arXiv:1804.07119v2 [math.PR] 3 Oct 2018

REGULAR VARIATION AND FREE REGULAR INFINITELY DIVISIBLE LAWS

ARIJIT CHAKRABARTY, SUKRIT CHAKRABORTY AND RAJAT SUBHRA HAZRA

Abstract. In this article the relation between the tail behaviours of a free regular infinitely divisible probability measure and its Lévy measure is studied. An important example of such a measure is the compound free Poisson distribution, which often occurs as a limiting spectral distribution of certain sequences of random matrices. We also describe a connection between an analogous classical result of Embrechts et al. [1979] and our result using the Bercovici- Pata bijection.

1. Introduction

The limiting spectral distribution (LSD) of product of two or more random matrices is important in the field of random matrix theory. It arises naturally, for example, in study of multivariate F-matrix (the product of mutually independent sample covariance matrix and the inverse of another sample covariance matrix). The limiting spectral distributions of F-matrices were studied in Wachter [1980], Bai et al. [1987]. In addition, products of random matrices arise in study of high dimensional time-series, for example, see Pan [2010], Pan and Gao [2012]. For a history of the product of random matrices the reader is referred to Bai et al. [2007].

The existence of a non-random LSD of the product of a sample covariance matrix and a non-negative definite Hermitian matrix, which are mutually independent, was given explicitly in terms of the Stieltjes transform in Silverstein [1995]. A stronger result in this direction is obtained using the moment method and truncation arguments in Bai et al. [2007], by replacing the non-negative definite assumption by a Lindeberg type one, on the entries of the Hermitian matrices. When one considers Wishart matrices, a more explicit description of the LSD can be given in terms of free probability; see Merlevède and Peligrad [2016], Chakrabarty et al. [2018a].

It is well known in random matrix theory that the Marchenko-Pastur law (also called the free Poisson distribution) turns out to be the limiting spectral distribution of a sequence of Wishart random matrices (W_N ). Suppose for each N ⩾ 1, Y_N is an N × N independent random Hermitian matrix with LSD ρ. It can be shown that the expected empirical distribution of W_N Y_N converges to m ⊠ ρ as N → ∞ where ⊠ denotes the free multiplicative convolution. It is not difficult to see that ρ is compactly supported if and only if so is m ⊠ ρ. Therefore it is natural to ask whether there is any relation between the tail behaviour of m ⊠ ρ and ρ? In this paper, an affirmative answer is given to that question when ρ has a power law tail decay. Thus, based on the LSD of Y_N , one can describe the tail behaviour of that of W_N Y_N . In general, it is very hard to write down an explicit formula for the limit distribution.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 60G70; 46L53; 46L54.

Key words and phrases. Regular variation, free convolution, subexponential, free regular measure, product of random matrices. 1

It is noteworthy that the probability measures of the form m⊠ρ are free regular probability measures (see Arizmendi et al. [2013]) which form a special subclass of free infinitely divisible distributions (also called the ⊞-infinitely divisible distributions, see Bercovici and Voiculescu [1993]). The free cumulant transform of a free regular probability measure can be described through a Lévy-Khintchine representation. Interestingly, it turns out that ρ is the Lévy measure of m ⊠ ρ. Therefore it is natural to wonder whether there is any relation between the tail behaviours of a free regular probability measure and its Lévy measure.

In classical probability theory, a classically infinitely divisible probability measure μ also enjoys a Lévy-Khintchine representation in terms of its Lévy measure ν. In Embrechts et al. [1979], it was shown that for a positively supported classically infinitely divisible probability measure (a subordinator) μ, the tails of μ and its Lévy measure ν are asymptotically equivalent if and only if any one of μ or ν is subexponential. In analogy to the classical case, it is natural to pose whether free subexponentiality characterizes the tail equivalence of a free infinitely divisible probability measure and its free Lévy measure. But unfortunately the result can not be extended to the bigger class of free infinitely divisible probability measures. Since according to Arizmendi et al. [2013], the correct analogue of the positively supported classically infinitely divisible probability measures are the free regular probability measures, in this paper, we provide a partial answer in Theorem 3.1 by showing the tail equivalence of a free regular probability measure and its free Lévy measure in presence of regular variation. Note that regularly varying measures are the most important subclass of both free and classical subexponential distributions (Hazra and Maulik [2013]). As an application of this result, the exact tail behaviour of the free multiplicative convolution of Marchenko-Pastur law with another regularly varying measure is derived in Corollary 4.1. Besides, the connection of these results with the classical case is not a mere coincidence. From the famous result of Bercovici and Pata (Bercovici et al. [1999]), it is known that classical and free infinitely divisible laws are in a one-to-one correspondence. It is shown in Corollary 4.4 that in the regularly varying set-up, the classical infinitely divisible law and its image under the Bercovici-Pata bijection are tail equivalent. The free multiplicative convolution of a measure with Wigner’s semicircle law also appears naturally as limits of many random matrix models. It is shown in Corollary 4.2 that the tail behaviour turns out to be different from the one involving the Marchenko-Pastur law.

In Section 2 the basic notations and transforms used in free probability are introduced. Subsequently, the main results and their proofs are in Section 3. Section 4 collects some corollaries arising out of the main results. The proofs depend heavily on relations between the transforms and regular variation. To keep the article self contained, the main result of Hazra and Maulik [2013] is quoted in the Appendix.

2. Preliminaries and Main results

2.1. Notations and basic definitions: A real valued measurable function f defined on non-negative real line is called regularly varying (at infinity) with index α if for every t > 0, f (tx) /f (x) → t^α as x → ∞. The function f is said to be a slowly varying function (at infinity) if α = 0. Throughout this paper, regular variation of a function will always be considered at infinity. A distribution function F on [0, ∞) has regularly varying tail of index −α if F (x) = 1 − F (x) is regularly varying of index −α. Since F (x) → 0 as x → ∞, it necessarily holds that α ⩾ 0. For further details about regular variation see Resnick [1987]. A distribution F on [0, ∞) is called (classical) subexponential if F^{(n)}(x) ∼ F (x) as x → ∞, for all n ≥ 0. Here F^{(n)} denotes the n-th (classical) convolution of F . Both regular variation and subexponentiality of a probability measure μ is defined thorough its distribution function F . The real line and the complex plane will be denoted by R and C , respectively. The notations C^+ and C^− are used for the upper and the lower halves of the complex plane, respectively, namely, C^+ = {z ∈ C : ℑz > 0} and C^− = −C^+ , while R^+ := [0, ∞). For a complex number z, ℜz and ℑz denote its real and imaginary parts, respectively. Given positive numbers η, δ and M, let us define the following cone: Γ_η = {z ∈ C^+ : |ℜz| < ηℑz} and Γ_{η,M} = {z ∈ Γ_η : |z| > M}. Then we shall say that f (z) → l as z goes to ∞ non-tangentially, abbreviated by “n.t.”, if for any ϵ > 0 and η > 0, there exists M ≡ M (η, ϵ) > 0, such that |f (z) − l| < ϵ, whenever z ∈ Γ_{η,M} . This is same as saying that the convergence in C^+ is uniform in each come Γ_η. The boundedness can be defined analogously.

We use the notations “f (z) ≈ g (z)”, “f (z) = o (g (z))” and “f (z) = O (g (z)) as z → ∞ n.t.” to mean, respectively, that “f (z) /g (z) converges to a non-zero finite limit”, “f (z)/g (z) → 0” and “f (z) /g (z) stays bounded as z → ∞ n.t.” If the limit is 1 in the first case, we write f (z) ∼ g (z) as z → ∞ n.t. For f (z) = o (g (z)) as z → ∞ n.t., we shall also use the notations f (z) ≪ g (z) and g (z) ≫ f (z) as z → ∞ n.t.

Following Bercovici and Voiculescu [1993], we recall that a non-commutative probability space (A, ϕ) is said to be a W^⋆ -probability space if A is a non-commutative von Neumann algebra and ϕ is a normal faithful trace. A family of unital von Neumann subalgebras (A_i)_{i∈I} ⊂ A in a W^⋆ -probability space is called free if ϕ (a_1a_2 · · · a_n) = 0 whenever ϕ (a_j ) = 0, a_j ∈ A_{ij} , and i_1 ≠ i_2 ≠ · · · ≠ i_n . A self-adjoint operator X is affiliated with A if f (X) ∈ A for any bounded Borel function f on R. In this case it is said that X is a (non-commutative) random variable. For a self-adjoint operator X affiliated with A, the distribution of X is the unique measure μ_X in M satisfying

ϕ (f (X)) = ∫ R f (x) μ_X (dx) for every Borel bounded function f on R. The self-adjoint operators {X_i}_{1⩽i⩽p}, affiliated with a von Neumann algebra A, are called free if and only if the algebras {f(X_i) : f is bounded measurable}_{1⩽i⩽p} are free.

M and M_+ are the set of probability measures supported on R and R^+ respectively. By M_p we mean the set of probability measures on [0, ∞) whose p-th moment is finite and do not have the (p + 1)-th moment. The set M_{p,α} will contain all probability measures in M_p with regularly varying tail index −α such that p ⩽ α ⩽ p + 1.

For a probability measure μ ∈ M, its Cauchy transform is defined as

G_μ (z) = ∫_∞ −∞ 1 z − t dμ (t) , z ∈ C^+ . Note that G_μ maps C^+ to C^− . Set F_μ = 1/G_μ, which maps C^+ to C^+ .

The free cumulant transform (C_μ) and the Voiculescu transform (ϕ_μ) of a probability measure μ are defined as C_μ (z) = zϕ_μ ( 1 z ) = zF^{−1}_μ ( 1 z ) − 1, for z in a domain D_μ = {z ∈ C^− : 1/z ∈ Γ_{η,M} } where F^{−1}_μ is defined; The free additive convolution of two probability measures μ_1, μ_2 on R is defined as the probability measure μ_1 ⊞ μ_2 on R such that ϕ_{μ1⊞μ2} (z) = ϕ_{μ1} (z)+ϕ_{μ2} (z) or equivalently C_{μ1⊞μ2} (z) = C_{μ1} (z)+C_{μ2} (z) for z ∈ D_{μ1} ∩D_{μ2} . It turns out that μ_1 ⊞μ_2 is the distribution of the sum X_1 +X_2 of two free random variables X_1 and X_2 having distributions μ_1 and μ_2 respectively. On the other hand, the free multiplicative operation ⊠ on M is defined as follows (see Bercovici and Voiculescu [1993]). Let μ_1, μ_2 be probability measures on R, with μ_1 ∈ M_+ and let X_1, X_2 be free random variables such that μ_{Xi} = μ_i . Since μ_1 is supported on R^+ , X_1 is a positive selfadjoint operator and μ_X1/2_1 is uniquely determined by μ_1. Hence the distribution μ_X1/2_{1 X2X}1/2_1

of the self-adjoint operator X^{1/2}_1 X_2X^{1/2}_1 is determined by μ_1 and μ_2. This measure is called the free multiplicative convolution of μ_1 and μ_2 and it is denoted by μ_1 ⊠ μ_2 . This operation on M_+ is associative and commutative.

We recall (Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.5 of Benaych-Georges [2006]) the remainder terms in Laurent series expansion of Cauchy and Voiculescu transforms for probability measures μ with finite p moments and summarize the following expressions from Hazra and Maulik [2013]:

r_{Gμ} (z) = z^{p+1} G_μ(z) − p+1∑ j=1 m_{j−1}(μ)z^{−j} (2.1)

and r_{ϕμ} (z) = z^{p−1} ϕ_μ(z) − p−1∑ j=0 κ_{j+1}(μ)z^{−j} , (2.2)

where {m_j (μ) : j ≤ p} and {κ_j (μ) : j ≤ p} denotes the moment and free cumulant sequences of the probability measure μ, respectively.

2.2. Classical infinite divisibility and known results. A probability measure μ is called classically infinitely divisible, if for every n ∈ N, there exists a probability measure μ_n such that μ = μ_n∗μ_n ∗· · ·∗μ_n(n times), where ∗ is the classical convolution of probability measures. A detailed description about classical infinite divisibility can be found in Sato [2013]. It is well known that a probability measure μ on R is classically infinitely divisible if and only if its classical cumulant transform C^∗_μ (w) := log ∫ R e^{iwx}dμ (x) has the following Lévy-Khintchine representation (see Sato [2013] or Barndorff-Nielsen et al. [2006]) C^∗_μ (w) = iηw − 1 2 aw^2 + ∫ R ( e^{iwt} − 1 − iwt1_{[−1,1]} (t) ) dν (t) , w ∈ R, (2.3) where η ∈ R, a ⩾ 0 and ν is a Lévy measure on R, that is, ∫ R min ( 1, t^2 ) dν (t) < ∞ and ν ({0}) = 0. If this representation exists, the triplet (η, a, ν) is called the classical characteristic triplet of μ and the triplet is unique.

Another form of C^∗_μ (w) is given by C^∗_μ (w) = iγw + ∫ R ( e^{iwt} − 1 − iwt 1 + t^2 ) 1 + t^2

t^2 dσ (t) , w ∈ R, where γ is a real constant and σ is a finite measure on R.

One has the following relationships between the two representations (see equations (2.3) below definition 2.1 in Barndorff-Nielsen et al. [2006]): a = σ({0}), dν(t) = 1 + t^2 t^2 1_{R\{0}}dσ(t), (2.4) η = γ + ∫ R t ( 1_{[−1,1]}(t) − 1 1 + t^2 ) dν(t). (2.5) In general, when one does not have the Brownian component, it is easier to consider the Laplace transform (if exists) of the measure, for example, in the case of compound Poisson. In this situation let us recall the classical result which studies the tail equivalence of Lévy measure and the infinitely divisible distribution. In Embrechts et al. [1979] it was shown subexponentiality is a property which makes an infinitely divisible measure and its Lévy measure tail equivalent.

Theorem 2.1 (Embrechts et al., 1979). Let μ be a classical infinitely divisible probability measure on [0, ∞). Suppose μ has the Lévy-Khintchine representation of the form, f(s) = ∫_∞ 0− e^{−st}dμ(t) = exp { −as − ∫_∞ 0 (1 − e^{−st})dν(t) }

where ν is a Lévy measure satisfying ∫_∞ 0 min{1, t}dν(t) < ∞. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) μ is subexponential, (b) ν is subexponential, (c) μ(x, ∞) ∼ ν(x, ∞) as x → ∞. Here, the probability measure ν, supported on the interval (1, ∞) is defined by ν(1, x) = ν(1, x]/ν(1, ∞) . The remarkable feature of this result is that tail equivalence gives subexponentiality. In Section 3 we will address the partial extension of this result in the free setting.

2.3. Free infinite divisibility and free regular probability measures. Free infinitely divisible probability measures are defined in analogy with classical infinitely divisible probability measures. Infinitely divisible measures can also be described in terms of a representation through Voiculescu and free cumulant transforms. A probability measure μ is called free infinitely divisible, if for every n ∈ N, there exists a probability measure μ_n such that μ = μ_n ⊞ μ_n ⊞ · · · ⊞ μ_n(n times) holds. Also a probability measure μ on R is ⊞-infinitely divisible i.e. free infinitely divisible if and only if there exists a finite measure σ on R and a real constant γ, such that

ϕ_μ (z) = γ + ∫ R 1 + zt z − t dσ (t) , z ∈ C^+ (2.6)

A probability measure μ on R is ⊞-infinitely divisible if and only if the free cumulant transform has the representation:

C^⊞_μ (z) = ηz + az^2 + ∫ R ( 1 1 − zt − 1 − tz1_{[−1,1]}(t) ) dν(t), z ∈ C^− , (2.7) where η ∈ R, a ⩾ 0 and ν is called the Lévy measure on R. In the expressions (2.6) and (2.7), similar to the equations (2.4) and (2.5) holds true (see [Barndorff-Nielsen et al., 2006, Proposition 4.16]). The free characteristic triplet (η, a, ν) of a probability measure μ is unique.

For a free infinitely divisible probability measure μ on R where the Lévy measure (Definition 2.1 in Barndorff-Nielsen et al. [2006]) ν satisfies ∫ R min (1, |t|) dν (t) < ∞ and a = 0 the Lévy-Khintchine representation (2.7) reduces to

C^⊞_μ (z) = η^′z + ∫ R ( 1 1 − zt − 1 ) dν (t) , z ∈ C^− , (2.8) where η^′ ∈ R. The measure μ is called a free regular infinitely divisible distribution (or regular ⊞-infinitely divisible measure) if η^′ ⩾ 0 and ν((−∞, 0]) = 0.

The most typical example is compound free Poisson distributions. If the drift term η^′ is zero and the Lévy measure ν is λρ for some constant λ > 0 and a probability measure ρ on R, then we call μ a compound free Poisson distribution with rate λ and jump distribution ρ. To clarify these parameters, we denote μ = π (λ, ρ). Example 2.1 (Arizmendi et al., 2013, Remark 8).

(1) The Marchenko-Pastur law m is a compound free Poisson with rate 1 and jump distribution δ_1 .

(2) The compound free Poisson π (1, ρ) coincides with the free multiplication m ⊠ ρ. We shall use both the Voiculescu transform and the cumulant transform to state our theorems. The notations μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} or μ^{η′,0,ν}_{⊞,C} shall occur whenever we write the Voiculescu transform or the cumulant transform of a free regular probability measure μ respectively. The indices V and C are used to distinguish between the occurrence in Voiculescu transform or in the cumulant transform. The use of γ, σ, η^′ and ν in the indices are clear from (2.9) and (2.10) while in μ^{η′,0,ν}_{⊞,C} , the index 0 is to indicate the non existence of the Gaussian part in the representation of the cumulant transform. Let μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} = μ^{η′,0,ν}_{⊞,C} be a free regular infinitely divisible probability measure. Then its Voiculescu and cumulant transforms have the representations: ϕ_μγ,σ_{⊞,V} (z) = γ + ∫ R^+ 1 + tz z − t dσ (t) , (2.9) C_μη′,0,ν_{⊞,C} (z) = η^′z + ∫ R^+ ( 1 1 − zt − 1 ) dν (t) (2.10)

respectively following (2.6) and (2.8). In the above representation the pair (γ, σ) is related to (η^′, ν) in the following way: dσ(t) = t^2 1 + t^2 dν(t), γ = η^′ + ∫ R^+ t 1 + t^2 dν(t), η^′ ⩾ 0. (2.11)

The proof of Theorem 3.1 demands the finiteness of the measure σ appearing the Voiculescu transform while the Lévy measure may not be a finite measure for a free regular infinitely divisible measure.

3. Main results and their proofs Now we are ready to state the main results of the paper while keeping in mind all the notations defined above. The following theorem gives us the tail equivalence between a free regular probability measure and the finite measure σ occurring in the Voiculescu transform. Theorem 3.1. Suppose that μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} is free regular infinitely divisible measure. Assume that either μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} or σ is concentrated on [0, ∞). Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} has regularly varying tail of index −α. (2) σ has regularly varying tail of index −α.

If either of the above holds, then μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} (x, ∞) ∼ σ (x, ∞) as x → ∞.

We fix the notations m_{−1}(σ) = γ, m_0(σ) = σ(R^+ ) and σ for the probability measure σ/m_0 (σ). Recall the remainder terms of the Cauchy and Voiculescu transforms as defined in (2.1) and (2.2) respectively. To prove Theorem 3.1, we first state and prove the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} be a regular ⊞-infinitely divisible probability measure.

(1) Voiculescu transform of μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} and Cauchy transform of σ are related by

ϕ_μγ,σ_{⊞,V} (z) = m_{−1} (σ) − m_0 (σ) z + ( 1 + z^2 ) m_0 (σ) G_σ (z) . (3.1)

(2) If either μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} or σ has its support concentrated on [0, ∞), then so does the other.

Further, in this case, μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} and σ have same number of moments.

(3) If both μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} and σ have p moments, then the p cumulants of μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} and p moments of σ satisfy the relation κ_p ( μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} ) = m_{p−2} (σ) + m_p (σ) (3.2)

and the remainder terms of ϕ_μγ,σ_{⊞,V} and G_σ satisfy r_{ϕμγ,σ⊞,V} (z) = m_{p−1} (σ) z^{−1} + m_p (σ) z^{−2} + ( 1 + z^{−2} ) m_0 (σ) r_{Gσ} (z) . (3.3)

Proof. (1) Using (2.9), we have

ϕ_μγ,σ_{⊞,V} (z) = γ + m_0 (σ) ∫_∞ 0 1 + tz z − t dσ (t) = γ + m_0 (σ) G_σ (z) + m_0 (σ) z ∫_∞ 0 t z − t dσ (t) = m_{−1} (σ) + m_0 (σ) G_σ (z) − m_0 (σ) z + m_0 (σ) z^2G_σ (z) .

(2) Suppose μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} is concentrated on the positive axis. Since μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} = μ^{η′,0,ν}_{⊞,C} , the definition of free regularity ensures that the support of ν is contained in [0, ∞). From (2.11) we have σ is concentrated on [0, ∞). Conversely, let σ be supported on [0, ∞). Since η^′ ≥ 0 it is follows from (2.11) that

∫_1 0 1 t dσ(t) ⩽ γ. By Lemma 9 of Benaych-Georges [2010] it follows that μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} is supported on [0, ∞).

Here it is easy to conclude that for a non trivial free regular probability measure μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} , one must have γ > 0. Now we shall prove the existence of a p moment of σ is equivalent to the existence of a p moment of μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} . We shall follow the proof of Proposition 2.3 of Benaych-Georges [2006].

First suppose σ admits a moment of order p. For all positive integer n, let us define the positive finite measure σ_n on [0, ∞) by σ_n(A) = σ ( A ∩ [0, n) ) . By dominated convergence theorem σ_n converges weakly to σ. Thus by Barndorff-Nielsen and Thorbjørnsen [2002, Theorem 3.8] we have μ^{γ,σn}_{⊞,V} converges weakly to μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} . Therefore, ∫_∞ 0 t^pdμ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} (t) ⩽ lim inf_n ∫_∞ 0 t^pdμ^{γ,σn}_{⊞,V} (t). The range of the integral is R^+ instead of R because μ^{γ,σn}_{⊞,V} is again a free regular measure (since μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} is so) and the first part of Lemma 3.1(2) gives μ^{γ,σn}_{⊞,V} is concentrated on [0, ∞). Thus, ∫_∞ 0 t^pdμ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} (t) ⩽ lim inf_n m_p(μ^{γ,σn}_{⊞,V} ).

To show that μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} has p^{th} moment finite, it is enough to show that the sequence {m_p(μ^{γ,σn}_{⊞,V} )}_n is bounded. By Benaych-Georges [2006, equation (2.1)], we have the q^{th} free cumulant κ_q(μ^{γ,σn}_{⊞,V} ) = m_{q−2}(σ_n) + m_q(σ_n) since σ_n’s are compactly supported (with the convention that m_{−1}(σ_n) = γ). So, for all n, m_p(μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} ) = ∑ π∈NC(p) ∏ V ∈π κ_{|V |}(μ^{γ,σn}_{⊞,V} ) = ∑ π∈NC(p) ∏ V ∈π ( m_{q−2}(σ_n) + m_q(σ_n) )

⩽ ∑ π∈NC(p) ∏ V ∈π ( m_{q−2}(σ) + m_q(σ) ) < ∞, where NC(p) is the set of all non crossing partitions of {1, 2, . . . , n} and |V | is the number of elements in the block V of π.

Next suppose μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} admits a moment of order p. Then by Benaych-Georges [2006, Theorem 1.3], ϕ_μγ/n,σ/n_{⊞,V} admits a Lauent series expansion of order p + 1. Thus for

all positive integer n, we have ϕ_μγ/n,σ/n_{⊞,V} (z) =^1_n ϕ_μγ,σ_{⊞,V} (z). Now support of μ^{γ/n,σ/n}_{⊞,V} (z)

is contained in [0, ∞) (as μ^{γ/n,σ/n}_{⊞,V} (z) is a free regular measure with σ_n has support on [0, ∞)) and the uniqueness of the Laurent series expansion allows us to conclude that μ^{γ/n,σ/n} ⊞,V (z) has a Laurent series expansion of order p + 1. Moreover we have κ_i(μ^{γ/n,σ/n} ⊞,V ) =^1_n κ_i(μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} ) for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p}. From Bercovici and Voiculescu [1993, Theorem 5.10(iii)], we conclude that dσ(t) = lim_{n→∞} nt^2 1 + t^2 dμ^{γ/n,σ/n} ⊞,V (t). Therefore we have, ∫_∞ 0 t^pdσ(t) ⩽ lim inf_n ∫_∞ 0 t^pnt^2 1 + t^2 dμ^{γ/n,σ/n} ⊞,V (t) ⩽ lim inf_n ∫_∞ 0 nt^pdμ^{γ/n,σ/n} ⊞,V (t) = lim inf_n nm_p(μ^{γ/n,σ/n}_{⊞,V} ) = lim inf_n ∑ π∈NC(p) n ∏ V ∈π κ_{|V |}(μ^{γ/n,σ/n} ⊞,V ) = lim inf_n ∑ π∈NC(p) n^{1−#π} ∏ V ∈π κ_{|V |}(μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} ) < ∞, where in the third line we have used μ^{γ/n,σ/n}_{⊞,V} ((−∞, 0)) = 0 since for all n, μ^{γ/n,σ/n}_{⊞,V} is free regular and σ/n has support on [0, ∞) and in the last line #π indicated the number of blocks in the partition π.

(3) If both μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} and σ have p moments finite, considering Laurent series expansion of G_σ in (3.1) and the fact that m_j (σ) = m_0 (σ) m_j (σ) for 0 ≤ j ≤ p, we have

ϕ_μγ,σ_{⊞,V} (z) =m_{−1}(σ) − m_0(σ)z + (1 + z^2) p+1∑ j=1 m_{j−1}(σ)z^{−j} + (1 + z^2)z^{−(p+1)}m_0(σ)r_{Gσ} (z) = p∑ j=1 (m_{j−2}(σ) + m_j (σ))z^{−(j−1)} + z^{−(p−1)} ( m_{p−1}(σ)z^{−1} + m_p(σ)z^{−2} + (1 + z^{−2})m_0(σ)r_{Gσ} (z) ) . Since r_{Gσ} (z) = o (1) as z → ∞ n.t., we have

m_{p−1} (σ) z^{−1} + m_p (σ) z^{−2} + ( 1 + z^{−2} ) m_0 (σ) r_{Gσ} (z) = o (1)

as z → ∞ n.t. Thus, by uniqueness of Laurent series expansion (which is equivalent to the uniqueness of Taylor series expansion given in Benaych-Georges [2006, Lemma A.1]), we obtain (3.2) as well as (3.3). □ It can be shown, using the expansions of Voiculescu and Cauchy transforms, that, if μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} is a compactly supported probability measure, then σ is also compactly supported and their cumulants and moments are related exactly by the formula stated in (3.2). Further note that m_{p−2} (σ) + m_p (σ) is also the classical cumulant of a classical infinitely divisible distribution.

It is obvious that Lemma 3.1(2) shows the assumptions on the supports of μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} or σ in Theorem 3.1 are actually equivalent.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. First assume that μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} is regularly varying with tail index −α for some α ⩾ 0. Then there exists a unique nonnegative integer p such that α ∈ [p, p + 1] and the measure μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} ∈ M_{p,α}. Also, by Lemma 3.1(2), we have σ ∈ M_p as well. Furthermore evaluating (3.3) at z = iy and equating the real and the imaginary parts respectively, we have, ( 1 − y^{−2} ) m_0 (σ) ℜr_{Gσ} (iy) − m_p (σ) y^{−2} = ℜr_{ϕμγ,σ⊞,V} (iy) (3.4) and ( 1 − y^{−2} ) m_0 (σ) ℑr_{Gσ} (iy) − m_{p−1} (σ) y^{−1} = ℑr_{ϕμγ,σ⊞,V} (iy) . (3.5) Now if α ∈ [p, p + 1), using Theorem 5.1, we have from (3.5), as y → ∞, ( 1 − y^{−2} ) m_0 (σ) ℑr_{Gσ} (iy) − m_{p−1} (σ) y^{−1} = ℑr_{ϕμγ,σ⊞,V} (iy) ∼ − π(p+1−α) 2 cos^{π(α−p)}_2 y^pμ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} (y, ∞) , which is regularly varying of index − (α − p) with α − p < 1. Thus, as y → ∞, m_0 (σ) ℑr_{Gσ} (iy) ∼ ( 1 − y^{−2} ) m_0 (σ) ℑr_{Gσ} (iy) ∼ − π(p+1−α) 2 cos^{π(α−p)}_2 y^pμ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} (y, ∞) and is also regularly varying of index − (α − p) and again by Theorem 5.1, σ and hence σ has regularly varying tail of index −α and ℑr_{Gσ} (iy) ∼ − π(p+1−α) 2 cos^{π(α−p)}_2 y^pσ (y, ∞) as y → ∞. Putting two asymptotic equivalences together, we get μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} (y, ∞) ∼ m_0 (σ) σ (y, ∞) = σ (y, ∞) as same argument works for the case α = p+1 with the help of Theorem 5.2 and equation (3.4).

To get the converse statement, we shall start with σ to be regularly varying with index −α. Thus σ ∈ M_{p,α} for some integer p ⩾ 0. Lemma 3.1(2) gives μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} ∈ M_p also, and we get the equations (3.4) and (3.5). Arguing exactly the same way like above we shall be able to conclude that μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} is regularly varying with tail index −α. □ Noting the relations between the measures appearing in the Lévy-Khintchine representations of the Voiculescu and cumulant transform of a free regular measure, the following corollary is immediate and this will also be very important to link our result with the classical one in Corollary 4.4.

Corollary 3.1. Suppose μ^{η′,0,ν}_{⊞,C} is a free regular infinitely divisible measure. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) μ^{η′,0,ν}_{⊞,C} has regularly varying tail of index −α. (2) ν has regularly varying tail of index −α.

If either of the above holds, then μ^{η′,0,ν}_{⊞,C} (x, ∞) ∼ ν (x, ∞) as x → ∞.

Remark 3.1. Note that in Corollary 3.1, the measure ν may not be a finite measure. Since ν being a Lévy measure of a free regular probability measure we have ν(1, ∞) < ∞ and therefore there is no ambiguity in talking about its tail behaviour.

Proof of Corollary 3.1. First we observe the following with the notations σ, ν and a be as in (2.11). Suppose a = 0. Then from (2.11), taking integral from x to infinity on both sides we get, ν(x, ∞) = σ(x, ∞) + ∫_∞ x 1 t^2 dσ(t) ⩽ (1 + 1 x^2 )σ(x, ∞). since x < t. Therefore, σ(x, ∞) ⩽ ν(x, ∞) ⩽ (1 + 1 x^2 )σ(x, ∞). Taking limit as x → ∞ we get σ (x, ∞) ∼ ν (x, ∞) as x → ∞. (3.6) Now Corollary 3.1 is immediate from Theorem 3.1 and the equation (3.6) as μ^{η′,0,ν}_{⊞,C} (x, ∞) = μ^{γ,σ}_{⊞,V} (x, ∞)^{T heorem} 3.1∼ σ (x, ∞)^{(3.6)}∼ ν (x, ∞) . □ 4. Some corollaries As an application of our main result we study the compound free Poisson distribution which turn out to be the free analogue of the classical compound Poisson distribution. Recall, that if G is a proper distribution on [0, ∞) and λ > 0 then the (classical) compound Poission distribution is defined as F (x) = e^{−λ} ∞∑ n=0 λ^n n! G^{(n)}(x)

where G^{(0)} is dirac mass at 0 and G^{(n)} is the n-th classical convolution of G. It was shown in [Embrechts et al., 1979, Theorem 3] that F is subexponential if and only if G is subexponential and this is also equivalent to F (x) ∼ λG(x) as x → ∞. We show that a partial analogue of this result is true in the free setting when one restricts to regularly varying measures.

The representation of a compound free Poisson distribution μ = π (1, ρ) as μ = m⊠ρ makes it an interesting object to study further as they arise as limits of empirical distribution of random matrices.

As a corollary of Corollary 3.1, we get the following:

Corollary 4.1. Let ρ be a positively supported probability measure. Then for the compound free Poisson distribution μ = π (1, ρ) which coincides with the free multiplication m ⊠ ρ, the following are equivalent.

(1) The tail of μ is regularly varying with index −α. (2) The tail of ρ is regularly varying with index −α.

If any of the above holds, then μ (y, ∞) ∼ ρ (y, ∞) as y → ∞.

Proof of Corollary 4.1. This result follows directly from Corollary 3.1 while noticing from the example 2.1 that ρ is the Lévy measure of the compound free Poisson distribution μ = m ⊠ ρ. □ Now we describe two situations where the above results can be applied. The first one is for random matrices while the other one is for the free stable laws.

Example 4.1. As mentioned in the introduction, m ⊠ ρ often occurs as a limiting spectral distribution. For example consider for all N ⩾ 1, W_N =^1_{MN} X^∗_N X_N where X_N is a complex Gaussian random matrix with i.i.d. entries and the sequence {M_N }_{N⩾1} is such that lim_{N→∞} N/M_N = λ ∈ (0, ∞). Also take Y_N , for all N ⩾ 1 to be random complex Hermitian matrices independent of the entries of X_N . Suppose there exists a non random probability measure ρ on R such that empirical spectral distribution of Y_N converges to ρ weakly in probability. In this setup when λ = 1, Chakrabarty et al. [2018a, Theorem 2.3] tells us that the expected empirical spectral distribution of W_N Y_N converges to m ⊠ ρ weakly as N → ∞. Therefore if we take ρ to be regularly varying with tail index −α, α ⩾ 0, we are able to conclude that the tail of the limiting spectral distribution of W_N Y_N is same as that of ρ using Corollary 4.1. □

Example 4.2. Following Bercovici et al. [1999] we define two probability measures μ and ν to be equivalent (denote as μ ∼ ν) if μ(S) = ν(aS + b) for every Borel set S ⊆ R, for some a ∈ R^+ and b ∈ R. A measure μ (excluding point mass measures) is said to be ⊞-stable if for every ν_1, ν_2 ∈ M such that ν_1 ∼ μ ∼ ν_2, it follows that ν_1 ⊞ ν_2 ∼ μ. Associated with every ⊞-stable measure μ there is a number α ∈ (0, 2] such that the measure μ ⊞ μ is a translate of the measure D_{1/2}α μ where D_aμ(S) = μ(aS). The number α is called the stability index of μ. The probability measure μ^{(2)} will be the image of μ under the map t → t^2 on R.

We give a proper example where Corollary 4.1 follows directly. From the appendix of Bercovici et al. [1999] we get that the Voiculescu transform of a ⊞-stable probability measure with stability index α ∈ (0, 1) is of the form ϕ(z) = −e^{iαρπ}z^{−α+1} where ρ is called the asymmetry coefficient. Now using Theorem 5.1 of Appendix we can conclude that the ⊞-stable probability measures in M_0 with stability index α ∈ (0, 1) are exactly regularly varying probability measures with tail index −α.

Let μ_α be a regularly varying symmetric free α-stable law with 0 < α < 2. Then μ^{(2)}_α = ρ α_2 ⊠ m, where ρ α_2 is a free positive^α_2 stable law.

The above statement can be verified by the following arguments. First from Pérez-Abreu and Sakuma [2012, Corollary 21] observe that the positive^α_2 -stable law μ^{(2)}_α enjoys the relation

μ^{(2)}_α = (ρ_β ⊠ ρ_β) ⊠ m, where ρ_β is a free positive 2α/(2 + α) stable law. Applying Arizmendi E. and Pérez-Abreu [2009, Proposition 13], it follows that ρ_β ⊠ρ_β = ρ α_2 . Hence μ^{(2)}_α = ρ α_2 ⊠m. Observe μ^{(2)}_α and ρ α_2 are in M_0 implies that both have regularly varying tail of index −^α_2 . The Corollary 4.1 can be seen as generalizing this behaviour to a much more general class of probability measures. □

It is a pertinent question that whether the conclusion involving Marchenko-Pastur law can be replaced by the standard Wigner’s semicircle law, w. The measures of the form w ⊠ ρ for some ρ ∈ M_+ has appeared as the limiting spectral distributions of random matrices (see Anderson and Zeitouni [2008], Chakrabarty et al. [2016, 2018b]), free type W distributions (see Pérez-Abreu and Sakuma [2012]) and in several other places.

The first observation in this regard is that in general one cannot say that w ⊠ ρ is free infinitely divisible for some ρ ∈ M_+. In fact if one considers the measure w_+ having density

f_{w+} (x) = 1 2π √ 4 − (x − 2)^21_{[0,4]}(x),

then it was shown in Sakuma [2011, Corollary 3.5] that w ⊠w_+ is not a free infinitely divisible measure. The obstacle comes from the fact that w_+ is not free regular. So a valid question in this regard is whether w ⊠ ρ is regularly varying if ρ is free regular with regularly varying tail? We give a partial answer when the measure ρ ⊠ ρ is regularly varying of index −α, α ⩾ 0. Such a particular case can arise in free stable laws and goes back to the works of Bercovici et al. [1999, Proposition A4.3] which states if ρ_α and ρ_β are free stable laws of index α, β ∈ (0, 1) respectively, then ρ_α ⊠ ρ_β is free stable law of index^{αβ}_{α+β−αβ} and hence regularly varying of index −^{αβ}_{α+β−αβ} (as discussed in the second paragraph of Example 4.2). So combining these observations we have the following corollary where we use the definition of regularly varying measures supported on R instead of R^+ . Since we restrict ourselves to symmetric probability measures we don’t go into the details of the definition of regular variation of such tail balanced measures.

Corollary 4.2. Let ρ ∈ M_+ and w be the standard Wigner measure. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) ρ_0 = ρ⊠ρ is free regular infinitely divisible, regularly varying probability measure with tail index −α, α ⩾ 0.

(2) μ = w ⊠ ρ is free infinitely divisible, regularly varying with tail index −^α_2 .

Proof. Assume (1). Theorem 22 of Pérez-Abreu and Sakuma [2012] says that for ρ ∈ M_+ and w be the standard Wigner measure, then ρ_0 = ρ ⊠ ρ is a free regular infinitely divisible probability measure if and only if μ = w ⊠ρ is a symmetric free infinitely divisible probability measure. Now from Lemma 8 of Arizmendi E. and Pérez-Abreu [2009] we get μ^2 = w^2 ⊠ ρ ⊠ ρ = m ⊠ ρ ⊠ ρ = m ⊠ ρ_0.

Since ρ_0 is regularly varying with tail index −α we have from Corollary 4.1 that μ^2 is also regularly varying with tail index −α. Thus by using the transform x → √ x we get that the symmetric measure μ is regularly varying with tail index −^α_2 . Thus we have shown (2).

The arguments given above can be reversed to show that (2) implies (1). □

The following is also an immediate consequence of the above discussion and Corollary 4.2.

Corollary 4.3. Let α ∈ (0, 1) and the measure ρ 2α_{α+1} is free stable of index^{2α}_{α+1} . Then w ⊠ ρ 2α_{α+1} is regularly varying with tail index −^α_2 .

Now we relate our result for the free regular probability measures (Corollary 3.1) and the famous classical result (stated in Theorem 2.1) via the notion of Bercovici-Pata bijection.

Definition 4.1 (Bercovici et al. [1999]). The Bercovici-Pata bijection between the set of classical infinitely divisible probability measures I (∗) and the set of free infinitely divisible probability measures I (⊞) is the mapping Λ : I (∗) → I (⊞) that sends the measure μ in I (∗) with classical characteristic triplet (η, a, ν) (see equation (2.3)) to the measure Λ (μ) in I (⊞) with free characteristic triplet (η, a, ν) (see equation (2.7)).

Corollary 4.4. Suppose α ⩾ 0, η^′ > 0 and ν ∈ M_+ satisfies ∫ R^+ min (1, t) dν (t) < ∞. Then

the classical infinitely divisible probability measure μ^{η′,0,ν}_∗ has regularly varying tail of index −α if and only if the free regular infinitely divisible probability measure μ^{η′,0,ν}_{⊞,C} , the image of μ^{η′,0,ν}_∗ under Bercovici-Pata bijection, has regularly varying tail of index −α. In either case, μ^{η′,0,ν}_∗ (x, ∞) ∼ μ^{η′,0,ν}_{⊞,C} (x, ∞) as x → ∞. Proof of Corollary 4.4. Suppose the classical infinitely divisible probability measure μ^{η′,0,ν}_∗ has regularly varying tail, then by Theorem 2.1 we have the measure ν in the Laplace transform has the same regularly varying tail. Now both measures in the Laplace transform and the Fourier transform is same ν by [Sato, 2013, Remark 21.6] since the measure ν satisfies the conditions a = 0 in (2.3),

∫_0 −∞ dν(t) = 0, ∫_1 0 tdν(t) < ∞ and η > 0. Then the relation (3.6) assures that σ has also the same regular variation and finally applying corollary 3.1 we can conclude that μ^{η′,0,ν}_{⊞,C} has the same regular variation like μ^{η′,0,ν}_∗ . The arguments can also be reversed. □

5. Appendix

In the above proofs we have used some important results from Hazra and Maulik [2013]. We recall these results here to help the reader. The following two theorems are written in a more compact form which are in particular Theorems 2.1 − 2.4 in Hazra and Maulik [2013].

Theorem 5.1. Let p be a nonnegative integer and μ be a probability measure in the class M_p and α ∈ [p, p + 1). The following statements are equivalent:

(i) y → μ (y, ∞) is regularly varying of index −α. (ii) y → ℑr_G (iy) is regularly varying of index − (α − p).

(iii) y → ℑr_ϕ (iy) is regularly varying of index − (α − p), ℜr_ϕ (iy) ≫ y^{−1} as y → ∞ and r_ϕ (z) ≫ z^{−1} as z → ∞ n.t.

If any of the above statements holds, we also have, as z → ∞ n.t., r_G (z) ∼ r_ϕ (z) ≫ z^{−1}; as y → ∞, ℑr_ϕ (iy) ∼ ℑr_G (iy) ∼ − π(p+1−α) 2 cos^{π(α−p)}_2 y^pμ (y, ∞) ≫ 1 y and ℜr_ϕ (iy) ∼ ℜr_G (iy) ≫ 1 y . If α > p and any of the statements (i)-(iii) holds, we further have, as y → ∞, ℜr_ϕ (iy) ∼ ℜr_G (iy) ∼ − π(p+2−α) 2 sin^{π(α−p)}_2 y^pμ (y, ∞) . If α = p = 0 and any of the statements (i)-(iii) holds, we further have, as y → ∞, ℜr_ϕ (iy) ∼ ℜr_G (iy) ∼ −μ (y, ∞) . Theorem 5.2. Let p be a nonnegative integer and μ be a probability measure in the class M_p. Let β ∈ (0, 1/2) and α = p + 1. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) y → μ (y, ∞) is regularly varying of index − (p + 1). (ii) y → ℜr_G (iy) is regularly varying of index −1.

(iii) y → ℜr_ϕ (iy) is regularly varying of index −1, y^{−1} ≪ ℑr_ϕ (iy) ≪ y^{−(1−β/2)} as y → ∞ and z^{−1} ≪ r_ϕ (z) ≪ z^{−β} as z → ∞ n.t.

If any of the above statements holds, we also have, as z → ∞ n.t., z^{−1} ≪ r_G (z) ∼ r_ϕ (z) ≪ z^{−β}; as y → ∞, y^{−(1+β/2)} ≪ ℜr_ϕ (iy) ∼ ℜr_G (iy) ∼ − π 2 y^pμ (y, ∞) ≪ y^{−(1−β/2)} and y^{−1} ≪ ℑr_ϕ (iy) ∼ ℑr_G (iy) ≪ y^{−(1−β/2)}. References

G. Anderson and O. Zeitouni. A law of large numbers for finite-range dependent random matrices. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics: A Journal Issued by the Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, 61(8):1118–1154, 2008.

O. Arizmendi, T. Hasebe, and N. Sakuma. On the law of free subordinators. ALEA Lat.

Am. J. Probab. Math. Stat., 10(1):271–291, 2013. ISSN 1980-0436.

O. Arizmendi E. and V. Pérez-Abreu. The S-transform of symmetric probability measures with unbounded supports. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 137(9):3057– 3066, 2009. ISSN 0002-9939. doi: 10.1090/S0002-9939-09-09841-4. URL

http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9939-09-09841-4.

Z. D. Bai, Y. Q. Yin, and P. R. Krishnaiah. On limiting empirical distribution function of the eigenvalues of a multivariate F matrix. Teor. Veroyatnost. i Primenen., 32(3):537–548, 1987. ISSN 0040-361X.

Z. D. Bai, B. Miao, and B. Jin. On limit theorem for the eigenvalues of product of two random matrices. J. Multivariate Anal., 98(1):76–101, 2007. ISSN 0047-259X. URL

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmva.2006.06.001.

O. E. Barndorff-Nielsen and S. Thorbjørnsen. Self-decomposability and Lévy processes in free probability. Bernoulli, 8(3):323–366, 2002. ISSN 1350-7265.

O. E. Barndorff-Nielsen, U. Franz, R. Gohm, B. Kümmerer, and S. Thorbjø rnsen. Quantum independent increment processes. II, volume 1866 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2006. ISBN 978-3-540-24407-3; 3-540-24407-7. Structure of quantum Lévy processes, classical probability, and physics, Lectures from the School “Quantum

Independent Increment Processes: Structure and Applications to Physics” held in Greifswald, March 9–22, 2003, Edited by Michael Schüermann and Franz.

F. Benaych-Georges. Taylor expansions of R-transforms: application to supports and moments. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 55(2):465–481, 2006. ISSN 0022-2518. doi: 10.1512/iumj. 2006.55.2691. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1512/iumj.2006.55.2691.

F. Benaych-Georges. On a surprising relation between the Marchenko-Pastur law, rectangular and square free convolutions. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat., 46(3):644–652, 2010. ISSN 0246-0203. doi: 10.1214/09-AIHP324. URL

https://doi.org/10.1214/09-AIHP324.

H. Bercovici and D. Voiculescu. Free convolution of measures with unbounded support.

Indiana Univ. Math. J., 42(3):733–773, 1993. ISSN 0022-2518. doi: 10.1512/iumj.1993.42. 42033. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1512/iumj.1993.42.42033.

H. Bercovici, V. Pata, and P. Biane. Stable laws and domains of attraction in free probability theory. Annals of Mathematics, 149:1023–1060, 1999.

A. Chakrabarty, R. S. Hazra, and D. Sarkar. From random matrices to long range dependence.

Random Matrices Theory Appl., 5(2):1650008, 52, 2016. ISSN 2010-3263. doi: 10.1142/ S2010326316500088. URL https://doi.org/10.1142/S2010326316500088.

A. Chakrabarty, S. Chakraborty, and R. S. Hazra. A note on the folklore of free independence.

arXiv preprint arXiv:1802.00952, 2018a.

A. Chakrabarty, R. S. Hazra, F. den Hollander, and M. Sfragara. Spectra of adjacency and laplacian matrices of inhomogeneous Erdős-Rényi random graphs. arXiv preprint arXiv:1807.10112, 07 2018b.

P. Embrechts, C. M. Goldie, and N. Veraverbeke. Subexponentiality and infinite divisibility. Z. Wahrsch. Verw. Gebiete, 49(3):335–347, 1979. ISSN 0044-3719. doi: 10.1007/BF00535504. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00535504.

R. S. Hazra and K. Maulik. Free subexponentiality. Ann. Probab., 41(2):961–988, 2013. ISSN 0091-1798. doi: 10.1214/11-AOP706. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/11-AOP706.

F. Merlevède and M. Peligrad. On the empirical spectral distribution for matrices with long memory and independent rows. Stochastic Process. Appl., 126(9):2734–2760, 2016. ISSN 0304-4149. URL https://doi.org/10.1016/j.spa.2016.02.016.

G. Pan. Strong convergence of the empirical distribution of eigenvalues of sample covariance matrices with a perturbation matrix. J. Multivariate Anal., 101(6):1330–1338, 2010. ISSN 0047-259X. URL https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmva.2010.02.001.

G. Pan and J. Gao. Asymptotic theory for sample covariance matrix under cross-sectional dependence. Preprint, 2012.

V. Pérez-Abreu and N. Sakuma. Free infinite divisibility of free multiplicative mixtures of the Wigner distribution. J. Theoret. Probab., 25(1):100–121, 2012. ISSN 0894-9840. URL

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10959-010-0288-5.

S. I. Resnick. Extreme values, regular variation, and point processes, volume 4 of Applied Probability. A Series of the Applied Probability Trust. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1987. ISBN 0-387-96481-9. doi: 10.1007/978-0-387-75953-1. URL

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-75953-1.

N. Sakuma. On free regular infinitely divisible distributions. In Spectra of random operators and related topics, RIMS Kôkyûroku Bessatsu, B27, pages 115–121. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. (RIMS), Kyoto, 2011.

K. Sato. Lévy processes and infinitely divisible distributions, volume 68 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2013. ISBN 978-1-107- 65649-9. Translated from the 1990 Japanese original, Revised edition of the 1999 English translation.

J. W. Silverstein. Strong convergence of the empirical distribution of eigenvalues of largedimensional random matrices. J. Multivariate Anal., 55(2):331–339, 1995. ISSN 0047-259X. URL https://doi.org/10.1006/jmva.1995.1083.

K. W. Wachter. The limiting empirical measure of multiple discriminant ratios. The Annals of Statistics, 8(5):937–957, 1980. ISSN 0090-5364. URL

http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0090-5364(198009)8:5<937:TLEMOM>2.0.CO;2-Y&origin=MSN.

Indian Statistical Institute, 203, B.T. Road, Kolkata- 700108, India E-mail address: arijit.isi@gmail.com, sukrit049@gmail.com, rajatmaths@gmail.com