arXiv:1806.02644v2 [math.PR] 3 May 2019

THE LOG-LÉVY MOMENT PROBLEM VIA BERG-URBANIK SEMIGROUPS

P. PATIE AND A. VAIDYANATHAN

Abstract. We consider the Stieltjes moment problem for the Berg-Urbanik semigroups which form a class of multiplicative convolution semigroups on R_+ that is in bijection with the set of Bernstein functions. In [8], Berg and Durán proved that the law of such semigroups is moment determinate (at least) up to time t = 2, and, for the Bernstein function ϕ(u) = u, Berg [4] made the striking observation that for time t > 2 the law of this semigroup is moment indeterminate. We extend these works by estimating the threshold time T_ϕ ∈ [2, ∞] that it takes for the law of such Berg-Urbanik semigroups to transition from moment determinacy to moment indeterminacy in terms of simple properties of the underlying Bernstein function ϕ, such as its Blumenthal-Getoor index. One of the several strategies we implement to deal with the different cases relies on a non-classical Abelian type criterion for the moment problem, recently proved by the authors in [27]. To implement this approach we provide detailed information regarding distributional properties of the semigroup such as existence and smoothness of a density, and, the large asymptotic behavior for all t > 0 of this density along with its successive derivatives. In particular, these results, which are original in the Lévy processes literature, may be of independent interest.

1. Introduction

The aim of this paper is to study the Stieltjes moment determinacy for multiplicative convolution semigroups (ν_t)_{t⩾0}, that is semigroups satisfying, for n, t ⩾ 0, �_∞ 0 x^nν_t(dx) =

�_∞ −∞ e^{ny} P(Y_t ∈ dy) = e^{tΨ(n)}

where (Y_t)_{t⩾0} is a one-dimensional Lévy process such that E[e^{nYt} ] < ∞, for all n, t ⩾ 0. In other words, we study the moment determinacy of the law of a process whose logarithm is a Lévy process, and we call this problem the log-Lévy moment problem, for short.

We first point out that if Ψ(n) =^1_2 n^2 then (ν_t)_{t⩾0} boils down to the semigroup of the geometric Brownian motion, whose law is indeterminate by its moments for all t > 0. This is because for any t > 0 the geometric Brownian motion is log-normally distributed, and it is well-known that a log-normal distribution is indeterminate by its moments. More generally, in [27, Theorem 2.1] it is proved that the log-Lévy moment problem is indeterminate for all t > 0 whenever the associated Lévy process has a Gaussian component, a case that we exclude from our analysis.

Moreover, Urbanik, in [35], introduced the multiplicative convolution semigroup of probability densities (e_t)_{t⩾0} satisfying, for n, t ⩾ 0,

(1.1)

�_∞ 0 x^ne_t(x)dx = (n!)^t = exp � t n� k=1 log k � = exp � t �_∞ 0 (e^{−ny} − 1 − n(e^{−y} − 1)) dy y(e^y − 1) � , and Berg [4, Theorem 2.5] discovered that the measure e_t(x)dx is moment determinate if and only if t ⩽ 2. This interesting fact reveals that the log-Lévy moment problem can be non-trivial, since there can exist a threshold time T ∈ [0, ∞] such that ν_t is moment determinate for 0 ⩽ t ⩽ T and moment indeterminate for t > T.

In the same paper, Berg defined a family of multiplicative convolution semigroups (ν_t)_{t⩾0} that are in bijection with the set of Bernstein functions B, see (2.2) below for definition. In particular, for any ϕ ∈ B,

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 44A60, 60E05; Secondary 60B15.

Key words and phrases. Multiplicative convolution semigroups, Stieltjes moment problem, asymptotic analysis, Lévy processes. This work was partially supported by NSF Grant DMS-1406599, a CNRS grant, and the ARC IAPAS, a fund of the Communautée française de Belgique. Both authors are grateful for the hospitality of the Laboratoire de Mathématiques et de leurs applications de Pau, where this work was initiated.

the moments of ν_t are given, for n, t ⩾ 0, by

(1.2) M_{νt} (n) =

�_∞ 0 x^nν_t(dx) =

�_n � k=1 ϕ(k)

�_t

where M_{νt} is called the moment transform of ν_t and for n = 0 the product is assumed to be 1. We call these the Berg-Urbanik semigroups, since (1.1) corresponds to the specific case ϕ(u) = u of (1.2). Note that, for a probability measure λ, there is the notion of Urbanik decomposability semigroups D (λ), which have also been referred to as Urbanik semigroups in the literature, see e.g. [19, 18], and are distinct from the semigroups (ν_t)_{t⩾0} defined via (1.2). Furthermore in [5, Theorem 2.2] it was also shown that, M_{νt} admits an analytical extension to the right-half plane, and, for Re(z) ⩾ 0 and t ⩾ 0,

M_{νt} (z) = e^{tΨ(z)}

where

(1.3) Ψ(z) = z log ϕ(1) +

�_∞ 0 (e^{−zy} − 1 − z(e^{−y} − 1)) κ(dy) y(e^y − 1)

, and

�_∞ 0 e^{−uy}κ(dy) = ϕ^′(u) ϕ(u) , with κ(dy) =

�_y 0 U(dy − r)(rμ(dr) + δ_d(dr)), where U is the potential measure, μ the Lévy measure and d the drift of ϕ, see (2.3) and (2.1) below for definitions. This is the general form of the right-most equality in (1.1), and we note that Hirsch and Yor have also derived (1.3) using different means, see [15, Theorem 3.1]. We mention that Hirsch and Yor also offer a nice exposition on the wealth of results by Urbanik in [36], which continues the investigations started in [35].

The log-Lévy moment problem for general Berg-Urbanik semigroups is only partially understood. It is known that any Berg-Urbanik semigroup is moment determinate for t ⩽ 2, see [4], and that there are Berg-Urbanik semigroups that are moment determinate for all t ⩾ 0, see [5], however much less is known concerning moment indeterminacy. We were inspired by Berg’s results, in particular his remarkable discovery of the threshold for the classical Urbanik semigroup (e_t)_{t⩾0}, to further study the log-Lévy moment problem in this setting. In particular, our aim was to understand how to estimate the threshold time T from simple properties of the underlying Bernstein function, and our main contribution in this regard is Theorem 2.1 below, which provides several new and original results in this area.

One of our approaches stems on a recent Abelian type criterion for the moment problem, established by the authors, that gives a necessary and sufficient condition for moment indeterminacy, see [27, Theorem 1.2]. To utilize this criterion we resort to proving the existence of densities for certain Berg-Urbanik semigroups and study their large asymptotic behavior. To obtain such asymptotics we apply, in a novel and non-standard way, a closure result for Gaussian tails obtained by Balkema et al. [2] combined with some recent Gaussian tail asymptotics estimates due to Patie and Savov [24].

The remaining part of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we state our main result for the log-Lévy moment problem, as well some auxiliary results on Berg-Urbanik semigroups and Lévy processes. In Section 3 we discuss some illustrative examples of Berg-Urbanik semigroups. Finally, Section 4 is devoted to the proofs of the results stated in Section 2.

2. Main results

We start with some preliminaries. Let ϕ : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) be the function defined by

(2.1) ϕ(u) = k + du +

�_∞ 0 (1 − e^{−uy})μ(dy),

where k, d ⩾ 0 and μ is a Radon measure on (0, ∞) that satisfies

�_∞ 0 (1 ∧ y)μ(dy) < ∞. We write B for the set of Bernstein functions, which is defined as

(2.2) B = {ϕ : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞); ϕ is of the form (2.1)} .

Note that B is a convex cone, i.e. for ϕ_1, ϕ_2 ∈ B and c_1, c_2 > 0 one has c_1ϕ_1 + c_2ϕ_2 ∈ B, and also that the triplet (k, d, μ) in (2.1) uniquely determines any ϕ ∈ B. We recall that the mapping u → ϕ^′(u) is completely monotone, i.e. ϕ^′ ∈ C^∞(R^+ ), the space of infinitely continuously differentiable functions on R^+ and for all n ∈ N and u ⩾ 0, (−1)^nϕ^{(n+1)}(u) ⩾ 0. It is well-known that the mapping u →^1_{ϕ(u)} is also completely monotone and the corresponding Radon measure U is the so-called potential measure of (the subordinator associated to) ϕ, i.e. for any u ⩾ 0,

(2.3)

�_∞ 0 e^{−uy}U(dy) = 1 ϕ(u) . We refer to the excellent monograph [29] for further information on Bernstein functions, and also to [24, Section 4] and [25, Section 3], in which several properties of Bernstein functions that are used in the proofs are collected. In what follows we systematically exclude the trivial Bernstein function ϕ ≡ 0 since this yields the degenerate convolution semigroup of a Dirac mass at 1 for all time.

A family of measures (ν_t)_{t⩾0} is said to be a multiplicative convolution semigroup if, for t, s ⩾ 0 we have ν_t ⋄ ν_s = ν_{t+s}, where ⋄ denotes the product convolution on the multiplicative group (R_+ , ×). Next, we define the moment transform of an integrable function f : R_+ → R, and of a probability measure ρ supported on [0, ∞), for (at least) z ∈ iR as

M_f (z) =

�_∞ 0 x^z f(x)dx, and M_ρ(z) =

�_∞ 0 x^z ρ(dx),

and observe that the moment transform is simply a shift of the classical Mellin transform. The moments of ρ, if they exist, are given, for n ⩾ 0, by

M_ρ(n) =

�_∞ 0 x^nρ(dx).

We say that a measure ρ supported on [0, ∞) is Stieltjes moment determinate, or simply moment determinate for short, if the sequence (M_ρ(n))_{n⩾0} uniquely characterizes the measure ρ among all probability measures supported on [0, ∞) and admitting all moments. Otherwise, we say ρ is moment indeterminate. The moment problem for probability measures supported on [0, ∞) has been intensively studied for many years, going back to the original memoir by Stieltjes [32]. For excellent references on aspects of the Stieltjes (and other) moment problems see the classic texts [1] and [31], as well as the more recent monograph [30].

We now state the definition of Berg-Urbanik semigroups, whose validity is justified by [4, Theorem 1.8].

Definition 2.1. Let ϕ ∈ B. Then the Berg-Urbanik semigroup associated to ϕ is the unique multiplicative convolution semigroup (ν_t)_{t⩾0} of probability measures characterized, for any t ⩾ 0 and Re(z) > 0, by

M_{νt} (z) = e^{tΨ(z)}

where Ψ was defined in (1.3). Recall that, for any n ∈ N and t > 0, e^{tΨ(n)} = (

�_n k=1 ϕ(k))^t.

Occasionally we write (ν^ϕ_t )_{t⩾0} to emphasize the dependence of the Berg-Urbanik semigroup on the Bernstein function, but will mostly drop this superscript for convenience. In such cases the Bernstein function will be clear from the context.

2.1. The log-Lévy moment problem for Berg-Urbanik semigroups. To describe our first main result we introduce the threshold index. For each ϕ ∈ B we let T_ϕ ∈ [0, ∞] be defined by

T_ϕ = inf{t > 0; ν^ϕ_t is indeterminate} = sup{t > 0; ν^ϕ_t is determinate},

where we utilize the bijection between B and the set of Berg-Urbanik semigroups, as well as the convention that sup ∅ = 0. It is justified to call T_ϕ a threshold index since (ν_t)_{t⩾0} is a multiplicative convolution semigroup and according to [8, Lemma 2.2 and Remark 2.3], a measure μ ⋄ σ is moment indeterminate if μ is indeterminate and σ ≠ cδ_0, c > 0. Since, for any ϕ ∈ B, ν_t is moment determinate for t ⩽ 2, it follows that T_ϕ ⩾ 2. In the case when T_ϕ = ∞ we say the Berg-Urbanik semigroup is completely determinate, otherwise if T_ϕ ∈ [2, ∞) we say the semigroup is threshold determinate. We proceed by defining some subsets of B that will be useful to state our main results. First, let

B_d = {ϕ ∈ B; d > 0}

denote the set of Bernstein functions with a positive drift. Next, write

B_J = {ϕ ∈ B; μ(dy) = v(y)dy with v non-increasing} and note that this is sometimes referred to as the Jurek class of Bernstein functions, due to [17], see also [29, Chapter 10]. For a Bernstein function ϕ we write ϕ(∞) = lim_{u→∞} ϕ(u) ∈ (0, ∞], and define its Blumenthal- Getoor index as (2.4) β_ϕ = inf � β ⩾ 0; lim_{u→∞} u^{−β}ϕ(u) < ∞ � ∈ [0, 1],

noting that this definition coincides with the original one in [11] for driftless subordinators. We also define the lower index of ϕ δ_ϕ = sup � δ ⩾ 0; lim_{u→∞} u^{−δ}ϕ(u) > 0 � , which has appeared in the study of shift-Harnack inequalities for subordinate semigroups, see [12]. From these definitions it is clear that 0 ⩽ δ_ϕ ⩽ β_ϕ ⩽ 1, and moreover one can construct an example for which strict inequality is possible, see [11, Section 6]. In view of this, we set B_≍ = {ϕ ∈ B; δ_ϕ = β_ϕ}.

We are now ready to state our main result regarding the log-Lévy moment problem for Berg-Urbanik semigroups.

Theorem 2.1. Let (ν_t)_{t⩾0} be the Berg-Urbanik semigroup associated to ϕ ∈ B.

(1) The inequality T_ϕ ⩾ 2 β_ϕ holds, and if β_ϕ > 0 and lim_{u→∞} u^{−βϕ} ϕ(u) < ∞ then ν_{Tϕ} is moment determinate. In particular, if ϕ(∞) < ∞ then β_ϕ = 0 and (ν_t)_{t⩾0} is completely determinate.

Moreover, the following hold.

(2) If ϕ ∈ B_d then T_ϕ = 2, and ν_2 is moment determinate. (3) If ϕ^t ∈ B_J for all t ∈ (0, 1), then

(2.5) 2 β_ϕ

⩽ T_ϕ ⩽ 2 δ_ϕ , and hence, if additionally ϕ ∈ B_≍, then

T_ϕ = 2 β_ϕ . (4) If there exists ϑ ∈ B such that^ϕ_ϑ ∈ B, then T_ϕ ⩽ T_ϑ. In particular, if ϑ^t ∈ B_J for all t ∈ (0, 1), then

T_ϕ ⩽ 2 δ_ϑ . Remark 2.1. Note that all complete Bernstein functions satisfy the property ϕ^t ∈ B_J for all t ∈ (0, 1). Indeed, writing H = {z ∈ C ; Im z > 0} for the upper half-plane, we recall that a Bernstein function ϕ is said to be a complete if its Lévy measure μ has a completely monotone density, or equivalently if Im ϕ(z) ⩾ 0 for all z ∈ H . Such functions are also sometimes called Pick or Nevanlinna functions in the complex analysis literature. If ϕ is a complete Bernstein function, then for t ∈ (0, 1) and z ∈ H , Im ϕ^t(z) = Im e^{t(log |ϕ(z)|+i arg ϕ(z))} = e^{t log |ϕ(z)|} Im e^{it arg ϕ(z)} ⩾ 0, and hence ϕ^t is a complete Bernstein function, and in particular its Lévy measure has a non-increasing density. In particular u → (u + m)^α is a complete Bernstein function, for any m ⩾ 0, α ∈ (0, 1), and thus u → (u + m)^{αt} is also a complete Bernstein function, for any t ∈ (0, 1). We refer to [29, Chapter 16] for abundant examples of complete Bernstein functions and to [29, Chapter 6] for further details on the theory of complete Bernstein functions; see also [14] for some interesting mappings related to complete Bernstein functions.

Remark 2.2. We mention that for Item (4) Patie and Savov, see [24, Proposition 4.4], have given sufficient conditions for the ratio of Bernstein functions to remain a Bernstein function, see also Proposition 4.1 below for another set of sufficient conditions.

This Theorem is proved in Section 4.4 and the proof makes use of several strategies that will be detailed throughout the rest of the paper. We proceed by offering some remarks regarding our results in relation to what has been proved in the literature.

First, Theorem 2.1(1) provides a generalization of the example provided in [4] for which the threshold function is infinite. Therein, the author considers the Bernstein function u →^u_{u+1} , for which lim_{u→∞}^u_{u+1} < ∞ and therefore trivially β_ϕ = 0. However, there exist ϕ ∈ B such that ϕ(∞) = ∞ but β_ϕ = 0, for example the function given, for u ⩾ 0 and any λ > 0, by

ϕ(u) = log � 1 + u λ � = �_∞ 0 (1 − e^{−ux})x^{−1}e^{−λx}dx,

which we note is a specific instance of Example 3.2 below. This shows that a Berg-Urbanik semigroup may have unbounded support for all t > 0, see Theorem 2.4(1) below, but is still completely determinate. Furthermore, in Theorem 2.1(1) we provide a condition on ϕ that ensures that the lower bound in (2.5) is sharp, in the sense that ν_{Tϕ} is moment determinate. It would be interesting to know what situations can occur when this condition is not fulfilled, in particular if it is possible that ν_{Tϕ} is indeterminate.

In Theorem 2.1(2) we provide an exhaustive claim for the case when ϕ ∈ B_d, thereby generalizing Berg’s result that the classical Urbanik semigroup (e_t)_{t⩾0} is moment determinate if and only if t ⩽ 2, which corresponds to the case ϕ(u) = u. The proof relies on an application of Theorem 2.1(4) to yield the matching upper bound, which shows that B_J can serve as a reference class for proving more general estimates. We borrow this idea of using reference objects from [24, Section 10] where the concept of reference semigroups was developed in the context of spectral theory of some non-self-adjoint operators. The fact that one can construct ϕ ∈ B such that 0 ⩽ δ_ϕ < β_ϕ < 1 shows that the inequality in (2.5) may be far from optimal. Nevertheless, when ϕ ∈ B_≍, Theorem 2.1(3) allows one to classify the behavior of T_ϕ entirely by the analytical exponent β_ϕ. Finally, as was suggested by an anonymous referee, it is worth emphasizing that for any T ∈ (2, ∞) there exists a Bernstein function ϕ whose associated Berg-Urbanik semigroup has threshold index T_ϕ = T , see e.g. Example 3.1.

2.2. A related moment problem on infinitely divisible moment sequences. Before we proceed with developing results leading to the proof of Theorem 2.1, we briefly discuss a related moment problem, which requires us to introduce the notion of infinitely divisible moment sequences. A Stieltjes moment sequence (m(n))_{n⩾0} is said to be infinitely divisible if, for any t > 0, the sequence (m^t(n))_{n⩾0} is again a Stieltjes moment sequence, and this notion goes back to Tyan who introduced and studied infinitely divisible moment sequences in his thesis [34]. By definition, for each t > 0, there exists a random variable X_t with moments (m^t(n))_{n⩾0} and it is natural to ask how the moment determinacy of X_t (meaning the moment determinacy of its law) relates to the moment determinacy of X^t_1, as a function of t. This latter random variable X^t_1 is the t^{th}-power of a random variable with moments (m(n))_{n⩾0}, and it is straightforward that X^t_1 has moments given by (m(tn))_{n⩾0}. From Theorem 2.3 below it follows that, for any ϕ ∈ B, the moment sequence (M_{ν1} (n))_{n⩾0} is infinitely divisible and hence Berg-Urbanik semigroups provide a natural setting in which to investigate this question. In what follows we let, for ϕ ∈ B, X_t(ϕ) denote the stochastic process whose law at time t > 0 is given by ν^ϕ_t and write simply X(ϕ) = X_1(ϕ), suppressing the dependency on ϕ when this causes no confusion.

Theorem 2.2. Let ϕ ∈ B.

(1) The random variable X^t is moment determinate for t <^2_{βϕ} , and if β_ϕ > 0 and lim_{u→∞} u^{−βϕ} ϕ(u) <

∞ then X^{2βϕ} is moment determinate. Moreover, the following hold.

(2) If ϕ ∈ B_d then X^t is moment determinate if and only if t ⩽ 2.

(3) If ϕ ∈ B_J then X^t is moment indeterminate for t >^2_{δϕ} . If in addition δ_ϕ = β_ϕ and lim_{u→∞} u^{−βϕ} ϕ(u) < ∞ then X^t is moment indeterminate if and only if t >^2_{βϕ} .

(4) If there exists ϑ ∈ B such that^ϕ_ϑ ∈ B then, for any t such that X^t(ϑ) is moment indeterminate, the variable X^t(ϕ) is also moment indeterminate.

This Theorem is proved in Section 4.5. While Theorem 2.1 concerns the t-dependent moment determinacy of the process (X_t)_{t⩾0}, Theorem 2.2 is the analogous result regarding the moment determinacy of X^t, or equivalently of the sequence (M_{ν1} (tn))_{n⩾0}. Note that the conditions in Theorem 2.2(3) are weaker than those in Theorem 2.1(3), which shows that the log-Lévy moment problem is the harder of the two moment problems. In [23] Lin stated the following conjecture regarding the moment determinacy of infinitely divisible moment sequences.

Conjecture (Conjecture 1 in [23]). Let (X_t)_{t⩾0} be a stochastic process such that (E[X^n_t ])_{n⩾0} = (m^t(n))_{n⩾0}, i.e. (m(n))_{n⩾0} is an infinitely divisible moment sequence. Then X_t is moment determinate if and only if X^t_1 is moment determinate.

As a corollary of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 we get an affirmative answer to Lin’s conjecture for a subclass of Berg-Urbanik semigroups.

Corollary 2.1. Let ϕ ∈ B and suppose that any of the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) β_ϕ = 0, (ii) ϕ ∈ B_d, (iii) ϕ ∈ B_≍ with ϕ^t ∈ B_J for all t ∈ (0, 1), β_ϕ > 0 and lim_{u→∞} u^{−βϕ} ϕ(u) < ∞.

Then Lin’s conjecture holds.

We point out that recently Berg [6] proved a related conjecture by Lin (Conjecture 2 in [23]) concerning the moment sequence (Γ(tn + 1))_{n⩾0}, which among other things confirms Lin’s conjecture (Conjecture 1) for this particular example. Note that the moment sequence (Γ(tn + 1))_{n⩾0} corresponds to the Bernstein function ϕ(u) = u, which falls under the assumption (ii) in Corollary 2.1.

2.3. A new Mellin transform representation in terms of Bernstein-Gamma functions. The proof of Theorem 2.1 relies on several intermediate results that are of independent interests. The first one is an alternative representation of M_{νt} . For a ∈ R we let C_{(a,∞)} = {z ∈ C ; Re(z) > a} and then write A_{(a,∞)} for the set of analytic functions on C_{(a,∞)} . Recall that a function f : iR → C is said to be positive-definite if, for any s_1, . . . , s_n ∈ iR and z_1, . . . , z_n ∈ C ,

�_n

i,j=1 f(si − sj )zizj ⩾ 0.

Next, for any ϕ ∈ B we let W_ϕ : C_{(0,∞)} → C denote the so-called Bernstein-Gamma function associated to ϕ, which is given by

(2.6) W_ϕ(z) = e^{−γϕz} ϕ(z) ∞� k=1 ϕ(k) ϕ(k + z) e^ϕ

′(k)

ϕ(k) z

where the infinite product is absolutely convergent on at least C_{(0,∞)} , and

γ_ϕ = lim_{n→∞}

�_n � k=1 ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k)

− log ϕ(n) � ∈ � − log ϕ(1), ϕ^′(1) ϕ(1)

− log ϕ(1) � . This function, as defined in (2.6) on R_+ was introduced and studied by Webster [37], and was extended (at least) to C_{(0,∞)} by Patie and Savov who introduced the terminology and studied their analytical properties, such as uniform decay along imaginary lines, in the works [24, Chapter 6] and [25]. The product in (2.6) can be thought of as a generalized Weierstrass product, as it generalizes the classical Weierstrass product representation for the gamma function. Indeed, this case can be recovered by setting ϕ(u) = u, in which case γ_ϕ boils down to the Euler-Mascheroni constant. Furthermore, W_ϕ is the unique positive-definite function that solves the functional equation

W_ϕ(z + 1) = ϕ(z)W_ϕ(z), W_ϕ(1) = 1,

valid for at least z ∈ C_{(0,∞)} , see [24, Theorem 6.1(3)]. Write Log for the branch of the complex logarithm that is analytic on the slit plane C \ (−∞, 0] and satisfies Log 1 = 0, commonly referred to as the principal branch. We use it to define, for t > 0 and z ∈ C_{(0,∞)} ,

W^t_ϕ(z) = e^{t Log Wϕ(z)},

as well as ϕ^t(z) = e^{t Log ϕ(z)}.

Theorem 2.3. Let ϕ ∈ B and let (ν_t)_{t⩾0} be the corresponding Berg-Urbanik semigroup. Then, for t > 0,

(2.7) M_{νt} (z) =

�_∞ 0 x^z ν_t(dx) = W^t_ϕ(z + 1), Re(z) > −1,

where W_ϕ : C_{(0,∞)} → C is the Bernstein-Gamma function associated to ϕ. Moreover, W^t_ϕ ∈ A_{(0,∞)} and W_ϕ is the unique positive-definite function that solves, for all t > 0, the functional equation, (2.8) W^t_ϕ(z + 1) = ϕ^t(z)W^t_ϕ(z), W^t_ϕ(1) = 1, valid for z ∈ C_{(0,∞)} .

Remark 2.3. Note that when t = 1, the equation (2.8) restricted to R_+ was studied by Webster in [37], who showed that W_ϕ|_{R+} is the unique log-convex solution to the restricted functional equation.

Remark 2.4. We point out that in [25, Theorem 4.1] the authors proved that W_ϕ ∈ A_{(dϕ,∞)}, where d_ϕ = sup{u ⩽ 0; ϕ(u) = −∞ or ϕ(u) = 0} ∈ [−∞, 0], which is more than what we claim in Theorem 2.3 for t = 1. However, for t ≠ 1, W^t_ϕ is only defined on the slit plane C \ (−∞, 0] and hence it is not possible to extend the strip of analyticity of W^t_ϕ beyond C_{(0,∞)} .

This Theorem is proved in Section 4.1 . Our proof of (2.7) in Theorem 2.3 generalizes an argument given by Berg [4] for the case W_ϕ(z) = Γ(z), i.e. ϕ(u) = u, which uses the (classical) Weierstrass product representation for the gamma function. We are able to readily adapt his argument to the generalized Weierstrass product for W_ϕ given by (2.6), which emphasizes the utility of such a product representation.

2.4. Existence, smoothness, and Mellin-Barnes representation of densities. In this section we obtain the existence of densities for subclasses of Berg-Urbanik semigroups, and quantify their regularities based on properties of the associated Bernstein function. We write C_0(R_+ ) for the set of continuous functions on R_+ whose limit at infinity is zero. Then, for each n ∈ N, we write C^n_0 (R_+ ) for the set of n-times differentiable functions all of whose derivatives belong to C_0(R_+ ), and C^∞_0 (R_+ ) for the set of infinitely differentiable functions all of whose derivatives belong to C_0(R_+ ). Finally, for notational convenience, we write μ ∈ C^n_0 (R_+ ) to denote that a measure μ on R_+ has a density, with respect to Lebesgue measure on R_+ , and that this density belongs to C^n_0 (R_+ ).

To state our next result we need to consider some further subsets of B. Following [25], we say that a Lévy measure μ satisfies Condition-j if μ(dy) = v(y)dy with v(0^+) = ∞, such that v = v_1 +v_2 for v_1, v_2 ∈ L^1(R_+ ), and v_1 ⩾ 0 is non-increasing, while

�_∞ 0 v_2(y)dy ⩾ 0 satisfies |v_2(y)| ⩽

�_∞ y v_1(r)dr � ∨ C, for some C > 0.

Given this, we let B_j = {ϕ ∈ B; μ satisfies Condition-j} and note that B_J ⊂ B_j .

Write ||v||_∞ = sup_{y⩾0} |v(y)| for the sup-norm of a function on R_+ , and set B_v = {ϕ ∈ B \ B_d; μ(y) = v(y)dy with ||v||_∞ < ∞}, so that ϕ ∈ B_v implies that ϕ(∞) < ∞. We define the quantity N_ϕ as

N_ϕ =

�_{v(0+)}

ϕ(∞) if ϕ ∈ Bv,

∞ if ϕ ∈ B_j ∪ B_d, and set B_N = {ϕ ∈ B_j ∪ B_v ∪ B_d; N_ϕ > 0}.

Next, let

B_Θ = � ϕ ∈ B; Θ_ϕ = lim_{b→∞} 1 |b| �_b 0 arg ϕ(1 + iu)du > 0 � , and note that Θ_ϕ ∈ [0,^π_2 ] due to [25, Theorem 3.2(1)]. In fact, if ϕ ∈ B_d then Θ_ϕ =^π_2 , while if lim_{u→∞} ϕ(u)u^{−α} = C_α, for α ∈ (0, 1) and a constant C_α ∈ (0, ∞), then Θ_ϕ = α^π_2 (see [25, Theorem 3.3]). Furthermore, there is nothing special about the 1 in arg ϕ(1 + iu) as it can be replaced by any a > 0 without changing the value of Θ_ϕ, which follows from a combination of [24, Proposition 6.12] and [25, Theorem 3.1(1)]; in the definition of B_Θ we simply choose to evaluate arg ϕ along the imaginary line Re(z) = 1 for convenience. For θ ∈ (0, π] let

A(θ) = {f : C → C ; f is analytic on the sector | arg z| < θ},

that is A(π) denotes the set of functions that are analytic on the slit plane C \ (−∞, 0]. Finally, we denote by supp(μ) the support of a measure μ.

Theorem 2.4. Let (ν_t)_{t⩾0} be the Berg-Urbanik semigroup associated to ϕ ∈ B.

(1) Assume that ϕ ≢ k for k ⩾ 0. If ϕ(∞) < ∞ then supp(ν_t) = [0, ϕ(∞)^t], otherwise supp(ν_t) = [0, ∞) for all t > 0.

(2) If ϕ ∈ B_N then, for any t >^1_{Nϕ} , ν_t ∈ C^{n(t)}_0 (R_+ ), i.e. ν_t(dx) = ν_t(x)dx, x > 0, where n(t) = ⌊N_ϕt⌋ − 1 ⩾ 0. Furthermore, for each n ⩽ n(t), the density ν_t(x), and its successive derivatives, admit the Mellin-Barnes representation

ν^{(n)}_t (x) =

(−1)^n 2πi �_{c+i∞}

c−i∞

x^{−z−n}

Γ(z + n) Γ(z)

W^t_ϕ(z)dz,

for any c, x > 0.

(3) If ϕ ∈ B_Θ, then, for any 0 < t <^π_{Θϕ} , ν_t ∈ A(Θ_ϕt), and for any t ⩾^π_{Θϕ} , ν_t ∈ A(π).

Remark 2.5. From Theorem 2.4(1) it follows that the support of ν_t is bounded, pointwise in t, if and only if ϕ is a bounded function. Note that we exclude the case when ϕ ≡ k as this corresponds to a Berg-Urbanik semigroup with degenerate support, i.e. supp(ν_t) = δ_kt .

This Theorem is proved in Section 4.2. A key ingredient in the proofs of Theorem 2.4(2) and Theorem 2.4(3) are estimates for Bernstein-Gamma functions along imaginary lines provided in [25, Theorem 4.2].

The main point of Theorem 2.4(2) is to quantify the differentiability of the Berg-Urbanik semigroup as a function of t and simple quantities associated to ϕ. In this sense our result complements and extends [24, Theorem 5.2], which deals with the differentiability at time 1. Finally, in Theorem 2.4(3) we describe the analyticity of ν_t both as a function of ϕ and t, and show that the sector of analyticity grows linearly in t. This gives rise to another kind of threshold phenomenon, whereby for large enough t we get that the density is analytic on C \ (−∞, 0].

2.5. Asymptotics at infinity of densities and their successive derivatives. In this section we consider a subset of Berg-Urbanik semigroups admitting smooth densities, for all t > 0, for which we are able to obtain the exact large asymptotic behavior of the density, as well as for all of its successive derivatives, for all time t > 0. We write f(x)^∞∼ g(x) if lim_{x→∞}^{f (x)}_{g(x)} = 1, and f(x)^∞= o(g(x)) if lim_{x→∞}^{f (x)}_{g(x)} = 0. The following theorem is the main result of this section, and one of the main results of this paper.

Theorem 2.5. Let ϕ ∈ B be such that ϕ(∞) = ∞ with ϕ^t ∈ B_J , for all t ∈ (0, 1), and let (ν_t)_{t⩾0} be the corresponding Berg-Urbanik semigroup. For any t > 0, ν_t ∈ C^∞_0 (R_+ ), i.e. ν_t(dx) = ν_t(x)dx, x > 0, and the densities ν_t(x) satisfy the following large asymptotic behavior

(2.9) ν_t � x^t

�_∞ ∼ C^t_ϕ √ 2πt � x^{1−t}φ^′(x) exp � −t �_x k φ(r) r dr �

where C_ϕ > 0 is a constant depending only on ϕ, and φ : [k, ∞) → [0, ∞) is the continuous inverse of ϕ. Furthermore, for any n ∈ N and t > 0, the successive derivatives of the density satisfy

(2.10) ν^{(n)}_t � x^t

�_∞ ∼ (−1)^nx^{−nt}φ^n(x)ν_t � x^t � which can be specified as follows.

(1) If ϕ ∈ B_d then

ν_t � x^t

�_∞ ∼ ~C^t_ϕ √ 2πt x^{d+t(2k−d)2d} exp � − tx d + t d �_x k E(r) r dr � 8

where ~C_ϕ > 0 is a constant, and E(u) ⩾ 0 satisfies E(u)^∞= o(u). Furthermore, for any n ∈ N and t > 0, ν^{(n)}_t � x^t

�_∞

∼ (−1)^nd^nx^{n(1−t)}ν_t � x^t � . (2) If ϕ(u)^∞∼ C_αu^α, for a constant C_α > 0 and α ∈ (0, 1), then

ν_t � x^t

�_∞ ∼ C^t_ϕ √ 2πt x^{1−αt2α} exp � −tαC^{− 1α}_α x^{1α} + t

�_x k H(r) r dr �

where C_ϕ > 0 is a constant, and H(u^α)^∞= o(u). Furthermore, for any n ∈ N and t > 0,

ν^{(n)}_t � x^t

�_∞

∼ (−1)^nC^{− nα}_α x^{nα (1−αt)}ν_t � x^t � . Remark 2.6. Note the asymptotic (2.9) is a key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 2.1 regarding the moment determinacy of the Berg-Urbanik semigroups.

Remark 2.7. In the special case ϕ(u) = u the identity in (2.9) boils down to

(2.11) e^{(n)}_t (x)^∞∼ (−1)^n

(2π)^{t−12} √ t x^{1−t2t} x^{n( 1t −1)}e^{−tx 1t}

where we recall that (e_t)_{t>0} stands for the classical Urbanik semigroup, see (1.1). For n = 0 and t > 0 this asymptotic was proved by Berg and López in [9], see also Janson [16] for an independent proof. In both papers the authors apply a delicate saddle point argument hinging on special properties of the gamma function such as the Stirling’s formula with Binet remainder for the gamma function as in [9]. Furthermore, Janson outlines how his saddle point argument can be applied to yield the asymptotics in (2.11) for arbitrary n ∈ N, see [16, Remark 6.2]. It would be interesting to see if a saddle point approach could be applied for general Berg-Urbanik semigroups, using the Mellin transform representation we provide in Theorem 2.3 together with further study of Bernstein-Gamma functions.

This Theorem is proved in Sections 4.3.1 and 4.3.2. There are three main steps in the proof of the asymptotics (2.9) and (2.10). The first one hinges on a non-classical Tauberian theorem whose version we use is due to Patie and Savov [24, Proposition 5.26] but originates from the work of Balkema [3, Theorem 4.4]. It enables us to get the large asymptotic behavior of the densities and of its successive derivatives at time t = 1, under the less stringent conditions ϕ ∈ B_J . Since the conditions to invoke this non-classical Tauberian theorem are difficult to check, one can not follow this path for other times than 1. Instead, we combine the asymptotic at time 1 of the densities from [24, Theorem 5.5] together with assumption that ϕ^t ∈ B_J , for all t ∈ (0, 1), to obtain the asymptotic at time t. Lastly we adapt to our context a closure result due to Balkema et al. [2, Theorem 1.1], which states that the (additive) convolution of probabilities density with Gaussian tails also has a Gaussian tail, to extend the asymptotic from t ∈ (0, 1) to all t > 0. Our application of this closure result is novel, since we use it not only for the densities (as it is stated in [2]) but also for their successive derivatives.

As a by-product of Theorem 2.5 we obtain the large asymptotic behavior of the density and its successive derivatives for the law of certain Lévy processes, which seems to be new in the Lévy literature. To state this we briefly recall that a (one-dimensional) Lévy process (Y_t)_{t⩾0} is a R-valued stochastic process with stationary and independent increments, that is continuous in probability, and such that Y_0 = 0 a.s. For further information regarding Lévy processes we refer to the monograph [28]. Note that to each Berg- Urbanik semigroup there exists a corresponding Lévy process whose characteristic exponent is given by (1.3).

Corollary 2.2. Let ϕ ∈ B be such that ϕ(∞) = ∞ with ϕ^t ∈ B_J , for all t ∈ (0, 1), and let (Y_t)_{t⩾0} be a Lévy process whose characteristic exponent Ψ is given by (1.3). Then, for t > 0, P(Y_t ∈ dy) = f_t(y)dy, y ∈ R with f_t ∈ C^∞_0 (R) and, for any n ⩾ 0,

f^{(n)}_t (ty)^∞∼ (−1)^n

C^t_ϕ √ 2πt φ^n(e^y) � e^{(1+t)y}φ^′(e^y) exp � −t �_ey k φ(r) r dr �

where C_ϕ > 0 is a constant depending only on ϕ, and φ : [k, ∞) → [0, ∞) is the continuous inverse of ϕ.

This corollary is obtained by combining (2.9) and (2.10) with the relation f^{(n)}_t (y)^∞∼ e^{(n+1)y}ν^{(n)}_t (e^y), for any n ⩾ 0, which is established in the proof of Theorem 2.5. We are not aware of such a detailed description of the large asymptotic behavior for the law of a Lévy process, for all t > 0 as well as of its successive derivatives, having appeared in the Lévy literature before, except in some special cases.

3. Examples In this section we consider two examples of Berg-Urbanik semigroups that illustrate the previous results.

Example 3.1. Let Φ_{α,a,b} be the Bernstein function defined, for u ⩾ 0, by

Φ_{α,a,b}(u) =

Γ(αu + a) Γ(αu + b) with α ∈ (0, 1] and 0 ⩽ b < a < b + 1, where the fact that Φ_{α,a,b} is a Bernstein functions follows from [20, Proposition 1 and Remark 1]. Next, let, for τ ∈ R_+ , G(z|τ) denote the double gamma function, and recall that it satisfies the functional equation

(3.1) G(z + 1|τ) = Γ � z τ � G(z|τ),

for z ∈ C_{(0,∞)} , with G(1|τ) = 1. We claim that

(3.2) W_{Φα,a,b} (z) = C_{α,a,b}

G(z +^a_α |^1_α ) G(z +^b_α |^1_α )

, where C_{α,a,b} =

Γ(b)G(^b_α |^1_α ) Γ(a)G(^a_α |^1_α ) . Indeed, from (3.1) it follows that G(z + 1 +^a_α |^1_α ) G(z + 1 +^b_α |^1_α ) = Γ(αz + a) Γ(αz + b)

G(z +^a_α |^1_α ) G(z +^b_α |^1_α ) , for z ∈ C_{(0,∞)} , and the choice of C_{α,a,b} ensures the required normalization. Hence it remains to prove the uniqueness. To this end we note that, by a Malmsten-type representation for G(z|τ) due to [21], we have

(3.3) log � G(z +^a_α |^1_α ) G(z +^b_α |^1_α ) � = −c − κz +

�_∞ 0 (e^{−zy} − 1 + zy)f_{α,a,b}(y)dy,

where c, κ are real-constants depending only on the underlying parameters, and

f_{α,a,b}(y) =

(e^{− bα y} − e^{− aα y}) y(1 − e^{−y})(1 − e^{− y}α ) , see for instance [22, (2.15)]. Differentiating the right-hand side of (3.3) twice, which is justified by dominated convergence, shows that the ratio of double-gamma functions is log-convex. However, W_{Φα,a,b} is the unique log-convex function on R_+ solution to the functional equation, and thus the claim is proved.

Next, we note that Φ_{α,a,b} is a complete Bernstein function. Indeed, Φ_{α,a,b} is obtained by the dilation and translation of the argument of the function Φ_{α,m} below, whose Lévy measure is easily seen via direct calculation to be completely monotone, and these operations preserve the property of being a complete Bernstein function, which can be seen by using the upper half-plane criterion as outlined in Remark 2.1. Moreover, the density of the Lévy measure of Φ_{α,a,b} is necessarily infinite at 0, which follows from Φ_{α,a,b}(∞) = ∞, and so Φ_{α,a,b} ∈ B_j , which gives by definition that N_{Φα,a,b} = ∞. Thus, invoking Theorem 2.4(2) yields that, for all t > 0, ν_t ∈ C^∞_0 (R_+ ) and since, by Stirling formula, recalled in (4.17) below, Φ_{α,a,b}(u)^∞∼ Cu^{a−b}, for a constant C > 0 and with a − b ∈ (0, 1), these densities satisfy the large asymptotic behavior specified by Theorem 2.5(2). From [25, Theorem 3.3(2)] we get that Θ_{Φα,a,b} =^{(a−b)π}_2 , see the discussion prior to Theorem 2.4 for the definition, where we may apply this result since Φ_{α,a,b} ∈ B_α with ℓ ≡ 1 in the notation therein. Hence invoking Theorem 2.4(3) gives that ν_t ∈ A(^{(a−b)πt}_2 ) for t <^2_{a−b} and ν_t ∈ A(π) for t ⩾^2_{a−b} . Finally, the property Φ_{α,a,b}(u)^∞∼ Cu^{a−b} gives, by Theorem 2.1(3), that T_{Φα,a,b} =^2_{a−b} and, by Theorem 2.1(1), we also have that the semigroup is moment determinate at the threshold. As remarked earlier, this example reveals that for any T ∈ (2, ∞) there exists a Bernstein function, namely Φ_{α,a,b} with a − b =^2_T and any α ∈ (0, 1], whose associated Berg-Urbanik semigroup has threshold index T_{Φα,a,b} = T .

Now let us now mention that for the special case when a = αm+1 and b = αm+1−α, where m ∈ [1−^1_α , ∞), so that a − b = α, some expressions above simplify. Indeed, in this case, the Bernstein function takes the form

Φ_{α,m}(u) =

Γ(αu + αm + 1) Γ(αu + αm + 1 − α) = Γ(αm + 1) Γ(αm + 1 − α) + �_∞ 0 (1 − e^{−uy})e^{−(m+ 1α )y}(1 − e^{− yα} )^{−α−1}dy,

and was studied in the context of the so-called Gauss-Laguerre semigroup in [26], see the computations on p.808 therein for the above equality. For z ∈ C_{(0,∞)} , the ratio of double gamma functions in (3.2) boils down to W_{Φα,m} (z) =

Γ(αz + αm + 1 − α) Γ(αm + 1) , see e.g. [26, Lemma 3.1], and we also have

ν_1(x) = x^{m+ 1α −1}e^{−x 1α} Γ(αm + 1)

, x > 0,

see [24, Equation (3.10)] and more generally Section 3.3 of the aforementioned paper.

Example 3.2. Let ϕ ∈ B and consider the function defined, on R^+ , by

ϕ_ℓ(u) = log � ϕ(u + 1) ϕ(1) � . Observe that,

ϕ^′_ℓ(u) = log � ϕ(u + 1) ϕ(1)

�_′ = ϕ^′(u + 1) ϕ(u + 1) = �_∞ 0 e^{−uy}e^{−y}κ(dy) =

�_∞ 0 e^{−uy}κ_e(dy),

where we used the last identity in (1.3) and the last equality serves as a definition for the positive measure κ_e. It means that ϕ^′_ℓ is completely monotone and since ϕ_ℓ is plainly positive on R^+ , we deduce that ϕ_ℓ ∈ B. Next, as a general result on Bernstein functions gives lim_{u→∞} u^{−1}ϕ(u) < ∞, see for instance [24, Proposition 4.1(3)], it follows readily that for any β > 0, lim_{u→∞} u^{−β}ϕ_ℓ(u) = 0 and thus β_{ϕℓ} = 0, see (2.4) for definition. Hence, the Berg-Urbanik semigroup associated to the Bernstein function ϕ_ℓ is completely determinate.

As an illustration, we choose, for λ > 0, ϕ(u) = 1 +^u_λ ∈ B and we have, writing ϕ_ℓ = ϕ_λ, that

(3.4) ϕ_λ(u) = log � 1 + u λ � = �_∞ 0 (1 − e^{−uy}) e^{−λy} y dy. It follows plainly from the right-hand side of the equality (3.4) that the Lévy measure of ϕ_λ is completely monotone, and thus ϕ_λ is a complete Bernstein function. Furthermore, we have that N_{ϕλ} = ∞, since ϕ_λ satisfies Condition-j and ϕ_λ(∞) = ∞. Hence we get from Theorem 2.4(1) that supp(ν_t) = [0, ∞) for all t > 0, and from Theorem 2.4(2) we conclude that for all t > 0, ν_t(dx) = ν_t(x)dx with ν_t ∈ C^∞_0 (R_+ ). A straightforward computation yields that the continuous inverse of ϕ_λ is given by u → λ(e^u − 1). Hence, by Theorem 2.5, we have, for all t > 0, that

ν_t � x^t

�_∞ ∼ C^t √ 2πt x^{1−t(1+2λ)2} exp � −λt Ei(x) + x 2 � , where C > 0 is a constant and Ei(x) = −

�_∞ −x e^{−t}

t dt is the exponential integral, and we also used the well-known relation Ei(x) = γ + log x +

�_x 0 e^r −1

r dr, where γ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

4. Proofs of main results

Throughout the proofs we write f(x)^∞= O(g(x)) to denote that lim_{x→∞} � �^{f (x)}_{g(x)} � � < ∞, and recall that f(x)^∞∼ g(x) if lim_{x→∞}^{f (x)}_{g(x)} = 1, and f(x)^∞= o(g(x)) if lim_{x→∞}^{f (x)}_{g(x)} = 0.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 2.3. We begin with the proof of (2.7) and start by showing that the function b → − Log W_ϕ(1 + ib) is a continuous negative-definite function, i.e. a continuous function f such that f(0) ⩾ 0 and u → e^{−tf (u)} is positive-definite for all t > 0, see [29, Proposition 4.4]. As mention in the introduction, this fact has already been established by Berg [5] and independently by Hirsch and Yor [15] and we shall provide yet another proof utilizing the Weierstrass product representation for W_ϕ. We follow closely the arguments given by Berg for the proof of [4, Lemma 2.1]. First, from (2.6) we have, for Re(z) > 0,

W_ϕ(z) = e^{−γϕz} ϕ(z) ∞� k=1 ϕ(k) ϕ(k + z) e^ϕ

′(k) ϕ(k) z,

where γ_ϕ = lim_{n→∞}

�_n k=1 ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) − log ϕ(n) � ∈ � − log ϕ(1),^{ϕ′ (1)}_{ϕ(1)} − log ϕ(1) � . Hence,

− Log W_ϕ(1 + ib) = γ_ϕ(1 + ib) + Log ϕ(1 + ib) − ∞� k=1 � Log � ϕ(k) ϕ(k + 1 + ib) � + (1 + ib) ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) � . Next, for n ⩾ 1, consider the truncated functions L_{ϕ,n} defined by

L_{ϕ,n}(1 + ib) = γ_ϕ(1 + ib) + Log ϕ(1 + ib) − n� k=1 � Log � ϕ(k) ϕ(k + 1 + ib) � + (1 + ib) ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) �

= L_{ϕ,n}(1) + ib � γ_ϕ − n� k=1 ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k) � + n+1� k=1 Log ϕ(k + ib)

ϕ(k) , where L_{ϕ,n}(1) = γ_ϕ − n� k=1 ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k)

+ log ϕ(n + 1) = γ_ϕ − g(n),

and the last equality serves to define g(n). We claim that n → g(n) is non-decreasing with lim_{n→∞} g(n) = γ_ϕ. Indeed, we have from [24, Proposition 4.1(4)] that^1_ϕ is completely monotone so that^{ϕ′}_ϕ is completely monotone, as the product of two completely monotone functions. Thus u →^{ϕ′(u)}_{ϕ(u)} is non-increasing, and we get that log ϕ(n + 2) ϕ(n + 1) = �_{n+2} n+1 ϕ^′(u) ϕ(u) du ⩽ ϕ^′(n + 1) ϕ(n + 1) , which yields g(n + 1) − g(n) = ϕ^′(n + 1) ϕ(n + 1)

− log ϕ(n + 2) ϕ(n + 1)

⩾ 0.

Additionally, by [24, Proposition 4.1(6)]

lim_{n→∞} ϕ(n + 1)

ϕ(n)

= 1,

so that

lim_{n→∞} g(n) = lim_{n→∞}

�_n � k=1 ϕ^′(k) ϕ(k)

− log ϕ(n) + log ϕ(n) − log ϕ(n + 1) � = γ_ϕ − lim_{n→∞} log ϕ(n + 1) ϕ(n)

= γ_ϕ.

Putting all of these observations together, we conclude that L_{ϕ,n}(1) ⩾ 0. Furthermore, for any a ∈ R the function b → iab is continuous negative-definite, and for any 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n + 1, b → Log^{ϕ(k+ib)}_{ϕ(k)} is continuous negative-definite since u → log^{ϕ(k+u)}_{ϕ(k)} is a Bernstein function, as the composition of two Bernstein functions, see [29, Corollary 3.8(iii)]. This shows that L_{ϕ,n}(1 + ib) is a continuous negative-definite function, and since lim_{n→∞} L_{ϕ,n}(1 + ib) = − Log W_ϕ(1 + ib) pointwise it follows that b → − Log W_ϕ(1 + ib) is a continuous negative-definite function.

Consequently, using the homeomorphism x → e^x between R and (0, ∞), we find that there exists a unique multiplicative convolution semigroup (V_t)_{t⩾0} such that

(4.1)

�_∞ 0 y^{ib}V_t(dy) = W^t_ϕ(1 + ib). 12

From [24, Theorem 6.1] we know that W_ϕ ∈ A_{(0,∞)} and hence W^t_ϕ ∈ A_{(0,∞)} for any t > 0. Thus the identity in (4.1) extends to �_∞ 0 y^{z−1}V_t(dy) = W^t_ϕ(z),

for z ∈ C_{(0,∞)} . However, again from [24, Theorem 6.1], we have that M_{ν1} (z − 1) = W_ϕ(z) and thus V_1 = ν_1, since the Mellin transform uniquely characterizes a probability measure. By uniqueness of convolution semigroups it then follows that V_t = ν_t for all t ⩾ 0, and thus (2.7) is established. Finally, from [24, Theorem 6.1] we have that W_ϕ : C_{(0,∞)} → C is the unique positive-definite function, i.e. the Mellin transform of a probability measure, that satisfies the functional equation W_ϕ(z + 1) = ϕ(z)W_ϕ(z), W_ϕ(1) = 1, for z ∈ C_{(0,∞)} , from which the last claim follows.

4.2. Proofs for Section 2.4.

4.2.1. Proof of Theorem 2.4(1). It is immediate from [8, Theorem 1.5] that ϕ(∞) = ∞ implies supp(ν_t) is unbounded, and we also get from [24, Theorem 5.2(1)] that supp(ν_1) = [0, ∞). By the homeomorphism x → e^x between R and (0, ∞) mentioned above, together with the fact that the boundedness from below of the support of the law of a Lévy process is time-independent, see [28, Theorem 24.7], we then conclude that supp(ν_t) = [0, ∞) for all t > 0. Hence, we suppose that ϕ(∞) ∈ (0, ∞). To prove the claim we will rely on the following auxiliary result: for any measure μ on R_+ , supp(μ) ⊆ [0, c], for c > 0, if and only if �_∞ 0 x^nμ(dx)^∞= O(c^n), see [8, Lemma 2.9]. Since for any ϕ ∈ B we have, by definition, that ϕ^′ is completely monotone it follows that all Bernstein functions are non-decreasing on R_+ . Thus we have, for any n ⩾ 0,

M_{νt} (n) =

�_n � k=1 ϕ(k)

�_t

⩽ ϕ(∞)^{nt}.

By the quoted result, the above estimate implies that supp(ν_t) ⊆ [0, ϕ(∞)^t]. For the reverse inclusion, let ε > 0 be small and choose N_{ε,ϕ} large enough (depending on ε and ϕ) such that for k ⩾ N_{ε,ϕ} − 1 we have ϕ(k) ⩾ ϕ(∞) − ε > 0. Then, for n ⩾ N_{ε,ϕ} and again since ϕ is non-decreasing,

M_{νt} (n) = � � N_{ε,ϕ}−1�

k=1 ϕ(k) � � t � � n� k=N_{ε,ϕ}

ϕ(k) � � t ⩾ C_{ε,ϕ,t}(ϕ(∞) − ε)^{nt},

where C_{ε,ϕ,t} = ϕ(1)^{(Nε,ϕ−1)t} (ϕ(∞) − ε)^{Nε,ϕt} is a constant, which depends only on ε, ϕ, and t. Since ε > 0 is arbitrary this estimate shows that supp(ν_t) cannot be contained in any sub-interval of [0, ϕ(∞)^t]. Thus we must either have that supp(ν_t) = [0, ϕ(∞)^t] or supp(ν_t) = δ_{ϕ(∞)}t , a Dirac mass at the point ϕ(∞)^t. In the latter case,

M_{νt} (n) = ϕ(∞)^{nt} =

�_n � k=1 ϕ(k)

�_t , for all n ⩾ 0 and t > 0, from which it follows that ϕ must be constant.

4.2.2. Proof of Theorem 2.4(2). We split the proof into two cases. First, suppose that N_ϕ = ∞, which implies that ϕ ∈ B_d ∪ B_j . Then one may invoke [25, Theorem 4.2(3)] to get that, for any p ⩾ 0 and a > 0, lim |b|→∞

|b|^p|W_ϕ(a + ib)| = 0,

where W_ϕ : C_{(0,∞)} → C is the Bernstein-Gamma function associated to ϕ. Hence, for any q ⩾ 0 and t > 0 fixed, lim |b|→∞

|b|^q|W_ϕ(a + ib)|^t = 0,

which yields the estimate |W^t_ϕ(a + ib)|^∞= O(|b|^{−q}), uniformly on bounded a-intervals, i.e. uniformly on bounded intervals of a ∈ (0, ∞). Indeed, the functions E_ϕ and R_ϕ in [25, Theorem 4.2] are uniformly bounded for all a > 0 and all ϕ ∈ B, while the function G_ϕ in [25, Theorem 4.2] depends only on a and G_ϕ(a) ⩽ a log ϕ(1 + a), so that G_ϕ is uniformly bounded on bounded a-intervals, see also [25, Remark 4.3]. By Theorem 2.3 we know that M_{νt} (z − 1) = W^t_ϕ(z), for Re(z) > 0, so the estimate for W^t_ϕ established above, together with the fact that W^t_ϕ ∈ A_{(0,∞)}, justifies the use of Mellin inversion, see e.g. [33], to conclude that, for any c > 0,

(4.2) ν_t(x) = 1 2πi �_{c+i∞}

c−i∞

x^{−z}W^t_ϕ(z)dz.

Note that the integrand in (4.2) is absolutely integrable for any x > 0, since |x^{−(c+ib)}||W^t_ϕ(c + ib)| = x^{−c}|W^t_ϕ(c+ib)| and |W^t_ϕ(c+ib)|^∞= O(|b|^{−1}), for |b| large enough. Taking lim_{x→∞} ν_t(x) in (4.2) and using the dominated convergence theorem to interchange the limit and the integral gives that ν_t ∈ C_0(R_+ ). However, since for any q ⩾ 0 and a > 0, |W^t_ϕ(a+ib)|^∞= O(|b|^{−q}), we deduce that, for any n = 0, 1, 2, . . ., z → z^n|W^t_ϕ(z)| is absolutely integrable and uniformly decaying on a complex strip containing c + n + iR, see e.g. [24, Section 1.7.4], and thus we get

ν^{(n)}_t (x) =

(−1)^n 2πi �_{c+n+i∞}

c+n−i∞

x^{−z}

Γ(z) Γ(z − n)

W^t_ϕ(z − n)dz.

By the change of variables z → z + n then yields the claimed Mellin-Barnes representation,

ν^{(n)}_t (x) =

(−1)^n 2πi �_{c+i∞}

c−i∞

x^{−z−n}

Γ(z + n) Γ(z)

W^t_ϕ(z)dz,

where we note that the integrand is absolutely integrable by Stirling’s formula for the gamma function, see (4.17) below. Using the dominated convergence theorem once more to evaluate the limit at infinity yields that ν_t ∈ C^∞_0 (R_+ ).

Next, suppose that ϕ ∈ B_v, i.e. N_ϕ =^{v(0+)}_{ϕ(∞)} ∈ (0, ∞). Another application of [25, Theorem 4.2] yields that, for a > 0 fixed and any ε > 0, lim |b|→∞

|b|^{Nϕ−ε}|W_ϕ(a + ib)| = 0,

while lim |b|→∞

|b|^{Nϕ+ε}|W_ϕ(a + ib)| = ∞.

The first equality thus guarantees that, for t > 0 and any ε > 0,

(4.3) lim_{|b|→∞} |b|^{Nϕt−ε}|W_ϕ(a + ib)|^t = 0.

Now let t >^1_{Nϕ} and observe that n(t) = ⌊N_ϕt⌋ − 1 ⩾ 0 and is the largest integer less than or equal to N_ϕt − 1. Choose ε such that N_ϕt − 1 − n(t) > ε > 0. Then, by (4.3), it follows that, uniformly on bounded a-intervals, and for |b| large enough |W_ϕ(a + ib)|^t ⩽ C|b|^{−1−n(t)−ε}, for C > 0 a constant. Since the right-hand side is uniformly integrable and W^t_ϕ is analytic on C_{(0,∞)} , another application of the Mellin inversion formula and dominated convergence allows us to conclude that ν_t ∈ C^{n(t)}_0 (R_+ ). The Mellin-Barnes representation follows as in the previous case.

4.2.3. Proof of Theorem 2.4(3). Since ϕ ∈ B_Θ we have, for any ε > 0 and |b| large enough,

(4.4) A_ϕ(a + ib) ⩾ (Θ_ϕ − ε)|b|,

where A_ϕ(a + ib) =

�_b 0 arg ϕ(a + iu)du. Invoking [25, Theorem 4.2(1)] gives, for any a > 0,

|W_ϕ(a + ib)|^t = C_{ϕ,a,t} � ϕ(a) |ϕ(a + ib)|

� t_2

e^{−tAϕ(a+ib)}, 14

where C_{ϕ,a,t} > 0 is a constant depending only on ϕ, a and t. Since [25, Proposition 3.1(9)] gives that |ϕ(a + ib)| ⩾ ϕ(a), it follows from the estimate for A_ϕ in (4.4) that, for ε small enough such that Θ_ϕt − ε > 0,

(4.5) |W_ϕ(a + ib)|^{t ∞}= O � e^{−(Θϕt−ε)|b|} � , where the big-O estimate holds pointwise in a, and thus uniformly on bounded a-intervals. By similar arguments as given in the proof of Theorem 2.4(2) above, it follows that ν_t ∈ C^∞_0 (R_+ ), and hence we have the Mellin-Barnes representation for ν_t

(4.6) ν_t(x) = 1 2πi �_{c+i∞}

c−i∞

x^{−z}W^t_ϕ(z)dz,

for any c > 0. To show that ν_t is analytic on the claimed sector it suffices to analytically extend the righthand side of (4.6), which amounts to replacing x by a suitable complex number. Let ε > 0 be fixed and consider w ∈ C such that | arg w| < Θ_ϕt − ε. From the estimate (4.5) it follows that, for any c > 0 and b ∈ R,

|w^{−(c+ib)}W^t_ϕ(c + ib)| ⩽ e^{|b|| arg w|}|W_ϕ(c + ib)|^{t ∞}= O � e^{−(Θϕt−ε−| arg w|)|b|} � , and by choice of w the right-hand side is integrable in b. Thus the integrand on the right-hand side of (4.6) is well-defined for | arg w| < Θ_ϕt − ε, which by uniqueness of the analytic extension gives that ν_t ∈ A(Θ_ϕt − ε). Since ε > 0 is arbitrary we get ν_t ∈ A(Θ_ϕt), and thus for t >^π_{Θϕ} we have ν_t ∈ A(π).

4.3. Proofs for Section 2.5. The proof of Theorem 2.5 combines ideas from several different areas. Hence we first state some definitions, and detail some lemmas and propositions that will be useful in the proof. We say that a function s : (a, ∞) → (0, ∞), for some a ⩾ −∞, is self-neglecting if

lim_{u→∞} s(u + ws(u)) s(u)

= 1, locally uniformly in w ∈ R.

Furthermore, we say a function G : (a, ∞) → R is asymptotically parabolic if it is twice differentiable with G^{′′} > 0 on (a, ∞), and if its scale function s_G(u) = (G^{′′}(u))^{− 12} is self-neglecting. Denote the set of asymptotically parabolic functions by AP and note that it is a convex cone. A function h : (a, ∞) → (0, ∞) is said to be flat with respect to G if

(4.7) lim_{u→∞} h(u + ws_G(u)) h(u)

= 1, locally uniformly in w ∈ R,

where s_G is the scale function of G. In the following lemma we collect some properties of flat and asymptotically parabolic functions.

Lemma 4.1. Let G ∈ AP and h be flat with respect to G.

(1) The function u → 1/h(u) is flat with respect to G. (2) For any c > 0, the function u → h(cu) is flat with respect to G.

(3) The identity function is flat with respect to G and, for any α > 0, the function u → h^α(u) is flat with respect to G. In particular, for any n ⩾ 0, the function u → u^n is flat with respect to G.

(4) The function h satisfies

lim_{u→∞} log h(u) G(u)

= 0.

(5) For any c > 0, the function u → cG

�_u c � ∈ AP.

Proof. The first claim is obvious from the definition in (4.7). Let c > 0 and consider the function h_c defined by h_c(u) = h(cu). Then, writing v = cu,

lim_{u→∞} h_c(u + ws_G(u)) h_c(u)

= lim_{u→∞} h(cu + cws_G(cu)) h(cu)

= lim_{v→∞} h(v + cws_G(v)) h(v)

= 1,

where the last limit follows from fact that (4.7) holds locally uniformly for w ∈ R. For the third claim, note that s_G(u)^∞= o(u), see e.g. [27, Lemma 3.1] so that, locally uniformly in w ∈ R,

lim_{u→∞} u + ws_G(u) u = 1 + w lim_{u→∞} s_G(u) u = 1. 15

The fact that, for α > 0, u → h^α(u) is flat follows trivially from the definition, and the proof of the fourth item is essentially known in the literature, see again [27, Lemma 3.1]. Finally, for the proof of the last claim, write ~G(u) = cG_c

�_u c � and s~_G for the corresponding scale function. Then s~_G(u) = √ cs_G

�_u c � so that, for w ∈ R, s~_G(u + ws~_G(u)) s~_G(u) = s_G

�_u c + √ cws_G

�_u c � s_G

�_u c � and the self-neglecting property of s_G carries over readily to s~_G. □

In the next lemma we collect some properties about the specific asymptotically parabolic functions that will play a role in the proof of Theorem 2.5. To state it we recall that the Legendre transform of a convex function ψ : R → R, which we denote as L_ψ , is given by L_ψ(y) = sup_{u∈R}{uy − ψ(u)}.

If in addition ψ ∈ C^1(R) then the above supremum is achieved at the unique point u = ψ^{′−1}(y), and hence L_ψ (y) = yψ^{′−1}(y) − ψ(ψ^{′−1}(y)).

The variables u and y obeying the relations y = ψ^′(u) and u = ψ^{′−1}(y) are called conjugate variables.

Lemma 4.2. Let ϕ ∈ B_J be such that ϕ(∞) = ∞. Then the function s_G : R_+ → R_+ defined by

s_G(u) = � ϕ(u) ϕ^′(u) is self-neglecting, and consequently G ∈ AP, where G : (1, ∞) → R is the function defined by

(4.8) G(u) =

�_u 1 log ϕ(r)dr + log ϕ(1).

The Legendre transform of G is given by

L_G(y) =

�_ey k φ(r) r dr −

�_{ϕ(1)} k φ(r) r dr where φ : [k, ∞) → [0, ∞) is the continuous inverse of ϕ, and y and u are conjugate variables related by y = log ϕ(u) and u = φ(e^y). Furthermore, L_G ∈ AP.

Proof. The fact that s_G is self-neglecting was proved in [24, Proposition 5.40] under the additional condition that k = ϕ(0) > 0. However, an inspection of the proof reveals that this property is not crucial for the self-neglecting property of s_G. Differentiating G twice shows that s_G is indeed the scale function of G, and hence G ∈ AP.

Taking derivatives in (4.8) we get G^′(u) = log ϕ(u) so that the conjugate variables are y = log ϕ(u) and u = φ(e^y). Also, by integration by parts we can rewrite G as

G(u) = u log ϕ(u) −

�_u 1 rϕ^′(r) ϕ(r) dr. Hence,

L_G(y) = yφ(e^y) − G(φ(e^y )) =

�_{φ(e}y_) 1 rϕ^′(r) ϕ(r) dr =

�_ey

ϕ(1)

φ(r) r dr =

�_ey k φ(r) r dr −

�_{ϕ(1)} k φ(r) r dr where the third equality follows by the change of variables r = φ(w). Finally, the fact that L_G ∈ AP follows from a closure property of AP with respect to the Legendre transform, see [2, Theorem 5.3]. □

In the final lemma before the proof we collect some properties concerning additive convolution, especially a stability property for Gaussian tails under additive convolution. We write ∗ for the additive convolution of suitable functions f, g : R → R, that is

(f ∗ g)(x) =

�_∞ −∞ f(x − y)g(y)dy =

�_∞ −∞ f(y)g(x − y)dy, 16

with the additive convolution of measures being defined similarly. A probability density f is said to have a Gaussian tail if f(y)^∞∼ η(y)e^{−ψ(y)} for some ψ ∈ AP and some η flat with respect to ψ.

Lemma 4.3.

(1) Let (ν_t)_{t⩾0} be a multiplicative convolution semigroup and let, for each t > 0, f_t be the pushforward measure under the map x → log x. Then (f_t)_{t⩾0} is an additive convolution semigroup, i.e. for t, s ⩾ 0, f_t ∗ f_s = f_{t+s}.

(2) Let f, g ∈ L^1(R) be such that f(y)^∞∼ e^{−ψ1(y)} and g(y)^∞∼ e^{−ψ2(y)}, for some ψ_1, ψ_2 with lim_{y→∞} ψ^′_1(y) = lim_{y→∞} ψ^′_2(y) = ∞. Then (f ∗ g)(y)^∞∼ (e^{−ψ1} ∗ e^{−ψ2} )(y).

(3) Let f and g be probability densities with Gaussian tails, that is f(y)^∞∼ η_1(y)e^{−ψ1(y)} and g(y)^∞∼ η_2(y)e^{−ψ2(y)}, and suppose that we have lim_{y→∞} ψ^′_1(y) = lim_{y→∞} ψ^′_2(y) = ∞. Then f ∗ g has a Gaussian tail, i.e. (f ∗ g)(y)^∞∼ η_0(y)e^{−ψ0(y)} for some ψ_0 ∈ AP and some η_0 flat with respect to ψ_0. Specifically, writing y(u) = q_1 + q_2 = ψ^{′−1}_1 (u) + ψ^{′−1}_2 (u), we have

ψ_0(y) = ψ_1(q_1) + ψ_2(q_2)

η_0(y) = √ 2πs_{ψ1} (q_1)η_1(q_1)s_{ψ2} (q_2)η_2(q_2) � s^2_{ψ1} (q_1) + s^2_{ψ2} (q_2) .

In particular, for d ⩾ 1, the d-fold convolution of f with itself f^{∗d} satisfies

f^{∗d}(y)^∞∼ 1 √ d � 2π ψ^{′′}_1

�_y d � �^{d−1}_2 f � y d �_d . Before giving the proof, we note that Item (2) of Lemma 4.3 gives conditions under which the asymptotics of the convolution of integrable functions can be identified from the asymptotics of the functions themselves. On the other hand, Item (3) states that Gaussian tails are closed under additive convolution and allows one to identify the asymptotic explicitly, this latter feature being particularly useful. The statement of Lemma 4.3(3) is the content of [2, Theorem 1.1 and (1.11)], and our aim, in incorporating it as an item of a lemma, is merely to improve the clarity and presentation of the proof of Theorem 2.5.

Proof. The first claim is straightforward. The proof of Item (2) is in the spirit of the proof of [2, Proposition 2.2]. Since f and g are asymptotic to positive functions it follows that they are themselves eventually positive. This, and the other properties of ψ_1 and ψ_2, allows us to choose a > 0 large enough such that: (1) both ψ_1 and ψ_2 are well-defined on (a, ∞), (2) ψ^′_1, ψ^′_2 > 0 on (a, ∞), (3)

�_a −∞ |g(y)|dy ≠ 0 and

�_a −∞ |f(y)|dy ≠ 0, and (4) c_g =

�_{a+2} a+1 g(x)dx > 0 and c_f =

�_{a+2} a+1 f(x)dx > 0. For x > 2a,

(f ∗ g)(x) =

�_{x−a} a f(x − y)g(y)dy +

�_a −∞ f(x − y)g(y)dy +

�_a −∞ f(y)g(x − y)dy,

so by symmetry it suffices to show that

�_a −∞ e^{−ψ1(x−y)}g(y)dy is of order o

�_{x−a} a f(x − y)g(y)dy � at infinity.

Since ψ^′_1 > 0 on (a, ∞) � � � �_a −∞ e^{−ψ1(x−y)}g(y)dy � � � ⩽ Ce^{−ψ1(x−a)}

with C =

�_a −∞ |g(y)|dy ≠ 0 a constant. By the mean value theorem, �_{a+2} a+1 e^{−ψ1(x−y)}g(y)dy ⩾ c_ge^{−ψ1(x−a−1)} = c_g e^{−ψ1(x−a)}e^{ψ′1(x−z)} ⩾ c_g C e^{ψ′1(x−z)} � � � �_a −∞ e^{−ψ1(x−y)}g(y)dy � � � , with |z| ⩽ a + 1, and letting x → ∞ finishes the proof of the second claim. Finally, Item (3) is the content of [2, Theorem 1.1 and (1.11)]. □

4.3.1. Proof of Theorem 2.5(1). For convenience we write α in place of t and thus our assumption is that ϕ is a Bernstein function such that ϕ(∞) = ∞ and ϕ^α ∈ B_J , for all α ∈ (0, 1). We write (ν_t)_{t⩾0} for the Berg-Urbanik semigroup associated to ϕ and, for any α ∈ (0, 1), let (ν_t)_{t>0} denote the Berg-Urbanik semigroup associated to ϕ^α. Then, for n ⩾ 0 and any α ∈ (0, 1), we have by the moment determinacy of any Berg-Urbanik semigroup up to time 2 that

M_{ν1} (n) = n� k=1 ϕ^α(k) =

�_n � k=1 ϕ(k)

�_α

= M_{να} (n),

and applying [5, Theorem 2.2] then gives that (ν_t)_{t⩾0} = (ν_{αt})_{t⩾0}. Since ϕ^α ∈ B_J , for any α ∈ (0, 1), and plainly ϕ(∞) = ∞ implies ϕ^α(∞) = ∞, we conclude that N_ϕα = ∞. Invoking Theorem 2.4(2) then yields, for any t > 0 and α ∈ (0, 1), ν_t ∈ C^∞_0 (R_+ ), from which we deduce that ν_t ∈ C^∞_0 (R_+ ), where ν_t(dx) = ν_t(x)dx, x, t > 0. Since ϕ^α ∈ B_J with ϕ^α(∞) = ∞ we may apply [24, Theorem 5.5] to obtain, for any n ⩾ 0, the asymptotic relation

ν^{(n)}_1 (x) = ν^{(n)}_α (x)^∞∼ (−1)^n

C_{ϕ,α} √ 2π x^{−n}φ^n_α(x) � φ^′_α(x)e^−

�_x kα φα(y)

y dy

where C_{ϕ,α} > 0 is a constant depending only on ϕ and α, φ_α : [k^α, ∞) → [0, ∞) is the continuous inverse of the function u → ϕ^α(u) and k = ϕ(0). The constant C_{ϕ,α} may be identified as C^α_ϕ , where C_ϕ > 0 is a constant depending only on ϕ, cf. [24, Theorem 5.1(2)], and plainly φ_α(u) = φ(u^{1α} ), where φ : [k, ∞) → [0, ∞) is the continuous inverse of ϕ. Thus, by some routine calculations, we conclude that

(4.9) ν^{(n)}_α (x)^∞∼ (−1)^n

C^α_ϕ √ 2πα x^{−n− 12} φ^n(x^{1α} ) � x^1α φ^′(x^1α )e^{−α}

�_x^1_α k φ(r)

r dr.

Since α ∈ (0, 1) is arbitrary this proves the claimed asymptotic for any n ⩾ 0 and t ∈ (0, 1).

We proceed by showing that for n = 0, i.e. for the density ν_t(x) itself, the claimed asymptotic holds for all t > 0, and then extend this to the case when n ⩾ 1. To this end we define, for y ∈ R and t > 0, f_t(y) = e^yν_t(e^y) and set f_0 = δ_0. Then by Lemma 4.3(1) (f_t)_{t⩾0} is an additive convolution semigroup of probability densities, and from (4.9) together with some simple algebra we get, for α ∈ (0, 1),

(4.10) f_α(y)^∞∼

C^α_ϕ √ 2πα e^{y2} � e^yα φ^′(e^yα )e^{−α}

�_e^y_α k φ(r)

r dr.

Let us write

ψ(y) =

�_ey k φ(r) r dr = L_G(y) +

�_{ϕ(1)} k φ(r) r dr where L_G is the Legendre transform of the function G is defined in (4.8). From Lemma 4.2 we get that ψ ∈ AP, and writing ψ for the function

(4.11) ψ(y) = α

�_e^y_α k φ(r) r dr = αψ � y α � , we get from Lemma 4.1(5) that ψ ∈ AP. A straightforward calculation gives that its scale function s_ψ takes the form s_ψ(y) = � α e^yα φ^′(e^yα ) , so combining Items (1) and (2) of Lemma 4.1 we get that � e^yα φ^′(e^yα ) is flat with respect to ψ. Furthermore, as ϕ^′ is non-increasing positive, lim_{u→∞} ϕ^′(u) < ∞ and thus we have

lim_{y→∞} s_ψ(y) = √ α lim_{y→∞} 1 � e^yα φ^′(e^yα ) = √ α lim_{y→∞} e^{− y2α} � ϕ^′(φ(e^yα )) = 0.

Hence

lim_{y→∞} exp � ws_ψ(y) 2 � = 1, locally uniformly in w ∈ R, 18

which shows that e^{y2} is flat with respect to ψ. Constants are trivially flat with respect to ψ, so that putting all of these observations together we get that all the terms in front of the exponential in (4.10) are flat with respect to ψ. Hence, for each α ∈ (0, 1), f_α has a Gaussian tail.

Now we may invoke the second part of Lemma 4.3(3), which states that the property of having a Gaussian tail is stable under additive convolution, to obtain for any d ∈ N

f_{dα}(y)^∞∼ 1 √ d � 2π ψ^{′′}

�_y d � � d−1_2

f_α � y d �_d = 1 √ d � 2πα e^yαd φ^′(e^yαd )

� d−1_2

f_α � y d �_d . Since for any t > 0 we can find α ∈ (0, 1) and d ∈ N such that t = αd we get from the above relation the asymptotic of f_t for all t > 0. Hence, after performing some straightforward computations and changing variables again, we get that for any t > 0,

(4.12) ν_t(x)^∞∼

C^t_ϕ √ 2πt � x^{1−t}t φ^′(x^1t )e^{−t}

�_x^1_t k φ(r)

r dr,

which proves the claim for n = 0.

Next, suppose that n ⩾ 1. A straightforward application of the chain rule gives that f^{(n)}_α (y) = (e^yν_α(e^y))^{(n)} is a linear combination of terms of the form e^{(k+1)y}ν^{(k)}_α (e^y), for 0 ⩽ k ⩽ n. However, from (4.9) we deduce that, for large y, the term e^{(n+1)y}ν^{(n)}α (e^y) grows faster than all terms of lower order. Therefore,

(4.13) f^{(n)}_α (y)^∞∼ e^{(n+1)y}ν^{(n)}_α (e^y)^∞∼ (−1)^n

C^α_ϕ √ 2πα e^{y2} φ^n(e^{yα} ) � e^yα φ^′(e^yα )e^{−α}

�_e^y_α k φ(r)

r dr

and the asymptotic on the right-hand side is obtained from the one in (4.9) after changing variables. From the right-hand side of (4.13) it is apparent that the mapping y → (−1)^nf^{(n)}_α (y) is eventually positive, so that there exists a_n ∈ R (depending on n) such that f_{α,n}(y) = (−1)^nf^{(n)}_α (y)I_{{y>an}} is a positive function. Since y → φ(e^{yα} ) is the derivative of ψ, which we recall from earlier denotes the function appearing within the exponential in (4.13), we have from [2, Proposition 5.8] that y → φ(e^{yα} ) is flat with respect to ψ, and combined with Lemma 4.1(3) this gives that y → φ^n(e^{yα} ) is flat with respect to ψ. Thus, once again all terms in front of the exponential in (4.13) are flat with respect to ψ. Let ε ∈ (0, α) so that, from Lemma 4.1(4) applied to (4.10), we deduce the estimate

(4.14) f_{α,n}(y)^∞= O � e^{−(α−ε)}

�_e^y_α k φ(r)

r dr � . Then (4.10) allows us to identify the right-hand side of (4.14) as the dominant term in the asymptotic for the probability density f_{α−ε}(y) = e^yν_{α−ε}(e^y), see (4.10). Indeed, the fact the function inside the big-O estimate of (4.14) term dominates all others in (4.10) is immediate, as the term in front of the exponential is increasing at infinity. Noting that dilating a function does not affect its integrability, we conclude that, for any α ∈ (0, 1) and n ⩾ 1, the function f_{α,n} is integrable. In particular, for each α ∈ (0, 1) and n ⩾ 1 there exists a constant c_{α,n} > 0 such that c_{α,n}f_{α,n} is a probability density.

Now, let us write t = α + τ, where α ∈ (0, 1) and τ > 0. If, for any n ⩾ 0, f^{(n)}_α ∈ L^2(R), and f_τ ∈ L^2(R), then a standard result (see [13, Chapter 8, Ex. 8 & 9]) allows us to interchange differentiation and convolution to write that

(4.15) f^{(n)}_t (y) = (f^{(n)}_α ∗ f_τ )(y), y ∈ R.

To this end, let t > 0 and observe that

(4.16)

�_∞ −∞ � e^{(n+1)y}ν^{(n)}_t (e^y)

�_2 dy =

�_∞ 0 � x^{n+ 12} ν^{(n)}_t (x)

�_2

dx = 1 2π �_∞ −∞ |Γ(1 + n + ib)|^2 |Γ(1 + ib)|^2 � �W^t_ϕ (1 + ib) � �^2 db

where the first equality follows from a change of variables, and the second is a combination of the Parseval formula for the Mellin transform applied to the function x → x^{n+ 12} ν^{(n)}_t (x) combined with Theorem 2.3. By [25, Theorem 4.2(3)(c)], the fact that ϕ(∞) = ∞ with ϕ^α ∈ B_J implies that b → |W^t_ϕ(1 + ib)| decays faster than any polynomial along the real line. Next, we recall Stirling’s formula for the gamma function, for any a + ib with a > 0 fixed

(4.17) |Γ(a + ib)|^∞∼ C_a|b|^{a− 12} e^{− π2 |b|}

for some constant C_a > 0. Hence, the term in (4.16) involving the ratio of gamma functions grows like |b|^{2n+2}, which by the aforementioned decay properties of W^t_ϕ gives that the integral in (4.16) is finite. Since f^{(n)}_τ (y) = (e^yν_α(e^y))^{(n)} is a linear combination of functions of the form e^{(k+1)y}ν^{(k)}_α (e^y), for k ⩽ n, we get that f^{(n)}_α ∈ L^2(R) for any n ⩾ 0, and that f_τ ∈ L^2(R). Hence the equality in (4.15) is justified.

Next we aim to use a combination of Lemma 4.3(2) together with (4.15) in order to show that f^{(n)}_t has a Gaussian tail. From (4.13) we have (−1)^nf^{(n)}_α (y)^∞∼ h(y)e^{−ψ(y)} where the function ψ is defined in (4.11), and h denotes the function consisting of all terms in front of the exponential of (4.13). Since h is flat with respect to ψ we know, by [2, Proposition 3.2], that there exists χ ∈ C^∞(R) such that χ(y)^∞∼ h(y) and s_ψ(y)χ^′(y)^∞= o(χ(y)). Further, from Proposition 5.8 in the aforementioned paper lim_{y→∞} s_ψ(y)ψ^′(y) = ∞. Using these facts we get

lim_{y→∞}

(log χ(y))^′ ψ^′(y)

= lim_{y→∞} χ^′(y) χ(y)ψ^′(y)

= lim_{y→∞} s_ψ(y)χ^′(y)

χ(y) 1 s_ψ(y)ψ^′(y)

= 0,

which is enough to show that f^{(n)}_α satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 4.3(2). Since the arguments for f_τ are similar we have, invoking Lemma 4.3(2), that

(−1)^nc_{α,n}f^{(n)}_t (y)^∞∼ (c_{α,n}f_{α,n} ∗ f_τ )(y),

with both c_{α,n}f_{α,n} and f_τ having Gaussian tails. Applying Lemma 4.3(3) again we conclude that c_{α,n}f_{α,n} ∗f_τ has a Gaussian tail, and hence f^{(n)}_t (y)^∞∼ (−1)^nη_0(y)e^{−ψ0(y)}, where ψ_0 ∈ AP and η_0 is flat with respect to ψ_0.

To conclude the proof it remains to identify η_0 and ψ_0, which may be computed as described in Lemma 4.3(3), using a combination of (4.13) and, after changing variables, (4.12). As in the lemma, we write y(u) = q_1(u) + q_2(u) = α log ϕ(u) + τ log ϕ(u) = t log ϕ(u), where the second equality serves as definition of q_1 and q_2, and the last equality defines the conjugate variables y and u. Using this notation it is straightforward to conclude that

ψ_0(y) = α

�_e^{q1}_α k φ(r) r dr + τ

�_e^{q2}_τ k φ(r) r dr = (α + τ)

�_{ϕ(u)} k φ(r) r dr = t

�_e^y_t k φ(r) r dr. The associated scale function s_{ψ0} is then

s_{ψ0} (y) = � t e^yt φ^′(e^yt ) . Let η_1 and η_2 denote the flat terms, while ψ_1 and ψ_2 denote the asymptotically parabolic terms, in the Gaussian tails of c_{α,n}f_{α,n} and f_τ respectively. Then,

η_1(q_1(u)) =

C^α_ϕ √ 2πα (ϕ(u))^{α2} u^n � ϕ(u)φ^′(ϕ(u)), and η_2(q_2(u)) =

C^τ_ϕ √ 2πτ (ϕ(u))^{τ2} � ϕ(u)φ^′(ϕ(u)).

Furthermore,

s_{ψ1} (q_1(u)) = � α ϕ(u)φ^′(ϕ(u)) and s_{ψ2} (q_2(u)) = � τ ϕ(u)φ^′(ϕ(u)) 20

where s_{ψ1} and s_{ψ2} are the scale functions of ψ_1 and ψ_2, respectively. Putting all of these observations together we get that η_0 can be written, after canceling like terms, as

η_0(y) =

C^{(α+τ )} ϕ √ 2π √ 2πα √ 2πτ e^{y2} √ α √ τ � e^yt φ^′(e^yt ) √ t φ^n(e^{yt} ) =

C^t_ϕ √ 2πt e^{y2} φ^n(e^{yt} ) � e^yt φ^′(e^yt ).

This gives us f^{(n)}_t (y)^∞∼ (−1)^nη_0(y)e^{−ψ0(y) ∞}∼ e^{(n+1)y}ν^{(n)}_t (e^y), and changing variables again, we finally obtain the claimed asymptotic

ν^{(n)}_t (x)^∞∼ (−1)^n

C^t_ϕ √ 2πt x^{−n}φ^n(x^{1t} ) � x^{1−t}t φ^′(x^1t )e^{−t}

�_x^1_t k φ(r)

r dr,

for any n ⩾ 0 and t > 0, which completes the proof.

4.3.2. Proof of Theorem 2.5(1) and Theorem 2.5(2). The proof is the same for [24, Theorem 5.5(1)] and [24, Theorem 5.5(2)], but we give the arguments for sake of completeness. Suppose that d > 0, so that

ϕ(u) = k + du + u

�_∞ 0 e^{−uy}μ(y)dy.

Then, invoking [24, Proposition 4.1(3)] we have ϕ(u)^∞∼ du and hence φ(u)^∞∼ d^{−1}u. Furthermore, differentiating the identity u = ϕ(φ(u)) gives φ^′(u) =^1_{ϕ′(φ(u))} and since, by the monotone density theorem, see [10, Theorem 1.7.2], ϕ^′(u)^∞∼ d, we get that φ^′(u)^∞∼ d^{−1}. Next, as u = ϕ(φ(u)) we have, on [k, ∞),

u = k + dφ(u) + φ(u)

�_∞ 0 e^{−φ(u)y}μ(y)dy = k + dφ(u) + E(u)

where the last equality serves to define the function E. By dominated convergence we have that lim_{u→∞}

�_∞ 0 e^{−φ(u)y}μ(y)dy = 0 which, together with φ(u)^∞∼ d^{−1}u, shows that E(u) = o(u). Re-arranging, we obtain φ(y) = d^{−1}(u − k − E(u)), so that substituting all of these quantities into the identities (2.9) and (2.10) proves Item (1).

Next, assume that ϕ(u)^∞∼ C_αu^α, with C_α > 0 a constant and α ∈ (0, 1). A standard result from regular variation theory gives that φ(u)^∞∼ C^{− 1α}_α u^{1α} , see e.g. [10, Theorem 1.5.12]. This allows us to define H(u) = C^{− 1α}_α u^{1α} − φ(u), so that H(u) = o(u^{1α} ). Next, the monotonicity of ϕ^′ allows us to again invoke the monotone density theorem to conclude that ϕ^′(u)^∞∼ C_ααu^{α−1}, see again [10, Theorem 1.7.2]. Combining these two statements with the identity φ^′(u) =^1_{ϕ′(φ(u))} yields the asymptotic φ^′(u)^∞∼ α^{−1}C^{− 1α}α u^{1α −1}. Finally, substituting these asymptotics proves the claim.

4.4. Proofs for Section 2.1. Before beginning with the proofs we state some preliminary results that will be used in the proof of Theorem 2.1(2) and Theorem 2.1(3).

Proposition 4.1. For α ∈ (0, 1) and m ⩾ 0, let ϕ_{α,m} : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) be defined by ϕ_{α,m}(u) = (u + m)^α.

(1) For any α ∈ (0, 1) and m ⩾ 0, ϕ_{α,m} is a complete Bernstein function. (2) The potential measure of ϕ_{α,m} admits a density, denoted by U_{α,m}, given by

U_{α,m}(y) = 1 Γ(α) e^{−my}y^{α−1}.

Furthermore, U_{α,m} is non-increasing, convex and solves, on R_+ , the differential equation

U^′_{α,m} = −U_{α,m}(y) � m + 1 − α y � . (3) Let ϕ ∈ B_d, i.e. d > 0. Then, for any α ∈ (0, 1),

y_α = inf{y ⩾ 0; yμ(y) > d(1 − α)} ∈ (0, ∞],

and, for any m such that dm ⩾ μ(^{yα}_2 ) + k, we have that^ϕ_{ϕα,m} ∈ B.

Proof. Let α ∈ (0, 1) and m ⩾ 0. The fact that ϕ_{α,m} is a complete Bernstein function is straightforward and was also mentioned in Remark 2.1. To show that U_{α,m} defined as above is the density of the potential measure of ϕ_{α,m} we observe that 1 u^α = 1 Γ(α)

�_∞ 0 e^{−uy}y^{α−1}dy,

and then substitute u + m for u. The claimed properties of U_{α,m} can then be verified by straightforward calculations. The proof of the last claim is, mutatis mutandis, the same as the one given for [24, Proposition 4.4(2)], so we omit it here. The interested reader will find the details outlined in the PhD thesis of the second author, which is forthcoming. Note that the proof of [24, Proposition 4.4] does not explicitly use the fact that the Lévy measure of ϕ has a non-increasing density, and hence this restriction can be removed. Furthermore, we have modified y_α and the condition on m to suit our potential measure U_{α,m}. □

We write, for two functions f and g, f(x)^∞≍ g(x) if f(x)^∞= O(g(x)) and g(x)^∞= O(f(x)). In the following theorem we rephrase, in the context of Berg-Urbanik semigroups, an Abelian type criterion for moment indeterminacy that was given in [27], which we use in the proof of Theorem 2.1(3).

Theorem 4.1 (Theorem 1.2(2) in [27]). Let (ν_t)_{t⩾0} be a Berg-Urbanik semigroup and suppose that, for some t > 0, ν_t(dx) = ν_t(x)dx, x > 0, and ν_t(x)^∞≍ e^{−G(log x)}, with G ∈ AP satisfying lim_{y→∞} G^′(y)e^{− y2} < ∞. Then, writing γ for the inverse of the continuous, increasing function G^′, ∞� n=n_0

e^{− γ(n)2} < ∞, for some n_0 ⩾ 1 ⇐⇒ ν_t is moment indeterminate.

4.4.1. Proof of Theorem 2.1(1). First, invoking [24, Theorem 5.1(2)] we get

M_ν (n) = W_ϕ(n + 1)^∞∼ C_ϕ � ϕ(n)e^{G(n)} where G(n) =

�_n 1 log ϕ(r)dr and C_ϕ > 0 is a constant depending only on ϕ. Integrating G by parts, for any t > 0 and n ⩾ 1, gives us t 2n G(n) = t 2 log ϕ(n) − t 2n � log ϕ(1) +

�_n 1 u ϕ^′(u) ϕ(u) du � . Consequently, for some C_1 > 0 a constant, we have (4.18)_∞ � n=1 W^{− t2n}_ϕ (n + 1) ⩾ C_1 ∞� n=1 exp � − t 2 � log ϕ(n) + 1 2n log ϕ(n) � exp � t 2n � log ϕ(1) +

�_n 1 u ϕ^′(u) ϕ(u) du � . The estimate ϕ(n)^∞= O(n), see e.g. [24, Proposition 4.1(3)], gives log ϕ(n)^∞= o(n), which together with the positivity of the terms within the second exponential in (4.18) allows us to obtain, for C_2 > 0 a constant, the bound_∞ � n=1 W^{− t2n}_ϕ (n + 1) ⩾ C_1e^{−C2t} ∞� n=1 ϕ^{− t2} (n),

so to prove moment determinacy it suffices to show the divergence of this latter series. Let β > β_ϕ. By definition of β_ϕ, ϕ(u)^∞= O(u^β), so that for some constant C_3 > 0 ∞� n=1 ϕ^{− t2} (n) ⩾ C_3 ∞� n=1 n^{− tβ2} .

The latter series diverges if and only if tβ ⩽ 2, whence the moment determinacy of ν_t for any t ⩽^2_β <^2_{βϕ} . Since β > β_ϕ is arbitrary we conclude that T_ϕ ⩾^2_{βϕ} if β_ϕ > 0 and T_ϕ = ∞ for β_ϕ = 0. Finally, if lim_{u→∞} u^{−βϕ} ϕ(u) < ∞ then we may choose β = β_ϕ and apply the above argument to conclude that ν_{Tϕ} is moment determinate.

4.4.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1(3). It suffices to treat the case when δ_ϕ ∈ (0, 1], since otherwise the claimed right-hand inequality in (2.5) is trivial. Therefore we assume also that 0 < δ_ϕ ⩽ β_ϕ ⩽ 1, and δ_ϕ > 0 is easily seen to imply that ϕ(∞) = ∞. Invoking Theorem 2.5 we get that, for any t > 0,

ν_t(x)^∞∼

C^t_ϕ √ 2πt x^{1−t2t} � φ^′(x^1t )e^{−t}

�_x^1_t k φ(r)

r dr.

Let b(log x) denote all the terms in front of the exponential and set G(log x) for the function within the exponential on the right-hand of the above asymptotic relation. It was shown in the proof of Theorem 2.5 that b is flat with respect to G, and thus, by Lemma 4.1(4) we have that b(log x)^∞= o(G(log x)). Hence, for any c ∈ (0, t) fixed we get that ν_t(x)^∞≍ e^{−G(log x)} where

G(log x) = (t − c)

�_x^1_t k φ(r) r dr. From Lemma 4.2 it follows that G ∈ AP and a simple calculation, after substituting y = log x, gives that

G^′(y) =

(t − c) t φ(e^{yt} ) = tφ(e^{yt} )

where we write t =^{(t−c)}_t ∈ (0, 1) for ease of notation. Observe that, for any δ ∈ (0, δ_ϕ), the property lim_{u→∞} u^{−δ}ϕ(u) > 0 is equivalent to lim_{u→∞} u^{− 1δ} φ(u) < ∞. Hence, for any δ > δ_ϕ and t ⩾^2_δ we have

lim_{y→∞} G^′(y)e^{− y2} = t lim_{y→∞} φ(e^{yt} )e^{− y2} = t lim_{y→∞} e^{− yδt} φ(e^{yt} )e(^{1δt − 12} )^y < ∞,

and thus all the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 are fulfilled for any t >^2_{δϕ} . The inverse of G^′ is easily identified as γ(u) = t log ϕ(tu) so that,

(4.19) ∞� n=1 e^{− γ(n)2} = ∞� n=1 ϕ^{− t2} (tn).

Now, for any δ ∈ (0, δ_ϕ), there exists a constant C > 0 (depending only on t) such that, for n large enough, ϕ^{− t2} (tn) ⩽ Cn^{− δt2} .

Thus for any t >^2_δ the series in (4.19) converges, so that ν_t is indeterminate. Since δ can be taken arbitrarily close to δ_ϕ this gives the indeterminacy of ν_t for any t >^2_{δϕ} .

4.4.3. Proof of Theorem 2.1(4). Let^ϕ_ϑ ∈ B and write (ρ_t)_{t>0} for the Berg-Urbanik semigroup associated to ϑ. Since^ϕ_ϑ ∈ B we may invoke [25, Theorem 4.7(3)] to get that, for any t > 0 and n ⩾ 0, W^t_ϕ(n + 1) = W^tϕ_ϑ (n + 1)W^t_ϑ(n + 1)

where each of the terms is a moment sequence. Applying [8, Lemma 2.2 and Remark 2.3] we conclude that whenever ρ_t is indeterminate then ν_t is indeterminate, i.e. {t > 0; ρ_t is indeterminate} ⊆ {t > 0; ν_t is indeterminate}, which implies that T_ϕ ⩽ T_ϑ. If ϑ^t ∈ B_J for all t ∈ (0, 1), then invoking Theorem 2.1(3) yields T_ϕ ⩽^2_{δϑ} , which completes the proof.

4.4.4. Proof of Theorem 2.1(2). First, by Proposition 4.1 and using the notation therein, we have for any α ∈ (0, 1) and m ⩾^{μ( yα2 )+k}_d that^ϕ_{ϕα,m} ∈ B. Hence, by Theorem 2.1(4) it follows that T_ϕ ⩽ T_{ϕα,m} . Proposition 4.1(1) gives that ϕ_{α,m} is a complete Bernstein function so that ϕ^t_{α,m} ∈ B_J for all t ∈ (0, 1), see e.g. Remark 2.1. Plainly ϕ_{α,m}^∞∼ u^α, which implies that δ_{ϕα,m} = β_{ϕα,m} = α. Invoking Theorem 2.1(3) we get that T_ϕ ⩽^2_α . Since this inequality holds for any α ∈ (0, 1) we get T_ϕ ⩽ 2, whence T_ϕ = 2. The claim that ν_2 is moment determinate follows from Theorem 2.1(1), since d > 0 implies β_ϕ = 1 and that lim_{u→∞} u^{−1}ϕ(u) = lim_{u→∞} u^{−1}ϕ(u) = d.

4.5. Proofs for Section 2.2. In the proofs below we write, for any ϕ ∈ B, X(ϕ) = X for the positive random variable whose law is ν^ϕ_1 , and, for any x, t > 0, σ_t(dx) = P(X^t ∈ dx). 4.5.1. Proof of Theorem 2.2(1). From [24, Theorem 5.1(2)] it follows that, for t > 0, E � X^t

�_n�

= W_ϕ(tn + 1)^∞∼ C_ϕ � ϕ(tn)e^{G(tn)}

where G(tn) =

�_{tn} 1 log ϕ(r)dr and C_ϕ > 0 is a constant depending only on ϕ. By following similar arguments than the ones developed for the proof of Theorem 2.1(1) we obtain the estimate ∞� n=1 W^{− 12n}_ϕ (tn + 1) ⩾ C ∞� n=1 ϕ^{− t2} (tn),

for some constant C > 0. Now, for any β > β_ϕ, ϕ(n)^∞= O(n^β ) so that, for a constant C_1 > 0 depending on t and β,_∞ � n=1 ϕ^{− t2} (tn) ⩾ C_1 ∞� n=1 n^{− βt2} .

This latter series diverges if and only if t ⩽^2_β <^2_{βϕ} , so that by Carleman’s criterion X^t is moment determinate whenever t <^2_{βϕ} . When lim_{u→∞} u^{−βϕ} ϕ(u) < ∞ we may take β = β_ϕ and apply the above argument, which finishes the proof.

4.5.2. Proof of Theorem 2.2(3). Observe that, for z ∈ 1 + iR and t > 0, we have M_{σt} (z − 1) = E[ � X^t_1(ϕ)

�_{z−1}

] = E[X^{t(z−1)} ] = W_ϕ(tz − t + 1).

Since W_ϕ ∈ A_{(0,∞)} it follows that M_{σt} (z − 1) can be analytically extended to Re(z) > 1 −^1_t , and we write M_{σt} for this analytical extension. Next, we may assume that δ_ϕ > 0, since the claim is trivial otherwise, from which it follows that ϕ(∞) = ∞. Combining this with the fact that ϕ ∈ B_J gives N_ϕ = ∞, where we refer to Section 2.4 for the definition of N_ϕ, and invoking [25, Theorem 4.2(3)] allows us to conclude that, for any q ⩾ 0 and a > 0, |W_ϕ(a + ib)|^∞= O(|b|^{−q}) uniformly on bounded a-intervals, so that for any q ⩾ 0 and a > −^1_t

|M_{σt} (a + ib)|^∞= O(|b|^{−q}) uniformly on bounded a-intervals. By Mellin inversion we get σ(dx) = σ_t(x)dx for each t > 0 and, from similar arguments as given in the proof of Theorem 2.4(2), we get the Mellin-Barnes representation

σ_t(x) = 1 2πi �_{c+i∞}

c−i∞

x^{−z}W_ϕ(tz − t + 1)dz,

valid for any c > 1 −^1_t . The change of variables z →^{(z−1)}_t + 1 reveals that

(4.20) σ_t(x) = 1 2πit

�_{c+i∞}

c−i∞

x^{− (z−1)t −1}W_ϕ(z)dz,

for any c > 0, and using Theorem 2.4(2) to identify the right-hand side of (4.20) we establish, for all t > 0, the equality σ_t(x) = 1 t x^{1−tt} ν_1(x^{1t} ) where ν_1(dx) = ν_1(x)dx. This identity allows us to use the asymptotic behavior of ν_1 described in [24, Theorem 5.5] to get that

σ_t(x)^∞∼

C_ϕ t √ 2π x^{1−tt} � φ^′(x^1t ) exp � �− �_x^1_t k φ(r) r dr � � where C_ϕ > 0 is a constant depending on ϕ and φ : [k, ∞) → [0, ∞) is the continuous inverse of ϕ. Repeating, mutatis mutandis, the arguments from Theorem 2.1(3) we conclude that X^t is moment indeterminate for t >^2_δ , and the last claim is straightforward.

4.5.3. Proof of Theorem 2.2(4). The proof is the same as the one of Theorem 2.1(4) after observing that the assumptions imply the factorization of moment sequences

W_ϕ(tn + 1) = W ϕ_ϑ (tn + 1)W_ϑ(tn + 1)

valid for any t > 0 and n ⩾ 0.

4.5.4. Proof of Theorem 2.2(2). When ϕ ∈ B_d Proposition 4.1 guarantees, for any α ∈ (0, 1) and suitable m, that^ϕ_{ϕα,m} ∈ B. Applying Theorem 2.2(4) it follows that X^t(ϕ) is indeterminate for any t such that X^t(ϕ_{α,m}) is indeterminate. However, ϕ_{α,m}(u) = (u + m)^α, so by a combination of Proposition 4.1 and some straightforward asymptotic analysis one gets that ϕ_{α,m} ∈ B_≍ with β_{ϕα,m} = α > 0 and lim_{u→∞} u^{−α}ϕ_{α,m}(u) < ∞. From Proposition 4.1(1) we get that ϕ_{α,m} is a complete Bernstein function and hence, in particular, ϕ_{α,m} ∈ B_J . Thus Theorem 2.2(3) gives that X^t(ϕ_{α,m}) is moment indeterminate if and only if t >^2_α , from which we conclude that X^t(ϕ) is indeterminate for t >^2_α . Since α ∈ (0, 1) is arbitrary we get that X^t(ϕ) is moment indeterminate if t > 2, and from Theorem 2.2(1) we get moment determinacy for t ⩽ 2, which finishes the proof.

References

[1] N. I. Akhiezer. The classical moment problem and some related questions in analysis. Translated by N.

Kemmer. Hafner Publishing Co., New York, 1965.

[2] A. A. Balkema, C. Klüppelberg, and S. I. Resnick. Densities with Gaussian tails. Proc. London Math.

Soc. (3), 66(3):568–588, 1993.

[3] A. A. Balkema, C. Klüppelberg, and U. Stadtmüller. Tauberian results for densities with Gaussian tails. J. London Math. Soc. (2), 51(2):383–400, 1995.

[4] C. Berg. On powers of Stieltjes moment sequences. I. J. Theoret. Probab., 18(4):871–889, 2005. [5] C. Berg. On powers of Stieltjes moment sequences. II. J. Comput. Appl. Math., 199(1):23–38, 2007. [6] C. Berg. A two-parameter extension of the Urbanik semigroup. arXiv:1802.00993v1 [math.CV], 02 2018. [7] C. Berg, J. P. R. Christensen, and P. Ressel. Harmonic analysis on semigroups, volume 100 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1984. Theory of positive definite and related functions.

[8] C. Berg and A. J. Durán. A transformation from Hausdorff to Stieltjes moment sequences. Ark. Mat., 42(2):239–257, 2004.

[9] C. Berg and J. L. López. Asymptotic behaviour of the Urbanik semigroup. J. Approx. Theory, 195:109– 121, 2015.

[10] 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, 1989.

[11] R. M. Blumenthal and R. K. Getoor. Sample functions of stochastic processes with stationary independent increments. J. Math. Mech., 10:493–516, 1961.

[12] C.-S. Deng and R. L. Schilling. On shift Harnack inequalities for subordinate semigroups and moment estimates for Lévy processes. Stochastic Process. Appl., 125(10):3851–3878, 2015.

[13] G. B. Folland. Real analysis. Pure and Applied Mathematics (New York). John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, second edition, 1999. Modern techniques and their applications, A Wiley-Interscience Publication.

[14] S. Fourati and W. Jedidi. Some remarks on the class of Bernstein functions and some subclasses.

hal-00649018, 2011.

[15] F. Hirsch and M. Yor. On the Mellin transforms of the perpetuity and the remainder variables associated to a subordinator. Bernoulli, 19(4):1350–1377, 2013.

[16] S. Janson. Moments of gamma type and the Brownian supremum process area. Probab. Surv., 7:1–52, 2010.

[17] Z. J. Jurek. Relations between the s-self-decomposable and self-decomposable measures. Ann. Probab., 13(2):592–608, 1985.

[18] Z. J. Jurek. On relations between Urbanik and Mehler semigroups. Probab. Math. Statist., 29(2):297– 308, 2009.

[19] Z. J. Jurek and J. D. Mason. Operator-limit distributions in probability theory. Wiley Series in Probability and Mathematical Statistics: Probability and Mathematical Statistics. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1993. A Wiley-Interscience Publication.

[20] A. Kuznetsov and J. C. Pardo. Fluctuations of stable processes and exponential functionals of hypergeometric Lévy processes. Acta Appl. Math., 123:113–139, 2013.

[21] J. B. Lawrie and A. C. King. Exact solution to a class of functional difference equations with application to a moving contact line flow. European J. Appl. Math., 5(2):141–157, 1994.

[22] J. Letemplier and T. Simon. On the law of homogeneous stable functionals. arXiv:1510.07441v2 [math.PR], 10 2015.

[23] G. D. Lin. On powers of the Catalan number sequence. arXiv:1711.01536v1 [math.CO], 11 2017. [24] P. Patie and M. Savov. Spectral expansions of non-self-adjoint generalized Laguerre semigroups. Mem.

Amer. Math. Soc., 179 pp., 2019.

[25] P. Patie and M. Savov. Bernstein-Gamma functions and exponential functionals of Lévy processes.

Electron. J. Probab., 23(75):1–101, 2018.

[26] P. Patie and M. Savov. Cauchy problem of the non-self-adjoint Gauss-Laguerre semigroups and uniform bounds for generalized Laguerre polynomials. J. Spectr. Theory, 7(3):797–846, 2017.

[27] P. Patie and A. Vaidyanathan. Non-classical Tauberian and Abelian type criteria for the moment problem. arXiv:1804.10721v1 [math.PR], 19pp., 2018.

[28] K.-i. Sato. Lévy processes and infinitely divisible distributions, volume 68 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2013. Translated from the 1990 Japanese original, Revised edition of the 1999 English translation.

[29] R. L. Schilling, R. Song, and Z. Vondraček. Bernstein functions, volume 37 of De Gruyter Studies in Mathematics. Walter de Gruyter & Co., Berlin, second edition, 2012. Theory and applications.

[30] K. Schmüdgen. The moment problem, volume 277 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer, Cham, 2017.

[31] J. A. Shohat and J. D. Tamarkin. The Problem of Moments. American Mathematical Society Mathematical surveys, vol. I. American Mathematical Society, New York, 1943.

[32] T.-J. Stieltjes. Recherches sur les fractions continues. Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse Sci. Math. Sci. Phys., 8(4):J1–J122, 1894.

[33] E. C. Titchmarsh. Introduction to the theory of Fourier integrals. Chelsea Publishing Co., New York, third edition, 1986.

[34] S.-G. Tyan. The structure of bivariate distribution functions and their relation to Markov processes.

PhD thesis, Princeton University, 1975.

[35] K. Urbanik. Functionals on transient stochastic processes with independent increments. Studia Math., 103(3):299–315, 1992.

[36] K. Urbanik. Infinite divisibility of some functionals on stochastic processes. Probab. Math. Statist., 15:493–513, 1995. Dedicated to the memory of Jerzy Neyman.

[37] 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.

School of Operations Research and Information Engineering, Cornell University, Ithaca, NY 14853. E-mail address: pp396@orie.cornell.edu

Center for Applied Mathematics, Cornell University, Ithaca, NY, 14853. E-mail address: av395@cornell.edu