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INVARIANT SUBSPACES OF THE QUASINILPOTENT DT-OPERATOR
KEN DYKEMA AND UFFE HAAGERUP

ABSTRACT. In [H] we introduced the class of DT-operators, which are modeled by certain
upper triangular random matrices, and showed that if the spectrum of a DT-operator is
not reduced to a single point, then it has a nontrivial, closed, hyperinvariant subspace. In
this paper, we prove that also every DT—operator whose spectrum is concentrated on a
single point has a nontrivial, closed, hyperinvariant subspace. In fact, each such operator
has a one—parameter family of them. It follows that every DT—operator generates the von
Neumann algebra L(F3) of the free group on two generators.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let 3 be a separable, infinite dimensional Hilbert space and let B(H) be the algebra of
bounded operators on H. Let A € B(H). An invariant subspace of A is a subspace Hy C H
such that A(Hy) C Hy, and a hyperinvariant subspace of A is a subspace Hy of H that is
invariant for every operator B € B(JH) that commutes with A. A subspace of H is said to be
nontrivial if it is neither {0} nor K itself. The famous invariant subspace problem for Hilbert
space asks whether every operator in B(JH) has a closed, nontrivial, invariant subspace, and
the hyperinvariant subspace problem asks whether every operator in B(JH) that is not a scalar
multiple of the identity operator has a closed, nontrivial, hyperinvariant subspace.

On the other hand, if M C B(H) is a von Neumann algebra, a closed subspace Hy of
H is affiliated to M if the projection p from H onto Hy belongs to M. It is not difficult
to show that every closed, hyperinvariant subspace of A is affiliated to the von Neumann
algebra, W*(A), generated by A. The question of whether every element of a von Neumann
algebra M has a nontrivial invariant subspace affiliated to M is called the invariant subspace
problem relative to the von Neumann algebra M.

In [3], we began using upper triangular random matrices to study invariant subspaces
for certain operators arising in free probability theory, including Voiculescu’s circular op-
erator. In the sequel [, we introduced the DT—operators; these form a class of operators
including all those studied in [3]. (We note that the DT—operators were defined in terms of
approximation by upper triangular random matrices, and have been shown in [6] to solve a
maxmimization problem for free entropy.) We showed that DT—operators are decomposable
in the sense of Foiag, which entails that those DT-operators whose spectra contain more
than one point have nontrivial, closed, hyperinvariant subspaces. In this paper, we show
that also DT—operators whose spectra are singletons have (a continuum of) closed, nontriv-
ial, hyperinvariant subspaces. These operators are all scalar translates of scalar multiples of
a single operator, the DT(dg, 1)—operator, which we will denote by T
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The free group factor L(Fy) C B(H) is generated by a semicircular element X and a
free copy of L>[0,1], embedded via a normal *-homomorphism A : L*[0,1] — L(F3) such
that 7 o A(f) = fol f(t)dt, where 7 is the tracial state on L(F3). Thus X and the image
of A are free with respect to 7 and together they generate L(F5). As proved in [ §4], the
DT(do, 1)—operator T' can be obtained by using projections from A(L>°[0, 1]) to cut out the
“upper triangular part” of X; in the notation of [, §4], "= UT(X, \). It is clear from this
construction that each of the subspaces H; = A(1jp4)H is an invariant subspace of 7. We
will show that each of these subspaces is affiliated to W*(T") by proving Dy € W*(T'), where
Dy = A(idjp,1)) and idjg ] is the identity function from [0, 1] to itself. Since X =T + T, this
will also imply W*(T') = L(F3). We will then show that each H; is actually a hyperinvariant
subspace of T', by characterizing H; as the set of vectors ¢ € H such that || T*¢|| has a certain
asymptotic property as k — oo.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

In [, §8], we showed that the distribution of 7T is the probability measure p on [0, €]
given by
dp(z) = p(z)dx
where ¢: (0,e) — RT is the function given uniquely by

i 1
© (va exp(v cot v)) = — sinv exp(—v cot v), 0<wv<m. (2.1)
v m
Proposition 2.1. Let F(x) = [ ¢(t)dt,z € [0,¢]. Then
. 1 <2
F(vaexp(vcotv)) —1- 222 U, 0<wv<m. (2.2)
v T T W
Proof. From the proof of [, Thm. 8.9] we have that
o vy 20V exp(v cotv) (2.3)

is a decreasing bijection from (0, 7) onto (0, e). Hence

1 ) ™ 1 T . 18 2
_ 1 [sm u} —l——/ .u sinu du:_sm U—I—l—g. O
w |, wJ, simu w T v s

The following is the central result of this paper.
Theorem 2.2. Let S, = k((T*)*T*), k=1,2,... . Then o(Sy) = [0,¢] for all k € N and
klim |F'(Sk) — Dolla =0 for k — oc.
—00

In particular Dy € W*(T'). Therefore 7, = 1jo9(Do)F = A(1jo9)H, 0 <t < 1 is a one-
parameter family of nontrivial, closed, T-invariant subspaces affiliated with W*(T).

Corollary 2.3. W*(T') = L(F3). Moreover, if Z is any DT-operator, then W*(Z) = L(F5).
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Proof. As described in the introduction, with 7' = UT(X, \) € W*(XUA(L*>|0,1]))
from Theorem Z2Awe have Dy € W*(T'). Since clearly X € W*(T'), we have W*(T') =
By E, Thm. 4.4], Z can be realized as Z = D + ¢T for some D € A(L>[0,1]) and
By B, Lem. 6.2], T € W*(Z), so W*(Z) = L(F,).

We now outline the proof of Theorem Let M be a factor of type II; with tracial
state tr, and let A, B € M,,. By [Il, §1], there is a unique probability measure 4 p on
0(A) x a(B), such that for all bounded Borel functions f, g on o(A) and o(B), respectively,

e tr(f(A // f(@)g(y)dpap(x). (2.4)

The following lemma is a simple consequence of &) (cf. [1, Proposition 1.1]).

Lemma 2.4. Let A, B and jia g be as above, then for all bounded Borel functions f and g
on o(A) and o(B), respectively,

1£(A) - ||2— / / W2 dia sz, ). (2.5)

We shall need the following key result of Sniady [7. Strictly speaking, the results of [7]
concern an operator that can be described as a generalized circular operator with a given
variance matrix. It’s not entirely obvious that the operator 7" studied in [] and in the
present article is actually of this form. A proof is supplied in Appendix [Al below.

Theorem 2.5. [0, Thm. 5] Let Ep be the trace preserving conditional expectation of W*(Dy, T')
onto D = W*(Dy), which we identify with L>=[0,1] as in [1]. Let k € N and let (Py )2, be
the sequence of polynomials in a real variable x determined by:

Pro(r) =1 (2.6)
Pk(,krz(I) :Pk,n—l(z+1)a n = 1>2a"- (27)
Pin(0) =P, (0)=--=P500)=0, n=12. (2.8)

where P( denotes the (th derivative of Py ,. Then for all k,n € N,
Ep(((T*)'T*)")(2) = Pea(z),  x€[0,1].
Remark 2.6. The above Theorem is equivalent to [, Thm. 5] because
Ep(((T*)'T*)")(2) = Ep((THT*)")") (1 —2), =€ [0,1].
Sniady used Theorem to prove the following formula, which was conjectured in [, §9].
Theorem 2.7. [, Thm. 7] For alln,k € N:

tr(((T)"T*)") =

nnk

(nk+ 1)1 (29)

Sniady proved that Theorem 23 implies Theorem .7 by a tricky and clever combinatorial
argument. In the course of proving Theorem 22, we also obtained a purely analytic proof
of Thm. = Thm. 27 (see (B2) and Remark EE3). Note that it follows from Theorem 27
that SF = k*(T%)*T* has the same moments as (T*T)*. Hence the distribution measures
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is, and pr-r in Prob(R) are equal. In particular their supports are equal. Hence, by [,
Thm. 8.9,

o(Sg) =o(T*T) = [0, €]. (2.10)
We will use Theorem to derive in Theorem an explicit formula for the measure
Upy.s, defined in (). The formula involves Lambert’s W function, which is defined as the
multivalued inverse function of the function C > z — ze*. We define a function p by
p(z) = _WO(_Z)a z € C\[é> 00)7 (211)
where W, is the principal branch of Lambert’s W—function. By [2, §4], p is an analytic
bijection of C\[£, c0) onto
Q={r+iy| —n<y<m x<ycoty},
where we have used the convention 0cot0 = 1. Moreover, p is the inverse function of the
function f defined by
flw)=we™, weN.
Note that f maps the boundary of 2 onto [%, o0), because

. _ 9 +i6 o 9 —6 cot 6
f(Ocotd £i0) = f <sin96 ) = g¢ (2.12)
and § > SmEelcot? jg 5 bijection of (0,7) onto (0,e) (see [ §8]). By ([ZI), it also follows

that if we define functions p*, p~ : [%, o) = C by

6

ot (,—e—m") = 0 cot O £ 40, 0<6<m, (2.13)
sin 6

then

p(e) =limp(r£iy), @€z 00).
Y

In particular p™ (2) = p~ (1) =1.
Theorem 2.8. Let k € N be fixed. Define for t > é and j = 0,...,k the functions a;(t),
¢;(t) by

ao(t) = p*(¢) _
a;j(t) =p(texp (iZL)), 1<j<k-—1 (2.14)
ak(t) = p~(t)
and

o,(t) = —ha () []

Lt aelt) — a;(0)

Then the probability measure pp, s, on o(Dy) x o(S) = [0,1] x [0, €] is absolutely continuous
with respect to the 2-dimensional Lebesque measure and, with ¢ as in Z0), has density

d,U’Do,Sk (':U?y) _ : -1 kaj(y’l)m
i d() > ey ™Me (2.16)

J=0

(2.15)

forz € (0,1) and y € (0,¢).

We will prove Theorem 22 by combining Lemma 24l and Theorem (see Section [@l).
Finally, we will prove the following characterization of the subspaces H; (see Section [).
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Theorem 2.9. For every t € [0, 1],

H; = {¢ € H | limsup (SHT’“&HW’“) <t} (2.17)

n—oo

In particular, H; is a closed, hyperinvariant subspace of T

3. PROOF OF THEOREM FOR k=1

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem in the special case k = 1, which is
somewhat easier than in the general case. For k =1 it is easy to solve equations (Z6])— (28]
explicitly to obtain

1
P () = Ea:(x +n) ", (n>1). (3.1)
From (B]) one immediately gets () for k = 1, because
1 1 1 n"
tr((T*T)") = P (z)de = | —(x—1 "= . 2
(0T)) = [ Puolo)ie = | el Dy | o @2

Lemma 3.1. Forz € R and z € C, |z| <1, one has
$ Py ey e
n=0

where p: C\ E, oo) — C is the analytic function defined in §24.

Proof. Note that p(0) = 0,p'(0) = 1. Let p(z) = > 7, 72" be the power series expansion
of pin B (O, %) The convergence radius is é, because p is analytic in B (0, %) and é is a
singular point for p. Hence for |z| < 1 and « € C, the function (z,z) — €”** has a power

series expansion

o0
eP)T — E Comztx™.
£,m=0

Since
o0

1
p(x)r _ § m,.m
’ m=0 'p(Z) :

m

and since the first non-zero term in the power series for p(z)™ is 2, we have ¢, = 0 for

¢ < m. Hence
er)e — Z Qu(x)2" (3.3)
£=0

where Q(x) is the polynomial an:o Comx™. Putting z = 0 in (B3) we get Qo(x) = 1 and
putting =z = 0 in @3) we get Q,(0) = 0 for n > 1. Moreover since p(z)e ?*) = 2z for
C\ [é, oo), we get

d

%(ep(zm) — p(z)ep(Z)w — p(z)e—p(Z)ep(Z)(rJrl) — yePR)(at+l)
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Hence differentiating ([B3]), we get

o0

i@}(az)zf = i@z(l’ + 1) = Z Qe_1(x +1)2", 2] < 1
=0 =0

=1
Therefore Q)(z) = Qr—1(z + 1) for £ > 1. Together with Qy(x) =1, Q¢(x) =0, (¢ > 1), this
proves that Qu(x) = Py ¢(x) for £ > 0. O

Remark 3.2. From Lemma Bl and (BI) we can find the power series expansion of p(z),
namely

00 o n—2
— () Sl n + 1 +1 LD
p(z) = zef Z Py Z% = Z:l (= 1)!2 . (3.4)
Similarly one gets
1 1 (-1 1 - "
—p(z P -1_ - _ 2 el 2 —2" (3.5
p(z) Z L 2 ; n! - z ;(nle)!z (35)

The latter formula was also found in [, §8] by different means. Actually, both formulae can
be obtained from the Lagrange Inversion Formula, (cf. [9, Example 5.44]).

Lemma 3.3. For every x € [0, 1] there is a unique probability measure v, on [0, €] such that

/06 y" dvy(y) = Pra(z), n € No. (3.6)

Proof. The uniqueness is clear by Weierstrass’ approximation theorem. For existence, recall
that o(D) = [0,1] and, by H., §8], o(T*T) = [0,¢e]. Let now p = pp, r~r denote the joint
distribution of Dy and T*T" in the sense of (Z4)). For x = 0, v, = dy (the Dirac measure at
0) is a solution of (B6). Assume now that z > 0 and let € € (0, x). Then for n € N,

T 1
/ Py (2")dx! :/0 Lo a)(2") Prn(2")da" = tr(1jp—c o) (D)Ep((T*T)"))
:tr(l[zp_e’x}( // 1[m sm] y d,U,(SL’ y)

0,1]x[0,e]

Let 1., denote the Borel measure on [0, e] given by v, ,(B) = tu([z —e, 2] x B) for any Borel
set B in [0, ¢]. Then by the above calculation,

e 1 x
/ v dvea(y) = - / Pio(a))d2',  ne N (3.7)

0 r—e
Since P o(2') = 1, v., is a probability measure. By [B), v., converges as ¢ — 0 in the
w*-topology on Prob([0, ¢]) to a measure v, satisfying (B0). O

Lemma 3.4. Let x € [0, 1].
(a) For A € C\[0,¢], the Stieltjes transform (or Cauchy transform) of v, is given by

G0\ = %exp (p G) a;) | (3.9)
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(b) If z € (0,1], dv,(y) = h.(y)dy, where

ha(y) = Winm (eXp <p+ G) x)) C ye(e (3.9)

Proof. (a). Since G,(\) = [ /\1 dv,(y) is analytic in C\[0, ¢], it is sufficient to check (B)
for |[A| > e. In this case, we get from Lemma B3 and Lemma Bl that

[e.e]

1 ¢ 1 1
G:(\) = ot /0 y" dvg(y Z)\ "P,(z) = 3 &P (p (X) a:) :

Sm(en(r (1)

It is easy to see that the above convergence is uniform for y in compact subsets of (0, €],
so by the inverse Stieltjes transform, the restriction of v, to (0, e] is absolutely continuous
with respect to the Lebesgue measure and has density h,(y). It remains to be proved that
v ({0}) = 0. But

lim AG.(A) = 1, ({0}) + lim / A i) | = waqoy).

A—0- A—0- Al +y
(Os€]

However, AG,(\) = exp (p (1) z) — 0 as A — 07, because z > 0 and lim,_,_« p(y) = —oo.
Hence v,({0}) = 0, which completes the proof of (b). O

Proof of Theor’emlmfor k=1. Put yp = pup, r~r as defined in [Z4)). For m,n € Ny we get
from Lemma B3 and Lemma B4

// a™y" dp(z,y) = tr(DgH(T*T)") = tr(DJ*Ep((T*T)")) = /0 ™ Py (x)de

0,1]%[0,¢]
1 e 1 e
= [ [ vt = [ [ amirn ) ao
0 0 0 0

Hence by the Stone-Weierstrass Theorem, p is absolutely continuous with respect to the two
dimensional Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] x [0,¢], and for x € (0,1), y € (0,¢), we have

Lvp- Ll () o

We now have to compare (BI0) with (2I0) in Theorem 8 Putting k¥ = 1 in ([ZI4) and
([Z13) one gets for ¢ > 1,

and
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Hence the RHS of (ZI0) becomes

e(y)co G) (eXp (p* G) 9:) — exp (@x)) =
L e (2))

Substituting now y = 22Vt with 0 < v < 7 as in ([Z3), by @I3) and @) we get

2
(y) ‘/ﬁ (lﬂ 2
AN (sinve‘”“’t” : U—) _ 1 . (3.11)

Im pt ( i ) ™ sin? v Y

Hence (BI0) coincides with (ZTI6]) for k& = 1. O
4. A GENERATING FUNCTION FOR SNIADY’S POLYNOMIALS FOR k > 2

Throughout this section and Section B, £ is a fixed integer, k > 2.

Lemma 4.1. Let oy, ..., q be distinct complex numbers and put
Qy .
%:Ha_a_, ji=1,...,n. (4.1)
AL
Then

k
Y oy=1
j=1

- (4.2)
Zvja;’:() for p=1,2,...,k—1.
j=1
Proof. We can express (22) as
1 1 ... 17 1
o o oy Y2l 0 (4.3)
kTt a,’j_l Vi 0

where the determinant of the coefficient matrix is non-zero (Vandermonde’s determinant), so
we just have to check that (B]) is the unique solution to ([E3]). Let A denote the coefficient
matrix in ([3). Then the solution to ([E3)) is given by

gl 1

V2| e 0

Vi 0
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Hence v; = (—1)”1M where A;; is the (1, j)th minor of A. By Vandermonde’s formula,

det(A)
det A = H — ay)

<m
and
det(Ay;) = (a1~ aj_1)(ajer o) [] (am — ar).
<m
L,m#j
Hence '
(=17 T e
0] oy
= = O
Y ey — an) TTer — ay) LLM—%
0<j >] J

We prove next a generalization of Lemma Bl to k > 2.

Proposition 4.2. Let (Py,,)%, be the sequence of polynomials defined Theorem [ZA. For
z€C, |zl < % and 7 =1,...,k, put

a;(2) = plzeF) (1.4)
Haz(:)J a;(z)’ 270

Vi(2) = (4.5)
1/k, z=0.

Then

00 k

> (k2)™* Ppn() Z )k (4.6)

n=0 =1

forall z € B (0, é) and all x € R.

Proof. Since p is analytic and one-to-one on C\ [1,00), it is clear that a;(z) is analytic in
B (0,1) and ~;(z) is analytic in B (0, %) \{0}. Using p(0) = 0 and p'(0) = 1, one gets

i) =Tl =T (1o (7))

145 1 —exp

But the numbers exp ( 2’””) m=1,...,k—1 are precisely the k — 1 roots of the polynomial
k
-1
S(z) = Zz—1 =P L
Hence
lim y,(2) = 0 = 7 = 74(0)
S0 N T s Tk Y

Thus ~; is analytic in B (0,1). The RHS of [T) is equal to

> Bilz)at
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where
k

Be(z) = Y vi(2)k‘ay(2)".

j=1
Since a;(0) = 0, the coefficients to 1, z,..., 27! in the power series expansion of 3,(z) are

equal to 0. Hence
k [e'9)
Zvj(z)eko‘j(z)x = Z Brmr' 2™ (4.7)
j=1

£,m=0
where f5y,, = 0 when m < ¢. But, by the definition of a;(z) and ~;(z) the LHS of (E1) is

invariant under the transformation z — e'% z. Hence f3;,, = 0 unless m is a multiple of k.

Therefore .

> yj(z)etesr Z Ro( (4.8)

j=1
where

nk
eI (4.9)

is a polynomial of degree at most nk. To complete the proof of Proposition £2 we now have
to prove, that the sequence of polynomials

Qu(z) =k R,(x), n=0,1,2,... (4.10)
satisfies the same three conditions (Z6)-(E8) as Py,,. Putting z = 0 in [€) we get

Qo(z) = Ro(z) = Zwm) =

Moreover by (B
(< 2)Fehaie,
ar | 2 Pl Z e J
n=0
By definition of p, p(z)e™"®) = z for all z € C\ (£,00). Hence
(aj(z)e_o‘f(z)) = (zeZT])k = 2* j=1,... k.
Thus

L 00 k
%(ZRH(Z) ) (k2)"> " v;(2)ebs @@ = (k) ZR (z+1)z"

J=1

=k Roa(z+1)2"

n=1

so differentiating termwise, we get
R (x) = K'Rya(z+1),  n>1
and thus Q' () = Qn_1(z+1) for all n > 1. We next check the last condition ([Z8) for the

Qn, ie.
Qu(0) =QL(0)=...=Q%D(0)=0, n>1
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If we put x = 0 in ([{H), we get

00 k
> Ralw)e™ = S5 = 1,

where the last equality follows from (EZ) in Lemma Bl Hence @Q,(0) = R,(0) = 0 for
n>1 Forp=1,...,k—1 we have

[es) k
nk __ kolJ z)x _ . . _
n§:0 Rﬁlp)(o)z ~ dap (E :73 ) = kP ;:1: vi(2)a;(2)" =0,

where we again use () from Lemma BTl Hence Q¥ (0) = k" R¥(0) = 0 for all n =
0,1,2,...and p=1,....k—1.

Altogether we have shown that (Q,(z))r2, satisfies the defining relations (Z6)—-(Z3) for
Py (), and hence @Q,,(z) = Py ,(z) for all n and. This proves (EGl). O

Remark 4.3. Based on Proposition[{.3, we give a new proof of the implication Theorem [Z]
= Theorem [2.7]. Put

i = tr{((TH)°TH)") = / Pon(z)de.
Then by (G

skn j kaj T .
Z (kz)" 27 /W)wd (4.11)

forall z € B (0, %) By definition, the functzon p satisfies
p(s)e? =5 se C\[2, 00).
Therefore,
ozj(z)ke_kaj(z) = (zei%)k = 2F
for all z € B (0, é) Hence for z € B (0, é) \{0},

1
koy(z)

1
1
kaj(z)md - - koj(z) _ 1 k-1
/0 ° v ko (z) (e )= [0 (2)

By Lemma [, we have Zf:o vj(2)aj(2)F~1 = 0. Hence by I,

3 salkz)™ = Z i (4.12)

To compute the m’ght hand side of [EID), we apply the residue theorem to the rational
function f(s) = & Hz 1 a‘;fs, s € C\{0,aq,qs,...,ax}. In the following computation z is
fized, so let us put a; = oj(2), v; = 7v;(2). Note that f has simple poles at oy, ..., o4 and

?vlr—‘

Res(frap) = —— [[ -2 = -1

% #jag—ozj Q;
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Moreover f has a second order pole at 0 and Res(f;0) is the coefficient of s in the power
; ; 2 _ k s \—1
series expansion of s*f(s) =],_,(1 = )

Since f(s) = O(|s|~**+?) as |s| — oo, we have

Hence, by the residue Theorem, Res(f;0) + Z?Zl Res(f;a;) =0, giving

k k
3 b S ot (4.13)
Thus, by ([EID), we get

[e'9) k k
HZ:% Spn(kz)™ = —% Z % Z (4.14)

J=1 J=1
By B3), p(z) =23, Wm—ﬁ)!zm whenever 0 < |z| < 1. Hence
k 0
k,)nk
S A S Gy 4.15
;p( Z (m+1)! ;(nk‘—l—l)!z (4.15)
So by comparing the terms in (EIA) and @IH), we get sy, = (TLZ—TI), as desired. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM FOR k > 2

Lemma 5.1. Put Q) = {z € C | 2* ¢ [e7*,00)} and define a;(2), vj(2), 7 = 1,...,k by
EA) and D) for all z € Q. Then for every x € R, the function

nyj kaj(zm (51)

s analytic in Q and for every t € [%, oo), the following two limits exist:

MF(t)= lim M,(z), M_(t)= lim M,(z).
z—t z—t

Im 2>0 Im 2<0

Let a;(t) and c;(t) fort > % and 7 =0,...,k be as in Theorem[Z8. Then fort > %,

Im M (t) = M > i(t)er O, (5.2)

T
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Proof. Since p: C\ [%, oo) — C is one-to—one and analytic, it is clear, that M, is defined
and analytic on 2. Moreover for ¢t > %,

)

, e, =1, k-1
im o) ={ 5" 12

Im z>0

and similarly

Im 2<0
Moreover
( ag(t) _ _
Il cooa i=1. k-1
0<<k—1
‘ i
lim (2) = .
z—t ap(t .
Im 2>0 H w—a;0) J = k
0<<k—1
[ (#0
. ap(t) .
lim v;(z) = H _— gy k.
T 220 1<0<k ar(t) — a;(t)
A

Hence the two limits M1 (¢) and M_ (t) are well defined and by relabeling the kth term to
be the Oth term in case of M (t) one gets:

k—1
M (t) = H —af(t) ekai )z (5.3)
J=0 | 0<<k—1 a(t) = a;(t)
#i

H taz(t) t ckas () (5.4)
B ROt
4]

M (t) =

M-

<
Il
—

It is clear, that M,(z) = M,(z), z € Q. Therefore M (t) = M, (¢) and

I M (1) = 5= (M (1) — M (1),

Hence for ¢t > é,
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where
_ i ag(t)
2i ap(t) — ap(t)

bi(t) = i alt) () : )) 11 ag(t)

2i \ao(t) —a;(t) ap(t) —a;(t ) ap(t) — ao(t)
)

2 1<0<k—1 o(t) — ax(t)
Using (1) and the identity
ao(t) ap®) _ ai(t)(ar(t) — ao(t))

ao(t) —a;(t) — ai(t) —a;(t)  (ao(t) — a;(1))(ax(t) — a;(t)) ’
one observes that for all j € {0,1,...,k}
~ Loag(t) —ax(t) _ Im p*(2)
"0 = 5 k@ T Hormp Y
This proves (7). O

We next prove results analogous to Lemma B3 and Lemma B4 for k£ > 2.

Lemma 5.2. For every x € [0,1], there is a unique probability measure v, on [0,¢e¥], such
that

k

/ u" dvy(u) = k"™ Py (z), n € Np. (5.5)
0

For \ € C\[0, ¢¥], the Cauchy transform of vy 18 given by

G:(N) = 5 Z% JebesFre (5.6)

where aj,7y; are given by [EA) and @ED) and A\~ is the principal value of (/\)~'. More-
over, the restriction of v, to (0, €] is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesque measure,
and its density is given by

Loa (o 1/ky
de(U) _ uk QO(U / ) ch(u—l/k>ekaj(u’l/k)x (57)

du k

=0
for u € (0,¢€").
Proof. By Theorem

K" Pe(2) = Ep(K"™((T*)"T")")(2) = Ep(Sy*)(x)), 2 €[0,1].

Moreover o(S¥) = o(Si)* = [0, ¢¥] by ([ZI0). Hence the existence and uniqueness of v, can
be proved exactly as in Lemma From Proposition B2, we get that for |\ > e*, the
Stieltjes transform G, () of v, is given by

Go(N) =5 ZA "k P

k
§ koa])\ k)

>/|'—‘
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Let M,(2),z € Qg and M} (t), M, (t), t > 1/e be as in Lemma [l Then it is easy to see

that the function )
—~ . M, (z , Z & Qx
Mq(2) = { M=(3), =€ [l/e,o0)

xT

is a continuous function on the set
—1
{z+z’y|x20,—§y§0}.
ke

Hence, by applying the inverse Stieltjes transform, we get that the restriction of v, to (0, €*]
is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure with density

T v—07t TU H_yq—1/k
Im 2<0

hae(u) = 1 lim Im(Gy(u+iv)) = L lim (Im ZVJ Jekas () m)

1
= —— Im M, (u V%) = — Im M} (u="*).

U U
Hence, by Lemma Bl we get that for u € (0, €¥),

1 Im l/k b _ a:(u=Y*)x
hao(u) = — _Uk P Z% 1/ gha ()
7=0

U k:|,04r

By (B110),
1 Im (p*(1/y))

y)=— , 0<y<e.
W) = T P
Hence
l 1/k . —l/k Im (u™ 1/k)
he(u) = Zc] i (5.8)
7=0

O

Remark 5.3. In order to derive Theorem from Lemma B2, we will have to prove
v, ({0}) = 0 for almost all = € [0,1] w.r.t. Lebesgue measure. This is done in the proof of
Lemma B4 below. Actually it can be proved that v,({0}) = 0 for all > 0. This can be
obtained from the formula

v ({0}) = Alirgl MG ()
e
(cf. proof of Lemma B4 together with the following asymptotic formula for p(z) for large

values of |z|:
log(log \Zl)))

p(z) = —log(—z) + log(log(—2)) + O ( log ||

where log(—z) is the principal value of the logarithm. The latter formula can also be obtained
from [2, pp. 347-350] using (ZI1).
Lemma 5.4. Let v = ip, gx be the measure on [0, 1] x [0, e*] defined in ). Then v is
absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure, and its density is given by
dv(z,u)
dedu o(11)
where h,(u) is given by (B-F).

€ (0,1), wu€(0,e"),
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Proof. For m,n € Ny we have from Lemma B2 and Theorem B that

// 2™ u" dv(z,u) = tr(Dy'SE") = tr(Di Ep(SE™)) (5.9)

[0,1]x[0,e¥]
t 1 ek
:/ :L'm(kﬂkpkm(l’))dl’:/ ™ (/ u” dl/x(u)) dzx.
0 0 e

Put g(z) = v.({0}), x € [0,1]. From the definition of v, it is clear that + — v, is a
w*-continuous function from [0, 1] to Prob([0, e*]), i.e.

ek
x —>/ f(u) dvg(u), x € 0,1]
0
is continuous for all f € C([0,e*]). Put for j € N,

_JJ, 0su<1/y
fﬂ'(“)_{o, u>1/7.

Then g(z) = hm (fo fi(w)dv,(u )), and hence g is a Borel function on [0, 1]. Putting now
m =0 in (I5:9]) we get

u”hm(u)du> dz, n=12... (5.10)

and for n =0 we get

- /Olg(:)s)dx + /01 (/O hx(u)du> d. (5.11)

Let A € Prob([0, €*]) be the distribution of S¥. Then

k

jge u™ d\(u) = tr(SEm)

so by (BI0) and (EIT), A({0}) = fo x)dx and )\ is absolutely continuous on (0, e*] w.r.t.

Lebesgue measure, with density u — fo (u)dz, u € (0,e¥). However by ) S¥ and

(T*T)* have the same moments. Thus S¥ and (T*T)* have the same distribution measure.
y ([, §8]), ker(T*T) = ker(T) = {0}. Hence A({0}) = 0, which implies that g(z) = 0 for
almost all = € [0,1]. Thus, using (B9), we have for all m,n € Ny

[ ivtan = [ ( [

[0,1]x[0,e¥]

k

u"hy(u) du) dz.

Hence by Stone-Weierstrass Theorem, v is absolutely continuous w.r.t. two dimensional
Lebesgue measure, and

dv(z,u)

dz du

=hy(u), 2€(0,1), ue(0,e). O
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Proof of Theorem[Z8 for k > 2. Let f, g be bounded Borel functions on [0, 1] and [0, ] re-
spectively, and put

g1(u) = g(ul/k), u € |0, ek].

By Lemma B4
tr( £(Do)a(Sk)) = tr( £(Do)r (SL)) // F(2)gn () (w)ddu
[0,1]%[0,€¥]
// f(z Y ky* dady
[0,1]x[0,¢€]

where the last equality is obtained by substituting u = y*, y € [0,¢e]. Hence the measure
ItDy.s, is absolutely continuous with respect to the two dimensional Lebesgue measure, and
by (B8 the density is given by

ha(y*)ky ZC] Lyekes)
7=0
for z € (0,1), y € (0,e). O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM = THEOREM

Lemma 6.1. Let k € N band let ay, . .., ar be distinct numbers in C\{0} and put
k

Qy
bj:H .
Qy — Gj

{=0
(4]
Then
k
> bl =0 p=1,2,...k (6.1)
7=0

D bi=1 (6.2)

j=0
k k
> byt = a;! (6.3)
j=0 j=0
k
D byt = ) (away) (6.4)
j=0 0<i<j<k

Proof. By applying Lemma BTl to the & + 1 numbers ay, ..., ar, we get ([E1) and (E2).
Moreover, (E3) follows from the residue calculus argument in Remark (cf. (EIF)), and
4 follows by a similar argument. Indeed, letting g be the rational function

k
1 ( Qy
=511
s ap —
r—o \t

8) , S € C\{O,CLQ, .. .,ak},
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% and Res(g;0) is the coefficient of s? in the

we have Res(g;a;) = —% [l 2% = —bja
J

ag—aj J J
power series expansion of

) k s —1 k s 82
s°g(s) = 1—— = 1+4+—+—=+...].
o =T1(-5) =II(+ 55+ )

Hence Res(g;0) = > << ;< (aia;)~". Since g(s) = O(|s|~*+4) as |s| — oo, as in Remark B3]
we get

k
Res(g;0) + Z Res(g; a;) = 0.
j=0
This proves (E4). O

Lemma 6.2. Let k € N be fizred and let a;(t), ¢;(t) fort € (1,00) and j = 0,...,k be
defined as in (ZI4) and ZI5). Put

H(x,t) = Zk: c;(t)era e, reR, t>1]e, (6.5)
a:i k
- > ay(t (6.6)
1 N
=5 Z a;(t (6.7)
j=
Then
/1 H(z,t)dx = 1. (6.8)
Moreover, if k > 2, then 0
/1 xH(x,t)de = m(t) (6.9)
and if k > 3, then ’
/01 2 H(z,t)dz = m(t)* + v(t). (6.10)

Proof. For a fixed t € (é, oo), we will apply Lemma to the numbers a;(t), j =0,...,k

and
b;(t)=1] #% (6.11)

Note that by (ZIH)
cj(t) = —ka;(t)b;(t). (6.12)

Since t is fixed, we will drop the ¢ in a;(t), b;(¢) and ¢;(¢) in the rest of this proof. We have

k k
Cj .
/ H(z,t)dw =) k— (eF — 1) = (1 — k). (6.13)
=0 =0
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Recall that

ag = pt(t)

J2mj 4
aj =p(te"=), 1<j<n
ar = p~(t)

where ¢ € (1,00). Since p(z)e ) = z for z € C\ [1,00) we get in the limit z — ¢ with

Im z > 0, respectively Im 2z < 0, that also
Pt (e = o (e O = 1,

Hence

which shows

N k
eh = (%) . j=0,... .k (6.14)

Hence by (613), (61]) and (62) we get
1 k Lk
_ k _
/O H(x,t)dr =Y b — = ;Objaj =1,

J=0
which proves (6.8). Moreover,

1 e ekajx :|1
rH(x,t)dx = —ka;b;) |[t—— — ——| .
/0 (z:1) Z( i) { ka;  (kaj)?],
Using (€14, (61) and (E3]) we get
1 1< 1 B LAy 11
s — : :

provided k > 2. This proves (E3). Similarly

/1 2H (z, 1)d i( kasb;) { TP ]
x T, t)dr = —Kkaib;) |x z +
0 = 7 ka; — (ka;)* —  (ka;)? |,
k k k k
1 & 2 e 2 e 2 b
= —E b T Db — g 2 b T 5 )
7=0 7=0 7=0 j=0 "J

Hence by (61]) and (64]), we get for & > 3

/0 x2H(x,t)dx:% 3 (aiaj)*:% (Za;1> +300 | = mle 4+ oft).

0<i<j<k
O

The functions H,m,v,a;,c; in Lemma depend on k£ € N. Therefore we will in the
rest of this section rename them Hy,my, vy, ak;, cxj. Let Fy) = foy o(u)du, y € [0,¢€] as in
Proposition Bl Since ¢ is the density of a probability measure on [0, €], we have

0< F(y) <1, y € [0,¢]. (6.15)
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FIGURE 1. The contour C..

Lemma 6.3. Fort e (%,oo),

lim my (1) = F (%) (6.16)
Tim v,(1) = 0. (6.17)

Proof.
L WA j
— -1 _
mk(t)—_EZakj(t) =-z (Zf(g)) :
7=0 7=0
where f: [0,1] — C is the continuous function
pt),  u=0
flu)=2< pte?™) ™1 0<u<1
p~(t)7, u=L

Hence

nmm(t)——/lf(u)du——i LR / L (6.18)
Pl o2 )y pte®) T 2mi 2p(z) '
2B(0,0)

To evaluate the RHS of (EIX) we apply the residue theorem to compute the integral of
(2p(2))~" along the closed path C., 0 < & < 1, which is drawn in Figure [
Since p(z) # 0 when z # 0 we have

1 dz 1
2 o opm) (zp(ZYO)

and by (BH), Res (L O) = —1. Thus, taking the limit ¢ — 0T, we get

zp(2)’

1 /t dt +/ dz +/1/6 | _
2mi \ Jije tpt (1) zp(2)  Ji tpm(t) '

9B(0,t)
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p*(t), we get by (BT
t 1 t I +
/ :—1—l/ 1Im( L )ds— -1+ - / %()ds
Bt m 1/68 p+(8) 1/e S|p ()‘
t 1 1 e
:—1+/ ¢ (—) ds:—1+/ o(u)du
1/e S S 1/t

=—14+F(1)—-F(1/t) = —-F(1/t).
Hence (E14) follows from (EI8). In the same way we get

Since p~(t) =

Hence

so in particular

Proof of Theorem[Z3 By Lemma B4l Theorem and (G.H),
1D~ FSIE= [[ | Pl)lots) M (v.5) dedy
[0,1]x[0,€]

Moreover by (E8)-(@I0) we have for y € (0,e) and k > 3,

/O(CU—F(y))sz( Jde = (un(y) +mi(3)*) = 2mi(5)F(y) + F(y)*
(mk(i) F(y))? +Uk(§)-

Hence for k > 3
D0 = PUSOIE = [ ((mad) = ) + () sty

Since (y)Hg(z, %) is a continuous density function for the probability measure pp,s, on
(0,1) x (0,¢), and since ¢(y) > 0, 0 < y < e, we have Hy(x,t) > 0 for all z € (0,1) and
t € (1,00). Thus by ([EJ)—(@I0), my(t) and vg(t) are the mean and variance of a probability
measure on (0,1). In particular 0 < my(t) <1 and 0 < v(t) <1 for all ¢ > 1/e. Hence by
([E10), (ET0) and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem

lim ||Do — F(Sk)||3 = 0.
k—o0

Hence Dy € W*(T'). For 0 < t < 1, the subspace H; = 1j4(Dg)H is clearly T-invariant,
and since Dy € W*(T'), H, is affiliated with W*(T'). O
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7. HYPERINVARIANT SUBSPACES FOR T

In this section, we prove Theorem The proof relies on the following four results.
Lemma is probably well known, but we include a proof for convenience.

Lemma 7.1. For every k € N, ||T*|| = (£)*/2.
Proof. By (I, || T*||* = ||(T*)*T*|| = k~*[[S*|| = (§)*. u

Lemma 7.2. Let (S\)aea be a bounded net of selfadjoint operators on a Hilbert space H
which converges in strong operator topology to the selfadjoint operator S € B(H), and let
0,(S) denote the set of eigenvalues of S. Then for all t € R\o,(S), we have

%\IEIII% 1(—oo,t}(S>\) = 1(_oo7t](5), (71)
where the limit is in strong operator topology.

Proof. There is a compact interval [a, b] such that o(S)) C [a,b] for all A and o(S) C |a, b].
Therefore, given a continuous function ¢ : R — R, approximating by polynomials we get

lim 6(51) = 9(S)

in strong operator topology. Let ¢t € R, let € > 0 and choose a continuous function ¢ : R — R
such that 0 < ¢ < 1, ¢(x) =1 for x <t — € and ¢(z) = 0 for x > t. Then for every £ € H

(Li=o0,0-(9)&, €) < {A(9)E, &) = Im{B(5H)€, &) < minf (1o (5))E, €)-
Hence taking the limit as € — 0T, we get

(Lo (9)€: €) < Tim inf (1o (SN)E, - (7.2)

Similarly, by using a continuous function ¥ : R — R satisfying ¢ (z) = 1 for z < ¢ and
Y(z) =0 for x >t + ¢, we get

(Lm($)6:€) 2 limsup(L- o (6.6). (7.3)
S
If t ¢ 0,(5), then 1_1(S) = 14 (S), and thus by (ZZ) and ([Z3)), we have
%\IEIII% 1(—oo,t}(S>\) = 1(_oo7t](5), (74)

with convergence in weak operator topology. However, the weak and strong operator topolo-
gies coincide on the set of projections in B(H). Hence we have convergence ([L1l) in strong
operator topology, as desired. O

Proposition 7.3. Let I : [0,¢e] — [0, 1] be the increasing function defined in Proposition 2]
and fir t € [0,1]. Let

Le={£€ 3| 3G € I, lim & — €[l =0, lim sup (4[| T"&,[|*/*) < ¢}.
—00 k—o00

Then Lt = %F(et) .

Proof. For t = 1, we have by Lemma [[T] that £; = H = H; = Hp). Assume now
0<t<l, and let 5 S j_CF(et) = 1[07F(et)](D0)j‘C = 1[076t}(F(D0))j‘C. Since Up(D0> = () and
since F' is one-to—one, we also have o,(F (D)) = . Hence, by Theorem Z8 and Lemma [,

]}LIIOlol[o,et}(Sk)f = Lj,en(F'(Do))§ = €.
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Let & = 1joeq(Sk)§. Then as we just showed, limy_,o || — & || = 0. Moreover, since
(T*)kT* = k=*S¥  we have

TG = KH(SE6 6 < kel < (5) el

Hence lim sup;,_, .. (£[|7%&,]|**) < t, which proves Hp () C £;. To prove the reverse inclu-
sion, let £ € £; and choose & € H such that

k
lim [|& — € =0,  limsup (Z[|T%][*) <.
k=00 k—soco €
By (ZI0), 0(Sk) = [0,€]. Let Ej be the spectral measure of Sy and let

(7.5)
Vk(B) = (Ex(B)&k, §k)

for every Borel set B C [0,e]. Then ~; is a finite Borel measure on [0, €] of total mass
([0, €]) = ||&]|? and for all bounded Borel functions f : [0,e] — C, we have

(F(S&) = [ fan (7.6)
In particular, .
(St66) = [ an)
Let 0 < e < 1—t. By (ZH), there exists ko € N such that £[|T%¢,||*/* <t + £ for all k > ko
Thus, .
/ drdyi () = (Sptr, &) = KT G[1* < (et + ), (k> ko).
Since (e(tie))koz 1 for x € [e(t +¢€), €], we have

t+ €

'mwwfmngf(%%gfmwmsc+amgw
Hence, by (i),

t+<\*
T m%xm2=uﬁm@mwaxm&>s< Q)H&W,

t+e
which tends to zero as k — oo. Since [|{x — || — 0 as k — oo, we get

kh—>r£lo Hl(e(t-i-e),OO)(Sk)gH =0,
which is equivalent to
Jim Lo (p4e(Sk)€ = €.
Hence, by Theorem and Lemma [2]

Lo pette)) (Do)€ = 1jg.eere](F(Do))E =&,
i.e. £ € Hp(eqyey for all € € (0,1 — ). Since

Hpery = ﬂ Hs,
(et)

sE(F(et),1)
it follows that £; C Hp(er), which completes the proof of the proposition.
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Lemma 7.4. Lett € (0,1) and define (a,)>, recursively by
a; = F(et) (7.7)

i1 = anF (e—t) (7.8)

n

Then (a,)2, is a strictly decreasing sequence in [0,1] and lim,_ a, = t.

Proof. The function z — F(ex) is a strictly increasing, continuous bijection of [0, 1] onto
itself. By definition, the restriction of F to (0, e) is differentiable with continuous derivative

F'(z) = ¢(z), x€(0,e),

where ¢ is uniquely determined by

1 1
(b(smv exp(v cot v)) = —sinwvexp(—v cotv).
v T

As observed in the proof of [4, Thm. 8.9], the map v — 2 exp(v cot v) is a strictly decreasing
bijection from (0, ) onto (0, e). Moreover,

—(sinvexp(—vcotv)) = exp(—vcotwv) >0

dv

for v € (0,7). Hence ¢ is a strictly decreasing function on (0, ¢), which implies that F is
strictly convex on [0, e]. Hence

F(ex) > (1 —2)F(0) + 2F(e) = x, x € (0,1). (7.9)

With ¢ € (0,1) and with (a,)>2, defined by ([Z7) and (L), from () we have a; = F(et) €
(t,1). If a € (t,1) and if ’ = aF (<), then clearly o’ < a. Moreover, by ([Z9),

et t
a':aF(—)>a-—:t.
a a

Hence (a,)5°, is a strictly decreasing sequence in (¢,1) and therefore converges. Let a., =
lim,, o0 @,,. Then by the continuity of F' on [0, €], we have

t
oo = aooF(e—).
Qoo
Hence F(5) = 1, which implies ao, = t. O

Proof of Theorem[Z4. Let T = UT(X, \) be constructed using [, §4], as described in the
introduction. For ¢ € [0, 1], let

sin v

k
K, = {€ € I | limsup <g||T’fg||2/’f) <t} (7.10)
n—oo
We will show
J’Ct g fKt g %F(et), t 6 [O, 1] (711)

The second inclusion in ([ZIT]) follows immediately from Proposition The first inclusion
is trivial for ¢ = 0, so we can assume t > 0. Letting P, = 1[07t}(D0) be the projection onto
H;, from [, Lemma 4.10] we have

1
T, ¥ =T, = TP = UJ(

Vit

1
—_P,XP,\), 7.12
\/1—5 t t t) ( )
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where \; : L>[0,1] — P,L(F3)P; is the injective, normal *—homomorphism given by A\(f) =
A(fi), where

) f(s/t) if s €0,
fils) = {o it s € (t,1).

Therefore, T; is itself a DT(dy, 1)-operator in (PLMP,, t ™ 7] p v(p,). Hence, by Lemma [ZT]
applied to T}, we have, for all £ € JH,,

te\ B2
el = #2itel < () lel
Therefore, limsup,_, (4| T%¢||*/*) < t and £ € K,. This completes the proof of [ZIT).
From ([TT]), we have in particular Ko = Hy = {0} and K; = H; = H. Let t € (0,1) and
let (a,)%; be the sequence defined by Lemma [[4. We will prove by induction on n that
K C H,,. By (1), K; € H,,. Let n € N and assume K; C H,,. Then

k
X, = {¢ € H,, | limsup <—||Tk§||2/k) <t} (7.13)
k—o0 €
: K\ ok ek t
={§ € H,, |limsup | —||T; £l <—} (7.14)
k—o0 € Ap,

But the space (L) is the analogue of X;/,, for the operator T,,. By ([LII]) applied to the
operator Ty, , we have that X, is contained in the analogue of Hp(ct/q,) for Ty,,. Using ([LI2)
(with a,, instead of t), we see that this latter space is

Aan (Ljo,7 (et fan)]) Han = M1j0,anF(et/an)) Han = MLj0,00417)Han = Hapy -

Thus X; € H,, , and the induction argument is complete.
Now applying Lemma [, we get K; C (2, H,, = H;, as desired. U

APPENDIX A. D—GAUSSIANITY OF T, T*

The operator T' was defined in [4] as the limit in *—moments of upper triangular Gaussian
random matrices, and it was shown in [4] that 7" can be constructed as T = UT(X, \)
in a von Neumann algebra M equipped with a normal, faithful, tracial state 7, from a
semicircular element X € M with 7(X) = 0 and 7(X?) = 1 and an injective, unital, normal
s«—homomorphism A : L*>°[0,1] — M such that {X} and A(L*[0,1]) are free with respect
to 7 and T o A(f) = fol f(t)dt. (See the description in the introduction and [4, §4].) Let
D = \(L*>][0,1]) and let Ep : M — D be the 7—preserving conditional expectation onto D.

In [7], it was asserted that T is a generalized circular element with respect to Ep and with
a particular variance. It is the purpose of this appendix to provide a proof.

Lemma A.1. Let f € L*™[0,1]. Then

Ep(TA(f)T*) = Ag). (A1)
Ep(T"A(f)T) = A(h), (A.2)

En(TA()T) =0, (A.3)
Ep(T°A(f)T*) = 0, (A4)
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where .
ow) = [ st b= [ s (A5)
T 0
Moreover,
Ep(T) =0. (A.6)
Proof. From [, §4], lim,, o || T — T,|| = 0, where
Tn = p[]g_n1> %]Xp[;_na 1]

1

J
and pla,b] = A(1jq4)). Therefore,
lim || Ep(TAGF)T") — En(TAPT)]| = 0.

We have
on—1
Ep(TANTy) = ) vl 1 En(Xplsh, UA(S)X).
j=1
Fixing n and letting a = fjl/zn f(t)dt, we have

Xpld MHX = X (plg 1A(f) — @)X +a(X* — 1) +a,

an

and from this we see that Ep(Xp[, 1JA(f)X) is the constant fjl/zn f(t)dt. Therefore, we
get Ep(T,\(f)TF) = A(gn), where

1 i _ .
gn(T) = [ )t i 2 <@ < e {l,..., 2"~ 1}
! 0 21 < g <1

Letting n — oo, we obtain ([AJl) with g as in (AJ).
Equations (A2)-([A4) and ([Af) are obtained similarly. O

Comparing Sniady’s definition of a generalized circular element (with respect to D) in [7]
with Speicher’s algorithm for passing from D—cummulants to D—moments in [8, §2.1 and
§3.2], we see that an operator S € L(F3) is generalized circular if and only if all D-
cummulants of order k # 2 for the pair (S,S5*) vanish. Hence S is generalized circular
if and only if the pair (5, 5*) is D-Gaussian in the sense of [8, Def. 4.2.3]. Thus, in order to
prove that T" has the properties used in [7], it suffices to prove the following.

Proposition A.2. The distribution of the pair T, T* with respect to Ep is a D-Gaussian
distribution with covariance matriz determined by (AJ)-([AG).

Proof. Take X, Xs,... € M, each a (0, 1)-semicircular element such that
D, ({X}) -,
is a free family of sets of random variables. Then the family
(W (DUXD)),

of *—subalgebras of M is free (over D) with respect to Ep. Let T; = UT(X;, A). Then each
T; has D-valued *distribution (with respect to Ep) the same as T'. Therefore, by Speicher’s
D—valued free central limit theorem [8, Thm. 4.2.4], the D—valued *—distribution of L\/?;FT"
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converges as n — 00 to a D—Gaussian *—distribution with the correct covariance. However,
X1+7\/E+X” is a (0, 1)-semicircular element that is free from D, and

T+ +T, X+ + X,
Lt dn ug’( Lot ’ >\)_
NLD NLD
Thus L\/gn itself has the same D-valued *—distribution as 7. O
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