. Bull. Lond. Math.

Soc., 43(1):97–110, 2011.

[13] J. Bertoin and M. Yor. On subordinators, self-similar Markov processes and some factorizations of the exponential variable. Electron. Comm. Probab., 6:95–106 (electronic), 2001.

[14] J. Bertoin and M. Yor. The entrance laws of self-similar Markov processes and exponential functionals of Lévy processes. Potential Anal., 17(4):389–400, 2002.

[15] J. Bertoin and M. Yor. On the entire moments of self-similar Markov processes and exponential functionals of Lévy processes. Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse Math., 11(1):19–32, 2002.

[16] J. Bertoin and M. Yor. Exponential functionals of Lévy processes. Probab. Surv., 2:191–212, 2005. [17] N. H. Bingham, C. M. Goldie, and J. L. Teugels. Regular variation, volume 27 of Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1987.

[18] R. M. Blumenthal and R. K. Getoor. Sample functions of stochastic processes with stationary independent increments. Journal of Mathematics and Mechanics, 10(3):493–516, 1961.

[19] R.M. Blumenthal and R.K. Getoor. Markov Processes and Potential Theory. Academic Press, New York, 1968.

[20] V. I. Bogachev, M. Röckner, and S. V. Shaposhnikov. On parabolic inequalities for generators of diffusions with jumps. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 158(1-2):465–476, 2014.

[21] A. Borodin and I. Corwin. Macdonald processes. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 158(1-2):225–400, 2014. [22] A.N. Borodin and P. Salminen. Handbook of Brownian Motion - Facts and Formulae. Probability and its Applications. Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 2^{nd} edition, 2002.

[23] L. Caffarelli and L. Silvestre. Regularity theory for fully nonlinear integro-differential equations. Comm.

Pure Appl. Math., 62(5):597–638, 2009.

[24] Ph. Carmona, F. Petit, and M. Yor. On the distribution and asymptotic results for exponential functionals of Lévy processes. In M. Yor (ed.) Exponential functionals and principal values related to Brownian motion. Biblioteca de la Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana, pages 73–121, 1997.

[25] Ph. Carmona, F. Petit, and M. Yor. Beta-gamma random variables and intertwining relations between certain Markov processes. Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana, 14(2):311–368, 1998.

[26] R. Carrol and J. Gilbert. Some remarks on transmutation, scattering theory, and special functions. Mathematische Annalen, 258(1):39–54, 1981.

[27] P. Casazza, O. Christensen, S. Li, and A. Lindner. Riesz-Fischer sequences and lower frame bounds. Z.

Anal. Anwendungen, 21(2):305–314, 2002.

[28] M. Chazal, A. Kyprianou, and P. Patie. A transformation for Lévy processes with one-sided jumps with applications. Adv. Appl. Prob., to appear, 2015.

[29] T. S. Chihara. Orthogonal polynomials with Brenke type generating functions. Duke Math. J., 35:505–517, 1968.

[30] O. Christensen. An Introduction to Frames and Riesz Bases. Birkhäuser, 2003. [31] T. Craven and G. Csordas. Jensen polynomials and the Turán and Laguerre inequalities. Pacific J. Math., 136(2):241–260, 1989.

[32] C. Cuchiero, M. Keller-Ressel, and J. Teichmann. Polynomial processes and their applications to mathematical finance. Finance Stoch., 16(4):711–740, 2012.

[33] G. Da Prato. An introduction to infinite-dimensional analysis. Universitext. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2006.

Revised and extended from the 2001 original by Da Prato.

[34] I. Daubechies, A. Grossmann, and Y. Meyer. Painless nonorthogonal expansions. J. Math. Phys., 27(5):1271, 1986.

[35] E. B. Davies. Pseudo-spectra, the harmonic oscillator and complex resonances. R. Soc. Lond. Proc. Ser.

A Math. Phys. Eng. Sci., 455(1982):585–599, 1999.

[36] E. B. Davies. Non-self-adjoint differential operators. Bull. London Math. Soc., 34(5):513–532, 2002. [37] E. B. Davies. Linear Operators and their Spectra. Cambridge University Press (CUP), 2007. [38] J. Delsarte and J.L. Lions. Transmutations d’opérateurs différentielles dans le domaine complexe. Comment. Math. Helv., 52:113–128, 1957.

[39] A. Demni, N. Rouault and M. Zani. Large deviations for clocks of self-similar processes. Séminaire de Probabilités, volume spcial ”Marc Yor”, In press, 2015.

[40] L. Desvillettes and C. Villani. On the trend to global equilibrium in spatially inhomogeneous entropydissipating systems: the linear Fokker-Planck equation. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 54(1):1–42, 2001.

[41] P. Diaconis and J. A. Fill. Strong stationary times via a new form of duality. Ann. Probab., 18(4):1483–1522, 1990.

[42] K. Diethelm. The analysis of fractional differential equations, volume 2004 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics.

Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2010. An application-oriented exposition using differential operators of Caputo type.

[43] J. Dolbeault, C. Mouhot, and C. Schmeiser. Hypocoercivity for linear kinetic equations conserving mass.

Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 367(6):3807–3828, 2015.

[44] R. Doney. Fluctuation Theory for Lévy Processes. Ecole d’Eté de Probabilités de Saint-Flour XXXV-2005.

Springer, 2007. first edition.

[45] R. G. Douglas. On the operator equation S^∗XT = X and related topics. Acta Sci. Math. (Szeged), 30:19– 32, 1969.

[46] M. Doumic Jauffret and P. Gabriel. Eigenelements of a general aggregation-fragmentation model. Math.

Models Methods Appl. Sci., 20(5):757–783, 2010.

[47] R. Duffin and A. Schaeffer. A class of non-harmonic Fourier series. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 72:341–366, 1952.

[48] N. Dunford. A survey of the theory of spectral operators. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc., 64(5):217–274, 1958. [49] N. Dunford and J. T. Schwartz. Linear operators. Part III: Spectral operators. Interscience Publishers [John Wiley & Sons, Inc.], New York-London-Sydney, 1971. With the assistance of William G. Bade and Robert G. Bartle, Pure and Applied Mathematics, Vol. VII.

[50] E. B. Dynkin. Markov processes. Vols. I, II, volume 122 of Translated with the authorization and assistance of the author by J. Fabius, V. Greenberg, A. Maitra, G. Majone. Die Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wi ssenschaften, Bände 121. Academic Press Inc., Publishers, New York, 1965.

[51] J.-P. Eckmann and M. Hairer. Spectral properties of hypoelliptic operators. Comm. Math. Phys., 235(2):233–253, 2003.

[52] J. A. Fill. On hitting times and fastest strong stationary times for skip-free and more general chains. J.

Theoret. Probab., 22(3):587–600, 2009.

[53] S. Gadat and L. Miclo. Spectral decompositions and L^2 -operator norms of toy hypocoercive semi-groups.

Kinet. Relat. Models, 6(2):317–372, 2013.

[54] B. Haas and V. Rivero. Quasi-stationary distributions and Yaglom limits of self-similar Markov processes.

Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 122(12):4054–4095, 2012. [55] T. B. Hoover. Quasi-similarity of operators. Illinois J. Math., 16:678–686, 1972.

[56] A. Inoue and C. Trapani. Non-self-adjoint resolutions of the identity and associated operators. Complex

Anal. Oper. Theory, 8(7):1531–1546, 2014.

[57] Y. Ishikawa and H. Kunita. Malliavin calculus on the Wiener-Poisson space and its application to canonical

SDE with jumps. Stochastic Process. Appl., 116(12):1743–1769, 2006.

[58] N. Jacob. Pseudo Differential Operators and Markov Processes Vol. 1: Fourier Analysis and Semigroups,

volume 1. Imperial College Press, 2001.

[59] S. Karlin and H. M. Taylor. A second course in stochastic processes. Academic Press, Inc. [Harcourt Brace

Jovanovich, Publishers], New York-London, 1981.

[60] Harry Kesten. Random difference equations and renewal theory for products of random matrices. Acta

Math., 131:207–248, 1973.

[61] H. Kunita and T. Watanabe. Markov processes and Martin boundaries. I. Illinois J. Math., 9:485–526,

1965.

[62] J. Lamperti. Semi-stable stochastic processes. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 104:62–78, 1962. [63] J. Lamperti. Semi-stable Markov processes. I. Z. Wahrsch. Verw. Geb., 22:205–225, 1972. [64] N. N. Lebedev. Special functions and their applications. Dover Publications Inc., New York, 1972. Revised

edition, translated from the Russian and edited by Richard A. Silverman, Unabridged and corrected republication.

[65] B. Ya. Levin. Lectures on entire functions, volume 150 of Translations of Mathematical Monographs.

American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1996. In collaboration with and with a preface by Yu. Lyubarskii, M. Sodin and V. Tkachenko, Translated from the Russian manuscript by Tkachenko.

[66] F. Malrieu. Some simple but challenging Markov processes. To appear in Annales de la Faculté des Sciences

de Toulouse, 2015.

[67] K. Maulik and B. Zwart. Tail asymptotics for exponential functionals of Lévy processes. Stochastic Process.

Appl., 116:156–177, 2006.

[68] P.-A. Meyer. Intégrales stochastiques IV. Séminaire de Probabilités de Strasbourg, 1:142–162, 1967. [69] L. Miclo. On hyperboundedness and spectrum of Markov operators. Invent. Math., 200(1):311–343, 2015. [70] O. P. Misra and J. L. Lavoine. Transform analysis of generalized functions, volume 119 of North-Holland

Mathematics Studies. North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1986. Notas de Matemática [Mathematical Notes], 106.

[71] F.W.J. Olver. Introduction to Asymptotics and Special Functions. Academic Press, 1974. [72] S. Pal and M. Shkolnikov. Intertwining diffusions and wave equations. 2013. Available at

http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.0857v2.

[73] J. C. Pardo, P. Patie, and M. Savov. A Wiener-Hopf type factorization for the exponential functional of

Lévy processes. J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2), 86(3):930–956, 2012.

[74] R. B. Paris and D. Kaminski. Asymptotics and Mellin-Barnes integrals, volume 85 of Encyclopedia of

Mathematics and its Applications. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2001.

[75] P. Patie. Infinite divisibility of solutions to some self-similar integro-differential equations and exponential

functionals of Lévy processes. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat., 45(3):667–684, 2009. [76] P. Patie. A refined factorization of the exponential law. Bernoulli, 17(2):814–826, 2011. [77] P. Patie. Law of the absorption time of some positive self-similar Markov processes. Ann. Probab.,

40(2):765–787, 2012.

[78] P. Patie and M. Savov. Extended factorizations of exponential functionals of Lévy processes. Electron. J.

Probab., 17:no. 38, 22, 2012.

[79] P. Patie and M. Savov. Exponential functional of Lévy processes: generalized Weierstrass products and

Wiener-Hopf factorization. C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris, 351(9-10):393–396, 2013.

[80] P. Patie and M. Savov. Cauchy Problem of the non-self-adjoint Gauss-Laguerre semigroups and uniform bounds of generalized Laguerre polynomials.

J. Spectr. Theory, to appear, page 33p., 2015.

[81] P. Patie and M. Savov. Bernstein-gamma functions and the exponential functional of Lévy processes.

Working paper, 2016.

[82] P. Patie, M. Savov, and Y. Zhao. Self-similar Feller semigroups. Working paper, 2015. [83] P. Patie and T. Simon. Intertwining certain fractional derivatives. Potential Anal., 36(4):569–587, 2012. [84] J. Picard. On the existence of smooth densities for jump processes. Probab. Theory Related Fields,

105(4):481–511, 1996.

[85] J. Pitman and L.G. Rogers. Markov functions. Ann. Probab., 9:573–582, 1981. [86] H. Pollard. Representation of an analytic function by a Laguerre series. Ann. of Math. (2), 48:358–365, 1947.

[87] V. Rivero. Recurrent extensions of self-similar Markov processes and Cramér’s condition. Bernoulli, 11(3):471–509, 2005.

[88] V. Rivero. Tail asymptotics for exponential functionals of Lévy processes: the convolution equivalent case.

Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat., 48(4):1081–1102, 2012.

[89] P. G. Rooney. Multipliers for the Mellin transformation. Canad. Math. Bull., 25(3):257–262, 1982. [90] K. Sato. Lévy Processes and Infinitely Divisible Distributions. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1999.

[91] K. Sato and M. Yamazato. On distribution functions of class L. Z. Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie, 43:273–308, 1978.

[92] R. L. Schilling, R. Song, and Z. Vondraček. Bernstein functions, volume 37 of de Gruyter Studies in Mathematics. Walter de Gruyter & Co., Berlin, 2010. Theory and applications.

[93] J. Sjöstrand. Some results on nonselfadjoint operators: a survey. In Further progress in analysis, pages 45–74. World Sci. Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2009.

[94] B. Sz.-Nagy and C. Foias. Analyse harmonique des opérateurs de l’espace de Hilbert. Masson et Cie, Paris;

Akadémiai Kiadó, Budapest, 1967.

[95] G. Szego. Orthogonal polynomials. American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I., fourth edition, 1975.

American Mathematical Society, Colloquium Publications, Vol. XXIII.

[96] N. M. Temme. Asymptotic estimates for Laguerre polynomials. Z. Angew. Math. Phys., 41(1):114–126, 1990.

[97] E.C. Titchmarsh. The theory of functions. Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1939. [98] K. Urbanik. Infinite divisibility of some functionals on stochastic processes. Probab. Math. Statist., 15:493– 513, 1995.

[99] J. V. Uspensky. Asymptotic formulae for numerical functions which occur in the theory of partitions. Bull.

Acad. Sci. URSS, 14:199–218, 1920.

[100] C. Villani. Hypocoercivity. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 202(950):iv+141, 2009.

[101] J. Vuolle-Apiala. Itô excursion theory for self-similar Markov processes. Ann. Probab., Vol. 22, No. 2, pages 546–565, 1994.

[102] T. Watanabe. Sample function behavior of increasing processes of class l. Probability Theory and Related Fields, 104:349–374, 1996.

[103] R. Webster. Log-convex solutions to the functional equation f(x + 1) = g(x)f(x): Γ-type functions. J.

Math. Anal. Appl., 209(2):605–623, 1997.

[104] R. M. Young. An introduction to nonharmonic Fourier series. Academic Press, Inc., San Diego, CA, first edition, 2001.

[105] R. Yvinec, C. Zhuge, J. Lei, and M. C. Mackey. Adiabatic reduction of a model of stochastic gene expression with jump Markov process. J. Math. Biol., 68(5):1051–1070, 2014.

School of Operations Research and Information Engineering, Cornell University, Ithaca, NY 14853.

E-mail address: pp396@cornell.edu

Institute of Mathematics and informatics, Bulgarian academy of sciences, Akad. Georgi Bonchev street Block 8, Sofia 1113.

E-mail address: mladensavov@math.bas.bg